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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having
general applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed to and codified in
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44
US.C. 1510.

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

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
12 CFR Part 265
[Docket No. R-0748]

Delegation of Authority io the General
Counsel! and Director of the Board’s
Division of Banking Supervision and
Regulation

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to sections 11(i) and
(k) of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C,
248(i) and (k)), the Board is amending its
Rules Regarding Delegation of Authority
(12 CFR part 265). The amendment
expands the duties delegated to the
General Counsel and the Director of the
Board's Division of Banking Supervision
and Regulation to include the authority
to enter into, stay, modify, terminate or
suspend a cease-and-desist order,
removal and prohibition order, or civil
money penalty assessment order, when
the order has been consented to by the
institution or individual subject to the
order. The Board believes that the
Federal Reserve's enforcement functions
can be made more efficient and
responsive by delegating this authority.
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 28, 1992,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Gregory A. Baer, Attorney (202/452~
3236), Legal Division, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System. For the hearing impaired only,
Telecommunication Device for the Deaf
(TDD), Dorothea Thompson (202/452~
3544), Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, 20th and C Streets,
NW., Washington, DC 20551.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
11(k) of the Federal Reserve Act
provides that the Board may delegate
any of its functions, other than those
related to rulemaking or pertaining

principally to monetary and credit
policies. Section 11(i} authorizes the
Board to make regulations necessary to
enable ithe Board to perform its duties
effectively. Pursuant to this authority,
the Board is amending its Rules
Regarding Delegation of Authority (12
CFR part 265).

In order to address unsafe and
unsound banking practices and
violations of the statutes, rules and
regulations under its jurisdiction, the
Federal Reserve undertakes formal
enforcement actions against financial
institutions and the individuals
associated with them. Over the past two
years, the Federal Reserve has issued or
executed approximately 150
enforcement orders and written
agreements, the great majority of which
were consented to by the person subject
to the order or agreement. The number
of such actions is expected to grow in
the future.

The Board is proposing an expansion
of the powers delegated to the General
Counsel and the Director of the Division
of Banking Supervision and Regulation.
Specifically, the Board is proposing to
grant joint authority to the General
Counse! and the Director to enter into,
stay, modify, terminate or suspend
cease-and-desist, removal and
prohibition, and civil money penalty
assessment orders when they have been
consented to by the institutions or
individuals subject to the orders. The
Board believes that the Federal
Reserve's enforcement functions can be
made more efficient and responsive by
delegating this authority. The Board
would retain its approval authority over
all contested enforcement actions and
enforcement actions involving the
issuance of temporary cease-and-desiat
orders and suspension orders.

The provisions of section 553 of title 5,
United States Code, relating to notice,
public participation, and deferred
effective date have not been followed in
connection with the adoption of this
amendment because the change to be
effected is procedural in nature and
does not constitute a substantive rule
subject to the requirements of that
section. The Board's expanded
rulemaking pracedures have not been
followed because the amendment is a
technical, procedural one.

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 265

Authority delegations (Government
agencies), Federal Reserve System.

For the reasons outlined above, the
Board of Governors is amending 12 CFR
part 265 as set forth below:

PART 265—RULES REGARDING
DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

1. The authority citation for 12 CFR
part 265 continues to read as follows:

Autheority: Section 11 (i} and (k) of the
Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 248 (i) and
k).

2. Section 265.8 is amended by
republishing the introductory text and
adding paragraph (e} to read as follows:

§ 265.6 Functions delegated to General
Counsel.

The Board's general counsel (or the
general counsel's delegee) is authorized:

» * * L *

(e) Consent enforcement orders. With
the concurrence of the director of the
Board's Division of Banking Supervision
and Regulation (or the Director’s
delegee):

(1) To enter into a cease-and-desist
order, removal and prohibition order, or
civil money penalty assessment order
with a bank holding company or any
nonbanking subsidiary thereof, with a
state member bank, or with any other
person or entity subject to the Board's
jurisdiction, when the order has been
consented to by the institution or
individual subject to the order;

(2) To stay, modify, terminate, or
suspend an order issued pursuant to
paragraph (e}{1) of this section.

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, February 14, 1992,
Jennifer }. Johnson,

Assaciate Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 92-4546 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165

[CGD1 92-008]

Safety Zone Regulations: Kill Van Kull,
New York and New Jersey

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
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ACTION: Temporary Final Rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a safety zone in the waters
of Bergen Point West Reach in the Kill
Van Kull of New York and New Jersey.
This zone will divide a portion of the
channel at Bergen Point West Reach
into two sections, a northern half and a
southern half. In the northern half,
concentrated drilling and blasting will
be conducted and no vessel is permitted
to transit that section. In the southern
half, vessel passage is permitted under
the criteria set forth in this regulation.
This action is necessary to protect the
maritime community from the possible
dangers and hazards to navigation
associated with the extensive blasting
and dredging operations which are being
conducted in the northern half of this
section of the channel.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This regulation
becomes effective at 6 a.m., February 13,
1992. It terminates at 12 a.m., August 10,
1992, unless terminated sooner by
Captain of the Port NY (COTP NY).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
MST1 S. Whinham of Captain of the
Port, New York (212) 668-7934.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Drafting Information

The drafters of this notice are LT]G
].E. Peschel, Project Officer, Captain of
the Port, New York and LCDR J. Astley,
Project Attorney, First Coast Guard
District, Legal Office.

Regulatory History

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, a notice of
proposed rulemaking was not published
for this regulation and good cause exists
for making it effective in less than 30
days after Federal Register publication.
Publishing an NPRM and delaying its
effective date would be contrary to the
public interest since immediate action is
needed to respond to any potential
hazards. The request for this zone was
not received until February 12, 1992.
Therefore, there was not sufficient time _
to publish proposed rules in advance of
the event or to provide for a delayed
effective date.

On August 8, 1991 this office
submitted for publication a final rule
which would impose a regulated
navigation area (RNA) over the entire
Kill Van Kull for the duration of a three
year deepening project which is
occurring throughout the Kill. When that
rule is published it will appear as Part
165.165 of this Title (CGD1 89-085). As
that rule has not been made effective yet
this action is necessary to safeguard
users of this waterway from the hazards
involved with this ongoing project. This
regulation is necessary. as an interim

measure, to adequately ensure vessel
safety in the affected area until the RNA
is published and becomes effective.

Background and Purpose

In August 1991, the Army Corps of
Engineers {A.C.0.E.) and the Port
Authorities of New York and New
Jersey commenced an extensive channel
deepening project in the Kill Van Kull
and the Bergen Point area. This project
reduces the available channel width by
one half in the area of the worksite, from
approximately 800 feet to 400 feet for the
duration cf the project.

In order to minimize the burden on the
maritime community during this
important and necessary dredging
operation, the project is divided into
phases. During each phase, blasting and
dredging operations occur in only a
small portion of the navigable channel.
Limiting the size of the work area allows
vessels to continue navigating the
waterway with few, if any, restrictions,
while providing the necessary level of
safety and allowing the A.C.O.E. to
complete the project without undue
delay.

Since August, the work area has
shifted westward along Bergen Point
Reach toward Shooters Island. Each
time the work area moved, the Coast
Guard established a safety zone around
the work site. These safety zones were
narrowly tailored to provide an
adequate level of safety to vessels
transiting the area while minimizing the
restrictions imposed on vessel
operations. In addition, throughout the
blasting and dredging project the Coast
Guard has consulted with the port
community and kept them apprised of
developments.

On February 12, 1992 the A.C.O.E.
advised COTP NY that the previous
work area as published in the Federal
Register of January 10, 1991 had been
completed and that the depths had been
certified. The safety zone around that
area is cancelled upon the effective date
and time of this new regulation. The
new safety zone is temporary in nature.
and will be in effect less than six
months. It provides the minimum level
of safety needed to protect users of the
waterway from the dangers and hazards
associated with the dredging and
blasting operation while navigating in a
heavily trafficked area.

This regulation is issued pursuant to
33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the
authority citation for all of Part 165.

Regulatory Evaluation

These regulations are not major under
Executive Order 12281 and not
significant under Department of
Transportation Regulatory Policies and

Procedures (44 FR 11040; February 26,
1979). The Coast Guard expects the
economic impact of this proposal to be
so minimal that a Regulatory Evalnation
is unnecessary.

Small Entities

Because it expects the impact of this
regulation to be minimal, the Coast
Guard certifies under section 605(b) of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
601 et seq.) that this final rule will not
have a significant economic impact on &
substantial number of small entities.

Collection of Information

This rule contains no collection of
information requirements under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.).

Federalism

The Coast Guard has analyzed this
action in accordance with the principles
and criteria contained in Executive
Order 12612, and it has been determined
that these regulations do not raise
sufficient federalism implications to
warrant the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

Environment

The Coast Guard has considered the
environmental impact of these
regulations and concluded that under
section 2.B.2.c. of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1B, they will have no
significant impact and they are
categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Security measures, Vessels,
Waterways.

Regulation
In consideration of the foregoing, part

165 of title 33, Code of Federal
Regulations, is amended as follows:

PART 165—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 USC 1225 and 1231; 50 USC
191; 49 CFR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 6.04-1,
6.04-6 and 33 CFR 160.5.

2. A new 165.T 01-008 is added to read
as follows:

§ 165.T 01-008 Safety Zone: Bergen Point
West Reach, Kill Van Kull—New York and
New Jersey.

(a) Location. The following area has
been declared a Safety Zone: All waters
of Bergen Point West Reach in the Kill
Van Kull Channel, west of a line drawn
shore to shore along the 074°08'41.8"W
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line of longitude, and east of a line
drawn north from Staten Island along
the 074°08'56.6”W line of longitude to a
point at 40°38'39”N 074°08°'56.6” W and
thence east to shore at Bergen Point at
40°38'39""N 074°08'41.8"W. KVK Channel
Light Buoy 14 (LLNR 34565) has been
initially relocated in approximate
position 40°38'28.99"'N 074°08'42.22"W,
and KVK Channel Light Buoy 14A {NO
LLNR]) will initially be located in
approximate position 40°38'30.342"'N
074°08'56.197" "W to indicate the eastern
and western boundaries, respectively, of
this zone.

(b} Effective date. This regulation
becomes effective at 8 a.m., February 13,
1992, It terminates at 12 a.m., August 10,
1992, unless terminated sooner by COTP
NY.

{c) Regulations. {1) Northern half of
channel: No vessel may operate in the
northern half of the channel within this

zone. In-accordance with the general
regulations in § 185.23 of this part, entry
into or movement within this area of the
safety zone is prohibited unless
authorized by the Captain of the Port.

(2) Southern half of channel: (i) Each
vessel transiting the southern half of the
channel in this zone is required to do so
at minimum wake speed.

(ii) No vessel shall enter this zone
when they are advised by the drilling
barge or Vessel Traffic Service New
York (VITSNY) that a misfire or hangfire
has occurred. Vessels already underway
in the zone shall proceed to clear the
area immediately.

{iii) Vessels, 300 gross tons or greater
and tugs with tows, are prohibited from
meeting or overtaking in this portion of
the channel.

(iv} Vessels, 300 gross tons or greater
and tugs with tows, transiting with the

prevailing current are regarded as the
stand-on vessel.

(v) Prior to entering this safety zone,
the master, pilot or operator of each
vessel, 300 gross tons or greater and tugs
with tows, shall notify VTSNY as to
their decision regarding the employment
of assist tugs and intentions while
transiting the safety zone.

(vi) For vessels towing astern, hawser
or wire length must not exceed 100 feet
for that tow. This length is measured
from the towing bit on the towing vessel
to the point where the hawser or wire
connects with the vessel being towed.

Dated: February 12, 1992,
R.M. Larrabee,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of the
Port, New York.

|FR Doc. 924642 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these notices
is to give interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules. '

——— rem—

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 155

[{CGD 91-034/90-068]

RIN 2115-AE81 and 66

Vessel Response Plans and Carriage

and Inspection of Discharge-Removal
Equipment

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of meetings of the Oil
Spill Response Plan Negotiated
Rulemaking Committee; correction.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
correcting the schedule of meeting dates
for the Oil Spill Response Plan
Negotiated Rulemaking Committee
published January 16, 1992. The
committee has decided to cancel the
meeting previously scheduled for
February 27, 1992 and schedule a new
meeting on March 10, 1992,

DATES: The corrected schedule of
meetings of the negotiated rulemaking
committee is as follows: February 28,
1992 and March 10, 1992 as well as
March 11-13 if the workload requires.
The meetings will be held between 8:30
a.m. and 5 p.m., except the March 10th
meeting will begin at 9 a.m.
ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held
in room 8236 on February 28, 1992 and in
room 4234 on March 10-13, 1992 at DOT
Headquarters, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
For information contact Lieutenant
Commander Glenn Wiltshire, OPA 80
Staff (G-MS-1), at (202) 2676739
between 7 a.m. and 3:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except federal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a
previous notice in the Federal Register
(57 FR 1890, January 16, 1992), the Coast
Guard announced a meeting schedule
for the Oil Spill Response Plan
Negotiated Rulemaking Committee. At
their last meeting on February 13, 1992,
the committee decided to cancel the

meeting scheduled for February 27th and
to meet on March 10th and, if necessary,
on March 11th, 12th, and 13th. The next
meeting of the committee is being held
on February 28, 1992. All committee
meetings will be open to the public,
subject to space availability.

Dated: February 24. 1992.
R.C. North,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief,
Office of Marine Safety, Security and
Environmental Protection,

[FR Doc. 924643 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 76
[MM Docket No. 82-434, DA 92-218)
Network-Cable Cross-Ownership

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule, Order extending
time.

SUMMARY: By this action, the '
Commission extends the deadlines for
filing comments and reply comments to
the Second Further Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking in MM Docket No. 82434,
57 FR 868 (January 9, 1892}. This Notice
seeks to update the record on our
proposal to eliminate § 768.501(a)(1) of
the Commission's rules,which prohibits
common ownership of cable television
systems and national television
networks. Capital Cities/ ABC, Inc.
(Capital Cities/ ABC) requested a 30-day
extension of time to file comments and
reply comments in this proceeding. The
Commission is not persuaded that 30
additional days are required, although
we do agree that some additional time
should be aliowed. Therefore, we will
grant the motion in part and extend the
deadlines for filing initial and reply
comments by 20 days.

DATES: Comments are due on or before
March 23, 1992 and reply comments are
due on or before April 7, 1992,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
James Coltharp, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau, (202) 632-
6302.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the Matter of Amendment of Part 76,
Subpart J, Section 76.501 of the Commission’s

Federal Register
Vol. 57, No. 40

Friday, February 28, 1992

Rules and Regulations to Eliminate the
Prohibition on Common Ownership of Cable
Television Systems and National Television
Networks.

Order Granting Extension of Time

Adopted: February 21, 1992. Released:
February 21, 1992.

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau: 1.
On December 30, 1991, the Commission
released a Second Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking in MM Docket No.
82-434, 7 FCC Rcd 586 (1991) (Second
FNPRM), in order to seek further
comment on our proposal to eliminate
Section 76.501(a)(1) of our rules, which
prohibits common ownership of cable
television systems and national
television networks. The Second
FNPRM sought to update the record in
this proceeding and also invited
comment on options that would permit
network ownership of cable systems
subject to safeguards that address
competition and diversity concerns.
Accordingly, we established a deadline
of March 2, 1992, for filing comments
and a deadline of March 17, 1992, for
filing reply comments.

2. Before the Commission is a motion
for extension of time filed by Capital
Cities/ ABC, Inc. (Capital Cities/ABC)
on February 18, 1992, The motion
requests an extension of time to file
comments until April 1, 1992, and reply
comments until April 16, 1992,

3. Capital Cities/ABC requests an
extension to permit Capital Cities/ABC,
CBS. Inc., National Broadcasting
Company, Inc., the Network Affiliated
Stations Alliance, and the Association
of Independent Television Stations to
engage in further discussions to reach
agreement about appropriate safeguards
if networks are allowed to own local
cable systems. All of the above-
mentioned parties have agreed that a 30-
day postponement in the comment dates
for this proceeding would provide the
needed opportunity for further
discussion, and join in the motion.

4. As set forth in § 1.46 of our rules, 47
CFR 1.46, it is our policy that extensions
of time not be routinely granted. In this
case, however, some additional time
will allow the interested parties to
continue a constructive discussion of the
possible safeguards pertaining to
network-cable cross-ownership, which
may encourage an agreement that could
assist us in resolving several concerns
raised by interested parties. At the same
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time, we seek to proceed with this
matter as expeditiously as possible, and
are not persuaded that 30 additional
days should be required for parties to
conclude their discussions. Therefore,
we will grant the motion in part and
extend the deadlines for filing initial and
reply comments by 20 days,
respectively, to March 23, 1992, and
April 7, 1992. We also note that we do
not contemplate granting further
extensions of time.

5. Accordingly, It is Ordered That the
Motion for Extension of Time filed by
Capital Cities/ ABC IS GRANTED in
Part, and the deadlines for filing
comments and reply comments in this
proceeding ARE EXTENDED to March
23, 1992, and April 7, 1992, respectively.

6. This action is taken pursuant to
authority found in Sections 4(i} and
303(r) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, and Sections 0.204(b),
0.283, and 1.46 of the Commission’s
Rules.

7. For further information on this
proceeding, contact James Coltharp,
Policy and Rules Division, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 632-6302.

Federal Communications Commission.
Roy |. Stewart,

Chief. Mass Media Bureau.

{FR Doc. 924641 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

49 CFR Part 391

IFHWA Docket No. MC-91-1]

RIN 2125-AC62

Qualifications of Drivers; Vision

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking (ANPRM).

SUMMARY: The FHWA is requesting
comments from interested parties on the
need, if any, to amend its driver
qualification requirements relating to
the vision standard found at 49 CFR
391.41(b}(10). The vision standard seis
forth minimum vision requirements for
drivers of commercial motor vehicles
(CMV) operating in interstate commerce.
The FHWA believes that a review of the
standard is necessary to assess the
effect advances in medical science and
technology may have on the standard.
These advances may lead to amending
the current standard, including the
possibility of individual waivers, and

the accompanying examination guides
that are provided to medical examiners.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before April 28, 1992,
ADDRESSES: Submit written, signed
comments to FHWA Docket No. MC-91~
1, room 4232, HCC-10, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Federal Highway
Administration, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20590. Commenters
may, in addition to submitting “hard
copies” of their comments, submit a
floppy disk in standard or high density
formats containing data compatible with
either WordPerfect or WordStar for IBM
systems or Microsoft Word or
WordPerfect or WordStar for Apple
Maclintosh systems. Commenters should
clearly label submitted disks with the
software format used {e.g., WordPerfect
5.0 [IBM] or Microsoft Word 4.0 [Mac]).
All comments received will be available
for examination at the above address
from 8:30 a.m. to 3:30 p.m., e.t., Monday
through Friday, except legal holidays.
Those desiring notification of receipt of
comments must include a self-
addressed, stamped postcard.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Eliane Viner, (202) 366-2981, Office
of Motor Carrier Standards, or Mr.
Raymond W. Cuprill, Office of the Chief
Counsel (202) 366-0834, Federal
Highway Administration, Department of
Transportation, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20590. Office hours are
from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m., e.t., Monday
through Friday, except legal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background—Authority

The FHWA is authorized by statute to
establish minimum driver qualification
requirements for drivers of commercial
motor vehicles in interstate commerce.
This authority was originally granted to
the Interstate Commerce Commission in
the Motor Carrier Act of 1935, now
codified in relevant part at 49 U.S.C.
3102 (1988). The authority was
transferred to the DOT in 1966 with
enactment of the Department of
Transportation Act.

In 1984, the Congress further directed
the Secretary to establish minimum
safety standards to ensure that “the
physical condition of operators of
commercial motor vehicles is adequate
to enable them to operate such vehicles
safely * * *.” 49 U.S.C. App. 2505 {1988).

The FHWA's first concern is to
enhance safety on the Nation’s
highways. The FHWA'’s rules are
designed to protect the general public.
However, it is not FHWA's policy to
unnecessarily limit the employment
opportunities of individuals with
disabilities. The FHWA is concerned

that its physical qualification
requirements be based on sound
medical, scientific, and technological
grounds, and that individual
determination be made to the maximum
extent possible consistent with the
FHWA'’s responsibility to ensure
commercial motor vehicles are operated
safety. A

Several congressional committee
reports accompanying the Americans
with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12101, Pub. L. 1013386, 104 Stat. 327)
expressly state that, while the
committees expect persons who wish to
drive CMVs to meet FHWA's minimum
physical qualification standards, the
committees also expect the FHWA to
review its standards in light of the ADA
within 2 years. See H. Rep. 101598,
101st Cong., 2d Sess. 80-61 (1990)
(conference report); H. Rep. 101-485,
Part 2, 101st Cong., 2d Sess. 57 (1990)
(House Committee on Education and
Labor); H. Rep. 101-458, Part 3, 101st
Cong., 2d Sess. 34 {1990) (House
Committee on the Judiciary); S. Rep.
101-116, 101st Cong., 1st Sess. 27-28
{(1989) (Senate Committee on Labor and
Human Resources). This ANPRM is part
of that review with respect to the vision
standard. This review also is being
conducted in light of Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended.

Current Standard

The current vision standard is found
at 49 CFR 391.41(b)(10) and provides:

A person is physically qualified to drive a
[commercial] motor vehicle if that person has
distant visual acuity of at least 20/40
(Snellen) in each eye without corrective
lenses or visual acuity separately corrected
to 20/40 (Snellen) or better with corrective
lenses, distant binocular acuity of at least 20/
40 (Snellen) in both eyes with or without
corrective lenses, field of vision of at least 70°
in the horizontal meridian in each eye, and
the ability to recognize the colors of traffic
signals and devices showing standard red,
green, and amber.

Regulatory History

The first Federal vision standard
appeared in 1937 when the Federal
Motor Carrier Safety Regulations
(FMCSRs) required “good eyesight in
both eyes (either without glasses or by
correction with glasses), including
adequate perception of red and green
colors.”

In 1939, the vision standard was
changed to require "visual acuity (either
without glasses or by correction with
glasses) of not less than 20/40 (Snellen)
in one eye, and 20/100 (Snellen) in the
other eye; form field of not less than 45
degrees in all meridians from the point
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of fixation; ability to distinguish red,
green, and yellow.”

In 1952, the vision standard was
strengthened to require *'visual acuity of
not less than 20/40 {Snellen) in each eye.
whether without glasses or by
correction.”

In 1964, the vision standard was
revised to add “form field of vision in
the horizontal meridian shall not be less
than a total of 140 degcees; ability to
distinguish colors red, green and yellow;
drivers requiring glasses shall wear
properly-prescribed glasses at all times
when driving.”

Effective January 1, 1871, physical
qualifications for drivers in § 391.41
were “revised in the light of discussions
with the Administration’s medical
advisers.” 35 FR 78. Among the
amendments, a provision under
§ 391.41{b)(10) required a driver to have
distant binocular acuity of not less than
20/40 {Snellen) with or without
cerrective lenses; field of vision of at
least 70 degrees in the horizontal
meridian in each eye; ability to
recognize the colors of traffic signals
and devices showiag standard red,
green, ard amber.

The current rule has remaiaed
unchanged since 1971. Since that time.
several studies have been conducted
addressing the role vision plays in
driving motor vehicles, inclading
commercial motor vehicles. The
following studies have been reviewed
by the FHWA and copies have been
placed in the docket for public review.

1. Henderson, R. L., and Burg, Albert,
Published by System Development
Corp., Santa Moenica, CA, “The Role of
Vision and Audition in Truck and Bus
Driving,” Dec. 1973, TM—{L)}-5260/000/
00. A systematic analysis was made of
the visual requirements of CMV driving,
based upon a review of the scientific
literature, a detailed examination of the
driving task, and observations of and
interviews with qualified drivers. As a
result of this analysis, new visual
performance measures dealing with
perception of motion and dynamic
performance of the total visual system
were identified as important to driving.
A device was designed and constructed
that provided the capability of testing
performance on these new visual
performance parameters as well as on
selected conventional measures.

Performance on these vision tests was
measured on 236 CMV drivers and
compared with past accident records.
The results show that visual
performance measures identified
analyticallv were also shown
experimentally to be related to accident
involvement. However, the limited size
of the sample of truck acd bus drivers

on which experimental data were
collected prevents generalization of the
findings to the entire pepulation of
commercial carricr drivers and
precludes the generation of gqualification
standards. Moreever, the term “poor
driving record” is used in this study to
dencte an accident rate higher than that
experienced by other drivers. Again, the
study does not distinguish at-fault from
other accidents, or accidents in which
limited vision may have played a role
from others.

2. Bartow Asscciates, Inc., “The
Monocular Driver; A Review of Distaal

Visual Acuity Risk Analysis Data,” Sept.

1982, DTFH61-82-F-30050. This study
concludes that there is no positive
relationship between accident rate and
static visual acuity for drivers under age
54 and only a weak relatienship for
those aver 60. The empirical support for
the importance of visual field for safe
driving is tenuous at best. Drivers with
visual disabilities appear to have a
higher propcrtion of side accidents.
Whether the apparent blind side risk for
the monocular driver is substantially
higher than that of the general
population is not conclusively showa.
Potentially spurious relationships, small
sample sizes, lack of controls, and the
potential dominance of other variables
reduces the validity of much of the past
research. No correlation exists between
defective stereoscopic vision and
accident rates. Adequate monocular
cues appear to exist for depth
perception by an attentive driver during
the day. Little research has been dore
on depth perception at night. The
oscillatory nature of eye movement
while driving and the attendant head
and vehicle motion preclade
consideration of a blind spot as an
important issue in monocular driviag.
Early allegations that one-eyed drivers
are unable to grasp an emergency
situation quickly are not founded based
on any measures of the probable
increment in perception time needed by
the monocular driver.

In several studies, including one un
14,000 drivers, the most consisient resull
was a failure to find a direct
relationship between poor static visual
acuity performance and high accident

rates for young and middle-aged drivers.

There appeared to be no consistent
relationship between glare sensitivity or
glare recovery time and measucres of
accident invelvement. There also did
not appear to be any difference in the
glare recovery ability between
monocular and binocular conditions. No
substantive research was found
comparing the night driving ability of
monocular to binoculac drivers.

3. McKnight, A. {., Shinar, D., Hilburn,
B., National Public Services Research
Institute, 1985, DTFH61-83-C-00134.
“Visual Tasks Driving Analysis of
Monocular Versus Binocular Heavy
Duty Truckers.” This study compared
the performance of 40 monocular and 40
binocular tractor-trailer drivers on
measures of both visual and driving
performance. On the visual measures,
the monocular drivers were deficient in
contrast sensitivity, visual acuity under
low illuminatioa and glare, and
binocular depth perception. They were
not deficient in static or dynamic visual
acuity, visual field or individua! eye, or
glare recovery.

Measures of visual search, lane
keeping, clearance judgment, gap
judgment, hazard detection, and
information interpretation showed no
differences between monocular and
binocular drivers. The only driving
measure in which monocular drivers
showed evidence of decrement was the
distance at which signs could be read in
both daytime and nighttime driving. This
decrement correlated significantly with
the binocular depth perception measure.

it was concluded that monocular and
binocular drivers show significant
differences in the ability to see clearly
aund certain driving functions dependent
on this ability, and do not show
differences in the safety of day-to-day
driving.

4. Janke, M K., California Dept. of
Motor Vehicles, 1986, *“The Relation
Between Vision Test Performance and
Accidents.” This study states that
“evidence continues to accumulate that
there is a weak, but statistically
significant, relationship between vision
measures and accident involvement. A
study of 10,000 volunteer subjects
“found that drivers showing visual field
loss in both eyes had three-year prior
accident and conviction rates {per
100,000 miles) that were twice as high as
those of age- and sex-matched control
group with normal visual fields. This
finding was highly significant
statistically.”

The study suggests that 4 special
battery of vision tests could be used as a
diagnostic tool in the case of drivers
whose record indicates the possible
existence of a vision problem. Vision
tests can be used as feedback
mechanisms rather than, or as well as,
licensure screening devices. Thus they
can alert drivers to visual deficiencies
they are not aware of, and motivate
them to seek correction of their defects.
No knowa attempt has ever been made
rigorously to establish the existence of
this possible beneficial effect. The State
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of California continues to grant waivers
to drivers with visual impairment.

5. Rogers, Partrice N., Ratz, Michael,
and Janke, Mary K., "Accident and
Conviction Rates of Visually Impaired
Heavy-Duty Operators,” Jan. 1987,
DTFH-61-85-00114. This study
compared two-year accident and
conviction rates of visually impaired
heavy-vehicle operators (with class 1
and 2 licensure) to those of a sample of
visually non-impaired heavy-vehicle
operators. Non-impaired drivers met
current federal acuity standards
(corrected acuity of 20/40 or better in
both eyes) while impaired drivers had
substandard static acuity and were
assessed within either moderately
(corrected acuity between 20/40 and 20/
200 in the worse eye, 20/40 or better in
the other) or severely (corrected acuity
worse than 20/200 Snellen in the worse
eye) impaired subgroups. Total mileage
estimates for Class 1 and Class 2 drivers
obtained in a mailed questionnaire did
not differ significantly between
impairment groups. However, other
potential bias issues remained and are
discussed. “Visually impaired drivers
had a significantly higher incidence of
total accidents (37.15% more} * * * and
* * * convictions (48.38% more) * * *
than did the non-impaired drivers.” The
severely impaired drivers had
directionally worse records than did the
moderately impaired drivers on three of
the four traffic safety measures. These
findings lead to qualified support for the
current federal standard, particularly
regarding the severely impaired, with
less support of its application regarding
the moderately impaired heavy-vehicle
operator.

This study does not distinguish
between accidents in which the driver
was at fault and others or between
accidents in which a vision impairment
may be relevant and those in which
surely an impairment is not. Nor does
the study provide a rationale for the
relevance of conviction rates. These
factors may limit the study's usefulness
in resolving questions raised in the
rulemaking.

As a concurrent effort with this
ANPRM, the FHWA has awarded a
research contract to Ketron, Inc., to
study visual disorders and commercial
motor vehicle drivers. The objectives of
this study are to (1) reassess the basis
for the visual disorder standards; (2)
revise testing procedures, if necessary;
(3) define what is an acceptable leve! of
vision for CMV drivers; and (4)
determine the risk associated with
defining “acceptable” levels for visual
capabilities such as visual acuity, field
of vision, central vision, horizontal field

of vision, and color perception. On June
24, 1991, the contractor held a
conference with vision experts from the
visual sciences community, occupational
health care professionals, motor carrier
safety experts, and other
representatives from the motor carrier
industry to obtain their views on the
vision standard for CMV drivers. A copy
of the final report will be placed in the
docket once the contractor submits it to
the FHWA. Disability groups and others
are invited to comment on this report.
The FHWA may undertake additional
studies and analyses based on the
information received in response to this
ANPRM and the Ketron study.

The FHWA has received and denied
numerous requests for waivers of the
vision standard. Recently, the FHWA
has received petitions for rulemaking to
revise § 391.41(b)(10) and for waivers
from this requirement. The FHWA has
denied the petitions for individual
waivers and accepted them as petitions
for rulemaking.! The FHWA believes
that rulemaking to review the vision
standard and the possibility of
individual waivers, generally, will better
serve all affected persons.

Request for Comments

The FHWA requests comments from
individuals, medical specialists, motor
carriers, unions, driver organizations,
motor carrier associations and all other
interested parties. The FHWA is seeking
technical and medical details on
existing vision requirements for drivers,
especially CMVs. The information
should include, but not be limited to,
recommended minimum standards,
examination procedures (including who
should be qualified to perform the
examination), ophthalmological
conditions which would adversely affect
a person'’s ability to safely operate a
CMV, potential criteria for individual
waivers, and possible restrictions on
driving (but not total prohibition) for
persons with certain visual defects. The
FHWA is also seeking information on
advances made in the treatment and
accommodation of individuals with
vision impairment and/or loss,
especially as it relates to the safe
operation of a CMV. We are interested
in receiving information on all aspects
of the vision standard for CMV drivers
(i.e.. examination procedures, guidelines,
consultations, documentation,
limitations/restrictions, etc.).
Additionally, information is requested
concerning the potential costs, benefits
and safety risks associated with

! Vision Petitions: Mr. Walter C. Boyles of
Auburn, IN in August, 1990. Mr. Charles A. Smart of
Worcester, MA in May, 1990.

allowing persons with a vision
impairment to drive CMVs. The FHWA
is particularly interested in receiving
responses to the following questions,
although comments need not be limited
to these questions. Commenters are
urged to include scientific and medical
data to support their comments.

1. Do the current standards reflect the
current state of the art or knowledge in
the visual sciences both in terms of
methods of treatment/correction and
public safety? Please explain.

2. If FHWA were to implement a
vision waiver program what should be
the minimum preconditions required of
the driver, such as a physician’s
(ophthalmologist’s) recommendation,
driving experience, driving history and
accident involvement, additional
training, over-the-road driving test, and
degree of vision deficiency (corrected)?

3. Should a driver who does not meet
the 20/40 visual acuity standard in one
eye (e.g.. a monocular driver) be allowed
to operate a CMV in interstate
commerce? If “yes,” should restrictions
be placed upon such an individual?
Should such a driver be allowed to
operate a CMV laden with hazardous
materials or transport passengers?

4. What diagnostic tests and/or
evaluation procedures should be
required? What are the most appropriate
measuring and screening methods (e.g.,
Snellen test)?

5. Should the visual acuity standard of
20/40 be maintained for each eye
separately, or should it be required for
binocular acuity of at least 20/40 only?

6. The current standard calls for a
field of vision of at least 70 degrees in
each eye. Expert medical opinion states
that the horizontal field of vision should
be 120 degress in each eye. The FHWA
is interested in comments on the field of
vision standard. Of particular interest is
the effect such devices as mirrors would
have on assisting persons with
restricted field of vision.

7. What level of depth perception, if
any, should be required for driving
CMVs? When can a CMV driver no
longer compensate for lack of “normal”
depth perception?

8. What would be an acceptable level
for visual acuity, field of vision, central
vision, horizontal field of vision
(including blind spots and missed
points), and color perception for a CMV
driver? Please address each item
separately.

9. What vision-related medical
evaluation procedures should be
implemented and who should make the
decision as to a CMV driver's medical
qualification with regard to the vision
standard? Should the examining
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physician make the certification
decision based on the recommendation
of an aphthalmologist or an optometrist?
Should vision screening be conducted
through the state driver license
application programs?

10. What modifications can be made
to CMVs to accommodale persons with
impaired vision? How will such
modifications help and what are their
costs and effectiveness, and what are
the risks?

11. Should an individual who has
recenfly become monocular but has
previously driven a CMV and has
demonstrated safe operation of a CMV
on the highway be allowed to continue
cperating a CMV? What criteria should
be used to demonstrate safe operation?
Does it make a difference whethier the
driver has been monocular from birth?

12. Are there mitigating factors that
may reduce the risk associated with
vision impairment?

13. What other medical conditions
affecting vision or types of vision
impairments should the FHWA vision
standard address and what additional
requirements, if any, should be
incorporated?

14. Medical examinations are required
to be performed at least every 24
months. Should there be a different time
frame for recertification of a particular
vision condition (e.g., glaucoma)? Should
this recertification time requirement be
set by the medical examiner or be
specified by the FHWA in the
regulation?

Commenters are not limited to
responding to the above questions. They
are encouraged to submit any facts or
views relevant to the role of vision in
the safe operation of CMVs.

Rulemaking Analyses and Notices
Executive Order 12291 (Federal
Regulation) and DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures

The action being considered by the
FHWA in this document would amend
the physical qualification requirements
for commercial motor vehicle drivers
subject to the FMCSRs. The FHWA has
not yet determined whether this
document contains a major rule under
Executive Order 12291. However, the
FHWA considers this to be a significant
regulation under the regulatory policies
and procedures of the DOT because of
the substantial public interest
anticipated in this action. The potential
economic impact of this rulemaking is
not known at this stage. Therefore, a full
regulatery evaluation has not yet been
prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

In compliance with the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), the
agency will evaluate the effects of this
proposal on small entities. Following the
agency's evaluation, the FHWA will
certify whether this proposed action will
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Executive Order 12612 (Federalism
Assessment)

This action will be analyzed in
accordance with the principles and
criteria contained in Executive Qrder
12612 to determine whether it has
sufficient federalism implications to
warrant the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

Executive Order 12372
(Intergovernmental Review)

Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance Program Number 20.217,

Motor Carrier Safety. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental
consultation on Federal programs and
activities apply to this program.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain a collection
of information requirement for purposes
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980,
44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

National Environmental Policy Act

The agency will analyze this action
for the purpose of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1869 to
determine whether this action will have
any effect on the quality of the
environment.

Regulation Identification Number

A regulation identification number
{RIN) is assigned to each regulatory
action listed in the Unified Agenda of
Federal Regulations. The Regulatory
Information Service Center publishes
the Unified Agenda in April and
October of each year. The RIN
contained in the heading of this
document can be used to cross reference
this action with the Unified Agenda.

List of Subjects in 49 CFR Part 391

Driver qualifications, Highways and
roads, Highway safety, Motor carriers,
Motor vehicle safety.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 3102; 49 U.S.C. App.
2505; 48 CFR 1.48.

Issued on: February 21, 1992.

T.D. Larson,

Administrator.

[FR Doc. 924606 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CORE 4910-22-M
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Food Safety and Inspection Service
[Docket No. 92-004N]

National Advisory Committee on
Microbiological Criteria for Foods;
Meetings

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act {5 U.S.C., appendix I}
notice is hereby given that
Subcommittee meetings of the National
Advisory Committee on Microbiological
Criteria for Foods, will be held on
Monday through Thursday, March 18-
19, 1992, and a plenary session of the
Committee will be held on Friday,
March 20, 1992, in Orlendo, Florida, at
the Orlando Airport Marriott Hotel, 7499
Augusta National Drive, Orlando,
Florida, telephone {407) 851-8000. The
Committee provides advice and
recommendations to the Secretaries of
Agriculture and Health and Human
Services conceming the development of
microbiological criteria by which the
safety and wholesomeness of food can
be assessed, including criteria for
microorganisms that indicate whether
foods have been produced using good
menufacturing practices.

Scheduled sessions are as follows:

1. Monday, March 16, 1 p.m. to 4:30
p.m.,—HACCP Subcommittee;

2. Tuesday and Wednesday, March
17-18, 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.—Concurrent
sessions of the Meat and Poultry and
Seafood Subcommittees;

3. Thursday, March 18, 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m.—Open ageada; and

4. Friday, March 20, 8:30 a.m. to 4:30
p.m.—Plenary session of the National
Advisory Committee on Microbiological
Criteria for Foods.

The Committee meetings are open to
the public on a space available basis.
Comments of interested persons may be
filed prior to the meeting in order that
they may be considered and should be
addressed to Ms. Linda Hayden,

Executive Secretariat, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Food Safety and
Inspection Service, room 3175, South
Agriculture Building, 14th and
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20250. In submitting
comments, please reference the docket
number appearing in the heading of this
notice. Background materials and copies
of the agenda are available for
inspection by contacting Ms. Hayden on
(202) 720-9150.

Done at Washington, DC, on February 25,
1992,
H. Russell Cross,
Administrator, Food Safety and Inspection
Service.
{FR Doc. 92-4703 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-DM-M

Forest Service

Wall Wolf/Indlan Henry Timber Sale;
Clearwater National Forest, Clearwater
County, ID

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice; Intent to prepare an
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: The Forest Service will
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) to document the
analysis and disclose the environmental
impacts of proposed actions to harvest
timber, build roads, and regenerate new
stands of trees in the Upper Quartz
Creek drainage, a tributary to the North
Fork of the Clearwater River. The
analysis area consists of approximately
16,670 acres. It is located approximately
50 air miles from Orofino, Idaho.
Portions of the prepesed action are -
located in the proposed Mallard-grkins
Roadless Area (#1300} and the Citizens
Proposal for Roadless Areas.

‘The northern boundary of the study
area follows Indian Henry Ridge from
the ridge west of Wall Creek east to its
junction with Pot Mountain Ridge. Pot
Mountain Ridge ferms the east and
south boundary. The west boundary
extends from the ridge west of Wolf
Creek and Pot Mountain Ridge north to
Quartz Creek, west down Quartz Creek
and then north, up the ridge to the west
of Wall Creek to its junction with Indian
Henry Ridge.

DATES: Written comments concerning
the scope of the analysis should be
received within 45 days of the date of

publication of the Notice in the Federal
Register. The Draft Environmental
Impact Statement is expected to be filed
with the Environmental Protection
Agency in December 1992. The Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
and Record of Decision are expected to
be completed in December 1993.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to Arthur S. Bourassa, District
Ranger, North Fork Ranger District, P.O.
Box 2139, Orefino, Idaho 83544.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OONTACT:
Specific questions about the proposed
action, analysis and EIS should be
directed to Jennefer Waggoner, North
Fork Ranger District, Phone: (208) 476
3775.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: These
management activities would be
administered by the North Fork Ranger
District, Clearwater National Forest,
Clearwater County, Idaho. Because of
the potential for significant impacts
resulting from the proposed action {as
defined by 40 CFR 1508.27) an
Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared.

The proposed actions are consistent
with the Forest Plan {September 1987)
which provides the overall guidance
(Goals, Standards and Guidelines, and
Management Area direction) in
achieving the desired future condition
for this area. There are six management
areas located within the study area. The
purpose and goals for the proposed
actions are specifically defined by these
management areas and include:

Management Area E1—Provide an
optimum, sustained-production of wood
products through harvests that fully
realize site potential and result in
healthy, vigorous stands.

Management Area C3—Provide
winter range and thermal cover for elk
on steep breaklands with south
exposures supporting suitable browse
stands.

Management Area C4—Provide
sufficient winter forage and thermal
cover for existing and projected big
game populations while achieving
timber production outputs.

Management Area A4—Travel
corridors along designated roads and
trails. Maintain or enhance natural
scenic qualities and dispersed
recreation. Modify big-game summer
range and timber management to meet
key values.
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Management Area M2—Provide for
the protection and enhancement of
riparian dependent resources.
Management activities can include
timber harvest, grazing and recreation
as long as these practices enhance and
protect the riparian values.

Management Area US—Unsuitable
for timber management. Includes
nonforest and low productive forest
lands incapable of producing crops of
industrial wood and lands with
apparent regeneration limitations.
Manage for soil and watershed
protection.

The analysis area encompasses the
entire Upper Quartz Creek drainage. It
includes all or part of sections 1, 12, and
13, T40N, R8E, BM; sections 1, 2, 3, 4. 5,
6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15 18, 17, 21, 22,
and 27 T40N, R9E, BM; sections 6 and 7,
T40N, R10E; sections 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29,
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36, T41N, RYE, BM;
and sections 19, 30, and 31, T41N, R10E,
BM. All but approximately 200 acres
meets the RARE Il criteria for rosdless
areas.

There are several smaller drainages in
the upper Quartz Creek watershed.
These are Wall Creek, Wolf Creek,
Saddle Creek, Twin Cabin Creek, Indian
Creek, Henry Creek and several
unnamed drainages.

The North Fork Ranger District
proposes to initiate regeneration harvest
on approximately 1602 acres and
construct approximately 10 miles of
road. Specifically, the proposal includes
19 acres of seed tree harvest, 279 acres
of shelterwood harvest, and 1304 acres
of group selection harvest.
Approximately 54% of the area to be
harvested would require a skyline
yarding system, and the other 46%
would require helicopter yarding
systems. The proposal also includes the
construction of a connector road (3
miles) on Indian Henry ridge. The
proposed harvest would generate
approximately 10 million board feet of
wood products.

Preliminary issues and concerns
identified as a result of internal scoping
and public comments received on the
Integrated Resource Analysis include:

* The efficiency and cost-
effectiveness of the timber sale.

* The need for alternative yarding
procedures to effectively harvest on
steep slopes.

¢ The effect of any management
activity on the roadless character of the
proposed Mallard-Larkins Roadless
Area.

» Potential effect on threatened,
endangered or sensitive species.

* The protection of watershed
values—especially as this is a “Stream

Segment of Concern"—as they relate to
fish productivity and riparian zones.

* The effect of any management
activity on elk security.

* The effect of any management
activity on dispersed recreation.

¢ The protection and continuity of old
growth stands for viable populations of
dependent species.

¢ The effect any management activity
would have on the outfitter/guide.

¢ The cumulative effect of this
activity and other activities in the area.

* Protection/enhancement of the
visual resources.

¢ The ability to regenerate high
elevation (> 5000') sites.

¢ The effect a connector road on
Indian Henry Ridge would have on the
roadless/wilderness charter, wildlife
movement and security, and economics.

No meetings are scheduled, but
letters, phone calls, or personal visits
are invited for the purpose of providing
information related to this proposal.
This additional information will be used
to prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. This process will include;

1. Determination of significant issues.

2. Determination of potential
cooperating agencies.

3. Identification and elimination from
detailed study of nonsignificant issues,
or issues that have been covered by
previous environmental review.

4. Identification of reasonsgble
alternatives to the proposed action.

5. Identification of potential
environmental effects of the
alternatives.

The analysis will consider a range of
alternatives developed from the key
issues. One of these will be the “No
Action” alternative, in which all harvest
and regeneration activities are deferred.
Other alternatives will consider various
levels and location of harvest and
regeneraticn activities in response to
issues and non-timber objectives.

Public participation is important all
through the analysis process. Agencies
and other interested publics are invited
to visit with Forest Service officials at
any time during the process. However,
two specific time periods are ideniified
for the receipt of formal comments on
the analysis. They are: (1) during the
scoping process (the next 45 days) and,
(2) during the formal review period of
the Draft EIS.

The comment period on the draft
environmental impact statement will be
45 days from the date the Environmental
Protection Agency publishes the notice
of availability in the Federal Register.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns on the proposed action,
comments on the draft environmental

impact statement should be as specific
as possible. It is also helpful if
comments refer to specific pages or
chapters of the draft statement.

Comments may also address the
adequacy of the draft environmental
impact statement or the merits of the
alternatives formulated and discussed in
the statement. (Reviewers may wish to
refer to the Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations for implementing
the procedural provisions of the
National Environmental Policy Act at 40
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points.}

The Forest Service believes it is
important to give reviewers notice at
this early stage of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environmental impact
statements must structure their
participation in the environmental
review of the proposal so that it is
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewer's position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp.
v. NRDC, 435 U.8. 518, 553 (1978). Alsc,
environmental objections that could be
raised at the draft environmental impact
statement stage but that are not raised
until after completion of the final
environmental impact statement may be
waived or dismissed by the courts.
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490
F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980).
Because of these court rulings, it is very
important that those interested in this
proposed action participate by the close
of the 45-day comment period so that
substantive comments and objections
are made available to the Forest Service
at a time when it can meaningfully
consider them and respond to them in
the final environmental impact
statement.

The Final EIS is expected to be
released December 31, 1993. The Forest
Supervisor for the Clearwater National
Forest who is the responsible official for
the EIS will make a decision regarding
this proposal considering the comments,
responses, and environmental
consequences discussed in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, and
applicable laws regulations and policies.
The reasons for the decision will be
documented in a Record of Decision.

Dated: February 18, 1892.
Bert Kulaesza,

Deputy Forest Supervisor, Clearwcter
National Forest.

[FR Doc. 924549 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 2410-11-M
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Fern Star Timber Sale; Clearwater
National Forest, Clearwater County, 1D
AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice; intent to prepare an
environmental impact statement.

SUMMARY: The Forest Service will
prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement {EIS) to document the
analysis and disclose the environmental
impacts of proposed actions to harvest
timber, build roads, and regenerate new
stands of trees in the Isabella, Fern,
Twin, and Nub Creek drainages, which
are tributary to the North Fork of the
Clearwater River. The analysis area is
located approximately 50 air miles from
Orofino, Idabo. The majority of the
analysis area is located in the RARE Il
Mallard-Larkins Roadless Area (#1300)
and in various citizens wilderness
proposals.

The Fern Star analysis area is located
east and north of the confluence of
Isabella Creek and the North Fork of the
Clearwater River. The analysis is
comprised of 14,723 contiguous acres of
public land administered by the North
Fork Ranger District of the Clearwater
National Forest. The analysis area is
bounded on the north by the Mallard-
Larkins Pioneer Area, on the south by
the North Fork of the Clearwater River,
on the west by Isabella Creek and Goat
Ridge, and on the east by Skull Creek.

DATES: Written comments concerning
the scope of the analysis should be
received within 45 days of the date of
publication of the Notice in the Federal
Register. The Draft Environmental
Impact Statement is expected to be filed
with the Environmental Protection
Agency in October, 1992. The Final
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
and Record of Decision are expected to
be completed in June 1893.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to
Arthur S. Bourassa, District Ranger.
North Fork Ranger District, P.O. Box
2138, Orofino, ID 83544.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Specific questions about the proposed
action, analysis, and EIS should be
directed to Jennefer Waggoner,
Resource Analyst, or Arthur S.
Bourassa, District Ranger, North Fork
Ranger District, Clearwater National
Forest, (208) 478-3775.

SUPPLEMENTARY {NFORMATION: All
management activities would be
administered by the North Fork Ranger
District of the Clearwater National
Forest, Clearwater County, Idaho.
Because of the potential for significant
impacts resulting from the proposed
action {as defined by 40 CFR 1508.27) an

Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared.

The proposed actions are consistent
with the Forest Plan (September 1887)
which provides the everall guidance
(Goals, Standards and Guidelines, and
Management Area direction) in
achieving the desired future condition
for this area. There are six management
areas located within the study area. The
purpose and goals for the proposed
actions are specifically defined by these
management areas and include:

Management Area A4—Travel
corridors along designated roads and
trails. Maintain or enhance natural
scenic qualities and dispersed
recreation. Modify big-game summer
range and timber management to meet
key values.

Management Area C4—Provide
sufficient winter forage and thermal
cover for existing and projected big
game populations while achieving
timber production outputs.

Management Area E1—Provide an
optimum, sustained production of wood
products through harvests that fully
realize site potential and result in
healthy, vigorous stands.

Management Area E3—Manage
timber without or with very few limited
and restricted roads utilizing long-line
and aerial harvest methods. Develop
trail systems for dispersed recreation
where compatible with timer
management. Provide maximum
protection of soil and water values.

Management Area M2—Provide for
the protection and enhancement of
riparian dependent resources.
Management activities can include
timber harvest, graring, and recreation
as long as these practices enhance and
protect the riparian values.

Management Area US—Unsuitable
for timber management. includes
nonforest and low productive forest
lands incapable of producing crops of
industrial wood and lands with
apparent regeneration limitations.
Manage for soil and watershed
protection.

The analysis area encompasses all or
portions of sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6,
T40N, R7E, BM.: sections 4, 5, 6, 7, and B,
T40N, R8E, BM; sections 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 286, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32,
33, 34, 35, and 36, T41N, R7E, BM: and
sections 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34. T41N.
RSE, BM.

The North Fork Ranger District
proposes to initiate regeneration harvest
on approximately 2550 acres and
construct approximately 11.2 miles of
new road. Specifically, the proposal
includes 1860 acres of clearcut harvest
and 696 acres of shelterwood harvest.
Approximately 53% of the area to be

harvested would require use of cable
yarding systems and the other 47%
would utilize helicopter yarding
systems. The propoged harvest would
generate approximately 87 million board
feet of wood products.

Preliminary issues and concerns
identified as a result scoping include:

» The effect of any management
activities on the roadless character of
the proposed Mallard-Larkins Roadless
Area.

¢ Protection of the visual resources.

* The effects of the proposed
activities on the outfitter/guide in the
area.

* The protection and continuity of old
growth stands for viable populations of
dependent species.

» The effect of proposed activities on
recreation users of the area.

* The effects of management
practices on elk security.

* The protection of watershed values.
fish productivity, and riparian zones.

¢ Potential effect on threatened.
endangered, and sensitive species.

* The efficiency and cost-
effectiveness of the timber sale.

» The effect of propoesed practices on
the stability of the steep slopes that
characterize the area.

No meetings are scheduled, bat
letters, phone calls, or personal visits
are invited for the purpose of providing
information related to this proposal.
This additional information will be used
to prepare a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. This process will include:

1. Determination of significant issues.

2. Determination of potential
cooperating agencies.

3. Identification and elimination from
detailed study of nonsignificant issues,
or issues that have been covered by
previous environmental review.

4. Identification of reasenable
alternatives to the propoesed action.

5. Identification of potential
environmental effects of the
alternatives.

The analysis will consider a range of
alternatives developed from the key
issues. One of these will be the “No
Action” alternative, in which all harvest
and regeneration activities are deferred.
Other alternatives will consider various
levels and location of harvest and
regeneration activities in response to
issues and non-timber objectives.

Public participation is important all
through the analysis process. Agencies
and other interested publics are invited
to visit with Forest Service officials at
any time during the process. However.
two specific time periods are identified
for the receipt of formal comments on
the analysis. They are: (1) During the
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scoping process (the next 45 days} and,
(2) During the formal review period of
the Draft EIS.

The comment period on the draft
environmental impact statement will be
45 days from date the Environmental
Protection Agency publishes the notice
of availability in the Federal Register.

To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns on the proposed action,
comments on the draft environmental
impact statement should be as specific
as possible. It is also helpful if
comments refer to specific pages or
chapters of the draft statement.

Comments may also address the
adequacy of the draft environmental
impact statement or the merits of the
alternatives formulated and discussed in
the statement. {(Reviewers may wish to
refer to the Council on Environmental
Quality Regulations for implementing
the procedural provisions of the
National Environmenta! Policy Act at 40
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points.)

The Forest Service believes it is
important to give reviewers notice at
this early stage of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environments! impact
statements must structure their
participation in the eurvironmental
review of the proposal sa that it is
meaningful and alerts an agency to the
reviewer's position and contentions.
Vermont Yankee Nucleor Power Corp.
v. NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also,
environmental objections that could be
raised at the draft environmental imypact
statement stage but that are not raised
until after completion of the final
environmental impact statement may be
waived or dismissed by the courts.
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490
F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980).
Because of these court rulings, it is very
important that those interested in this
proposed action participate by the close
of the 45-day comment period so that
substantive comments and objections
are made available to the Forest Sarvice
at a time when it can meaningfully
consider them and respond to them in
the final environmental impact
statement.

The Final EIS is expected to be
released june 30, 1993. The Forest
Supervisor for the Clearwater National
Forest who is the responsible official for
the EIS will make a decision regarding
this proposal considering the comments,
responses, and environmental
consequences discussed in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, and
applicable laws, regulations and
policies. The reasons for the decision

will be documented in a Record of
Decision.

Deated: February 18, 1992.
Bert Kulesza,

Deputy Forest Supervisor, Clearwaler
Mational Forest.

[FR Doc. 92-4550 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

Stalf and Erskine Helicopter Sales;
Sequola National Forest, Kern County,
CA; Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement

The Department of Agriculture, Forest
Scrvice will prepare an environmental
impact statement for a proposal to
harvest and regenerate timber on the
Staif and Erskine Helicopter Sales
within the Greenhorn Ranger District.
The Sequoia National Forest Land end
Resource Management Plan has been
prepared. One of the management
emphases in the Plan is to manage for
timber harvest and production on lands
within the Piute East and West
Compartments.

The alternatives to be considercd will
range from “No Action” to harvesting up
to approximately 168 million board {eet.
The quantity of timber cut, road
congtruction and reconstruction, as well
as the physical, biological, economic,
and social effects of project
implementation will be analyzed within
the context of the alternatives. Potential
regource issues which may affect
alternative development are
clearcutting, visual quality, spotied owl]
habitat, maintaining biodiversity,
reforestation, and furbearer habitat.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
will be invited to participate as a
cooperating agency to evaluate potential
impacts on threatened and endangered
species habitat if any such species are
found to exist in the proposed timber
sale areas. Federal, State, and local
agencies, as well as industry; and other
individuals or organizations who may be
interested in or affected by the decision,
will be invited to participate in the
scoping process. This process will
include:

1. Identification of potential issues
and/or concerns.

2. Identification of issues to be
analyzed in depth.

3. Elimination of insignificant issues
or those which have been covered by a
previous environmental review.

Scoping will be initiated during the
winter of 1992, and will continue irto the
spring of 1992.

The analysis is expected to take
approximately 9 months to complete.
The draft EIS is expected to be filed
with the Environmental Protection

Agency (EPA) and available for public
review and comment by November 1992.
EPA will publish a notice of availability
for the draft EIS in the Federal Register.
The comment period will be 45 days
from the date of the EPA’s published
notice of availability. All persons
interested in the proposed projects are
urged to participate at that time.
Comments on the draft EIS should be as
specific as possible and may address the
adequacy of the EIS or the merits of the
alternatives considered. (See the
Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for implementing the
procedural provisions of the National
Environmental Policy Act at 40 CFR
1503.3.) In addition, Federal court
decisions have established that
reviewers of a draft EIS must structure
their participation in the environmental
review so that it is meaningful and
alerts an agency to the reviewer's
positions and contentions, Vermaont
Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. NRDC,
435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Environmental
objections that could have been raised
at the draft EIS review stage, but are not
raised until after completion of the {inal
EIS may be waived or dismissed by the
courts, City of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.
2d 1016, 1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 499
F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980).
Because of these court rulings, it is very
important that those interested in these
proposed actions participate by the
close of the 45-day comment period so
that substantive comments and
objections are made available to the
Forest Service in a timely manner so the
agency can respond to them in the final
EIS. To assist the Forest Service in
identifying and considering issues and
concerns on the proposed action,
comments on the draft EIS should be as
specific as possible.

The final EIS is scheduled to be
completed by February 1993. In the final
EIS, the Forest Service is required to
respond to comments received from the
public and consulted agencies. The
responsible official will consider the
comments, responses, laws, regulations,
and policies in making a decision
regarding these project proposals. The
responsible official will document the
decision and reasons for the decision in
the Record of Decision. That decision
will be subject to appeal.

Philip H. Bayles, Acting Forest
Supervisor, Sequoia National Forest,
Porterville, CA, is the responsible
official. Written comments. questions,
and suggestions concerning the analysis
should be sent to Linda Brett, District
Ranger, Greenhorn Ranger District, P.O.
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Box 6129, Bakersfield, California 93386
{phone 805-871-2223).

Dated: February 21, 1992.
Philip H. Bayles,
Acting Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 92-4548 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

———e

DEPARTMENT OF COMERCE

International Trade Adminlistration
[A-570-813)

Final Determination of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value: Refined Antimony
Trioxide From the People’s Republic of
China

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 28, 1992,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Susan M. Strumbel or Carole Showers,
Investigations, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th Street
and Constitution Avenue NW,,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
377-1442 and 377-3217, respectively.

Final Determination

The Department determines that
refined antimony trioxide from the
People’s Republic of China (“PRC") is
being, or is likely to be, sold in the
United States at less than fair value, as
provided in section 735 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, as amended (*the Act”) (19
U.S.C. 1673d). The estimated margin is
shown in the “Suspension of
Liquidation” section of this notice.

Case History

Since the publication of our
preliminary determination on October 9,
1991 (56 FR 50849), and its reprint on
November 5, 1991 (56 FR 56496), the
following events have occurred.

On October 25, 1991, respondents
withdrew their request, submitted on
September 13, 1991, that the Department
use domestic Chinese input prices to
value the factors of production.

On November 6, 1991, we published a
notice postponing the final
determination until no later than
February 21, 1992 (58 FR 56631). We
verified the responses of China National
Nonferrous Metals Import and Export
Corporation {*CNIEC"), China National
Metals and Minerals Import and Export
Corporation (“China Minmetals"),
Xikuangshan Antimony Trioxide
Refinery (“Xikuangshan) and Stibium
Products Refinery (**Stibium”) in Hunan
Province and in Beijing, PRC, from

November 18 through November 30,
1991. We also verified certain U.S.
subsidiaries of respondents in Houston.
Texas and Duarte, California from
Janaury 13 through January 16, 1992. A
public hearing was held on February 14,
1992,

Separate Rates

In our preliminary determination, we
stated that we were seeking additional
information from respondents on the
issue of whether they should receive
company-specific rates. Based on that
information, we determine that
company-specific rates are appropriate
for CNIEC and China Minmetals. (For
further discussion, see DOC Postion to
Comment 6 below).

Scope of the Investigation

The product covered by this
investigation is refined antimony
trioxide (also known as antimony oxide)
from the PRC. Antimony trioxide is a
crystalline powder of the chemical
formula Sb203, currently classified
under subheading 2825.80.00 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule (“*HTS").
Refined antimony trioxide includes
blends with organic or inorganic
additives comprising up to and including
20 percent of the blend by volume or
weight. Crude antimony trioxide
{antimony trioxide having less than 98
percent Sb203} is excluded. Although the
HTS subheading is provided for
convenience and customs purposes, our
written description of the scope of this
proceeding is dispositive.

Period of Investigation

The period of investigation ("POI") ts
November 1, 1990 through April 30. 190

Fair Value Comparisons

To determine whether sales of refined
antimony trioxide from the PRC to the
United States were made at less than
fair value, we compared the United
States price to the foreign market value
(“FMV"), as specified in the “United
States Price” and “Foreign Market
Value” sections of this notice.

United States Price

For both respondents, we based
United States price on purchase price
where sales were made directly to
unrelated parties prior to the date of
importation into the United States, in
accordance with section 772(b) of the
Act. We used purchase price as defined
in section 772 of the Act, both because
refined antimony trioxide was sold to
unrelated purchasers in the United
States prior to importation into the
United States, and because exporter’s
sales price (“ESP") methodology was

not indicated by other circumstances.
Where sales to-the first unrelated
purchasers took place after importation
into the United States, we based United
States price on ESP, in accordance with
section 772(c) of the Act.

As in our preliminary determination,
we have made no adjustments to United -
States price or FMV for selling
expenses. (For further discussion, see
DOC Postion to Comment 21).

A. China Minmetals

For China Minmeteals, we calculated
both purchase price and ESP based on
packed, FOB, CIF or Ex-Dock prices to
unrelated customers in the United
States. We made deductions, where
appropriate, for foreign inland freight,
ocean freight, marine insurance, U.S.
brokerage and handling, U.S. duty and
U.S. terminal charges.

At the time of our preliminary
determination, we stated that we did not
make an adjustment for foreign inland
insurance, as reported by respondent..
because we were unable to obtain a
value for this factor from either
surrogate country. Since that time, we
have received no information from any
party, and have no information from the
surrogate countries, concerning this
valuation. Therefore, we are still uninble
to make this adjustment.

B. CNIEC

For CNIEC, we calculated both
purchase price and ESP based on
packed. ex-warehouse. FOB. or
delivered pnices to unrelated cusiomers
in the United States. We made
deductions, where appropriate. for
foreign inland freight. ocean freight.
marine insurance, U.S. duty, U.S. inland
freight, U.S. drayage. U.S. handling, dock
discharge and U.S. port charges. We did
aot make an adjustment for foreign
inland insurance for the reason
discussed above. For certain sales.
CNIEC did not report U.S. inland freight.
For those sales, we used average inland
freight as best information available
{*BIA").

We have included in CNIEC's U.S.
sales one transaction that was
discovered at verification (see Comment
18 below). We have also included a
second transaction which was ot
treated as a sale made by CNIEC in the
preliminary determination.

Foreign Market Value

As in our preliminary determination,
we are treating the PRC as a nonmarket
economy country (“NME") for the
purposes of the final determination. As a
result, section 773(c) of the Act directs
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the Department to base FMV on the
NME producers’ factors of production.

For one refinery, Stibium, we were not
able to verify the conversion factor for
the blast furnace of the production
process. Therefore, we used information
from the petition as BIA for the factors
of production this stage of Stibium’s
production process. [For further
discussion, see DOC Positionto
Comment 12.} Those factors were valued
in the surrogate country.

Surrogate Couniry

Section 773(c) of the Act requires the
Department to value the factors of
production, tc the extent possibie, in one
or more market economy countries that
are at a level of economic development
comparable to that of the nonmcarket
economy country, and that are
significant produacers of comparable
merchandise. Based on these criteria,
we have determined that Bolivia is the
most appropriate surrogate country
within which to value the PRC factors of
production. {See, DOC Position to
Comments 1 and 2 for a complete
discussion of this issue.)

With the exception of the blast
furnace stage of Stibium’s production
process, we calculated FMV based on
the PRC producers’ factors of
production. Refined antimony trioxide
factors of production include materials,
labor, and energy. To value antimony
concentrate, we used the London Metal
Bulletin (“LMB") prices for Bolivian-
origin antimony concentrate. (For further
discussion, see DOC Position to
Comment 4.) For other materials, labor,
and energy, we used Bolivian values
where they were available. Where
Bolivian values were not availuble, i.e.
for coke, soft coal, and inland freight,
we used Thai values. Where
appropriate, the factor values were
inflated to POI levels using wholesale
price indices published by the
International Monetary Fund.

We added to materials, labor, and
energy, amounts for selling, general and
administrative expenses (“"SG&A"),
factory overhead, profit, and packing.
The factory overhead, SG&A. and
packing expenses were based on the
experience of a Bolivian producer. For
profit, we used the statutory minimum of
eight percent of the sum of production
costs and general expenses. (For further
discussion, see DOC Pasition to
Comment 3.}

For the factors of production reported
for the Xikuangshan factory,
adjustments were made as follows: (1}
For the reduction and oxidation
furnaces, we revised the reported yield
for all non-antimony materials, labor,
and energy to include the factors that

had been assigned to scrap, (2) for the
blast furnace, we included a limestone
factor, (3) we recalculated labor to
include down days and days off due to
illness, travel, etc., (4) we did not make
an adjustment to the cost of
manufacture for the two by-products
created from producing refined
antimony trioxide because we were
vnable to verify the quantities, and (5)
we corrected minor clerical errors.

For the factors of production reported
for the Stibium factory, adjustments
were made as follows: (1} We relied on
BIA for all factors related to the blast
furnace (as discussed above and in DOC
Position to Comment 12), (2) for the
reduction furnace, we recalculated the
factors reported for soft coal, soda esh,
and electricity, (3) for the oxidation
furnace, we recalculated the factors
reported for soft coal and electricity, (4)
for the reduction and oxidation
furnaces, we revised the reported yield
for all non-antimony materials, labor,
and energy to include the factors which
had been assigned to scrap, (5) we
accepted respondent’s revised labor
calculation methodelogy, and (6) we
elimipated our adjustment for
byproducts because the adjustment was
already included in the respondent’s
calculations.

We made currency conversions in
accordance with 19 CFR 353.60(a).

Verification

Pursuant to section 776(b) of the Act,
we verified information used in reaching
our final determination. We used
standard verification procedures,
including examination of relevant
accounting records and original source
documents provided by respondents.

Interested Party Comments

Comment 1: Petitioners assert that the
Department should choose Bolivia as the
surrogate, free market economy for
valuing PRC production because, both in
terms of economic development and in
significant production of a comparable
product, Bolivia is more simililar to the
PRC than is Thailand. With respect to
economic comparability, petitioners
argue that per capita gross national
product(*GNP"), the distribution of
gross domestic product, and the
distribution of labor between
agricultural and non-agricultural sectors
all reflect that Bolivia is clearly at a
level of economic development far more
comparable to the PRC than is Thailand.

Further, petitioners assert that Bolivia
produces crude antimony trioxide, a
product which is more comparable to
the subject merchandise than is
antimony metal produced in Thailand.
Unlike Thailand, Bolivia has produced

refined antimony trioxide in the past
Bolivia is currently a significant
producer and exporter of crude
antimony trioxide and, unlike Thailand,
its production is for commercial sales as
opposed to captive consumption. In
Thailand, crude antimony trioxide is
produced only as an intermediate
product to be used in the production of
antimony metal. Petitioners assert that
antimony metal differs significantly
from refined antimony trioxide in
composition, physical properties and
applications. Petitioners state that, most
importantly, the products have entirely
different applications. Antimony metal
is used for a variety of industrial uses
including starting-lighting-ignition,
batteries, ammunition, corrosion
resistant pumps and pipes, tank linings,
roofing sheets, solder, cable sheaths,
and antifriction bearings. Refined
antimony trioxide, in contrast, is used as
a flame-retardant synergist or catalyst
in glass or ceramic production, and as a
chemical intermediate. Thus, based on
production of a comparable product,
Bolivia is clearly a more suitable
surrogate than Thailand for valuing the
PRC factors of production.

Respondents dispute petitioners’
assertion that Bolivia is a more
appropriate surrogate county than
Thailand in which to value the factors of
production. Respondents state that the
Department has often used Thailand to
value factors of production in cases
involving the PRC. Furthermore,
respondents assert that, in terms of
economic comparability, Bolivia has
experienced a negative growth rate and
hyperinflation, unlike the PRC.,
Respondents claim that if the
hyperinflationary Bolivian experience is
used for surrogate purposes, it will be
impossible for Chinese producers to
determine whether they are selling at a
dumped price.

Respondents also assert that
antimony metal is a more camparable
product to the subject merchandise than
is crude antimony trioxide. As seen at
vertification, the Chinese production
process has three stages—ore to crude,
crude to metal, metal to refined.
Therefore, because antimony metal is
one step away from the production of
refined antimony trioxide, it is more
similar than crude antimony trioxide,
which is produced two steps prior to
producing refined antimony trioxide. In
addition, respondents add that a
substantial number of U.S. antimony
trioxide producers import antimony
metal from the PRC to produce refined
antimony trioxide. Finally, respondents
state that Thailand is a significant
producer/exporter of antimony metal.
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DOC Position: In our preliminary
determination, we stated that in
economic terms, Bolivia and Thailand
were equally comparable to the PRC for
purposes of selecting a surrogate
country within which to value PRC
factors of production. Nonetheless, the
Department strives, where possible, to
select one surrogate country for
purposes of factor valuation. In making
this determinstion and consistent with
19 CFR 353.52(b}, the Department has
traditionally considered GNP, per capita
GNP, the distribution of labor within the
economy, and the rate of economic
growth. While all these factors are
important, the disparity in the per capita
GNP figures between Thailand and
Bolivia has persuaded us that Bolivia is
the more comparable economy for
purposes of this investigation.

With respect to the significant
production of a comparable product,
based on an analysis of information
gathered throughout this investigation,
we have determined that antimony
metal is more comparable to refined
antimony trioxide than is crude
antimony. Refined antimony trioxide is
produced in three stages—ore to crude,
crude to metal, and metal to refined.
Because antimony metal is at an
intermediate stage of processing in the
spectrum from ore to refined, it is more
comparabie to the end product. The
mere fact that antimony metal is also
used to produce other products does not
detract from its greater comparability to
refined antimony, particularly since
crude antimony is two production steps
away from refined antimony and the
metal production stage immediately
precedes the production of refined
antimony trioxide, the subject
merchandise.

Therefore, because Bolivia is a

. significant producer of antimony metal,
a comparable product, and we find it to
be more comparable economically, we
determine that Bolivia is the appropriate
surrogate country within which to value
PRC factors of production. In those few
instances where values were
unobtainable from Bolivia, we have
used values from Thailand.

Comment 2: Respondents argue that, if
the Department continues to believe that
Bolivia and Thailand are equally
comparable to the PRC, as a “tie-
breaker” the Department should
consider the similarity of the production
processes in the various countries,
Respondents contend that the
prdouction process utilized in Thailand
is more comparable to that used in the
PRC, indicating that Thailand may be
the better surrogate.

DOC Position: The Department has
concluded that, based on the statutory

criteria for surrogate selection, Bolivia is
more camparable than Thailand for
purposes of this investigation (see DOC
Position to Comment 1 above.)
Consequently, we need not consider
whether the production process for
refined antimony trioxide in Thailand or
Bolivia is more similar to that of the
PRC.

Comment 3: Respondents argue that
since Laurel Industries, a petitioner, is
related to and controls Empresa
Metalurgica Vinto (Vinto™), the
Department should disregard the profit
and SG&A obtained from this Bolivian
company for purposes of calculation
constructed value. Respondents content
that information provided by Vinto does
not fairly reflect the profit or SG&A of
antimony producers in the United
States, worldwide, or in the PRC.
Consequently, respondents suggest that
the Department use the statutory
minimum of eight percent profit and ten
percent SG&A as BIA in constructing
FMV for the product under investigation.

Petitioners content that since a
Bolivian firm producing crude antimony
trioxide has supplied GS&A and profit
data to the Department, the Department
should continue uging these actual data
for its final determination. Petitioners
state that respondents’ claim that Vinto
is related to Laurel Industries is
incorrect. Vinto and Laure! signed a
joint cooperation and technology
transfer agreement but the two firms are
not related. Neither has any ownership
interest in the other, nor does any
relationship exist through either
company's employees. Vinto, in fact, is a
government-owned entity. Vinto and
Laurel trade under an arms-length toll
contract and are in no way related.

Petitioners further content that
respondents’ claim that Vinto's profits
are too high is erroneous. Laurel has
other source of supply besides Vinto. If
Vinto's prices were not competitive,
Laurel would stop purchasing from this
firm because Laurel is in no way bound
to Vinto as a supplier.

DOC Position: We have determined
that it is appropriate to use Vinto's
actual SG&A figures for purposes-of this
final determination. No evidence has
been provided to demonstrate that this
amount is atypically high by industry-
wide standards, or that it is tainted by
virtue of Laurel's association with Vinto.
Where we are using a surrogate
producer’s expenses, there is no
evidence on the record which persuades
the Department that a relationship with
this petitioner can, or has, affected those
expenses.

We are concerned, however, that
Laurel's relationship to this Bolivian
producer raises reasonable suspicions

concerning Vinto's profitability. Laurel
is Vinto's only customer, so Vinto's
revenues are determined entirely by the
price paid by Laurel. Moreover, in
discussing why an LMB price
differential exists, between Bolivian and
Chinese concentrate, petitioners have
pointed to their willingness to pay a
premium for the Bolivian product so as
to diversify their sources of supply.
These factors lead us to conclude that
use of Vinto's profit rate would mean
that petitioners effectively control this
aspect of the calculations, an outcome
which we cannot accept. For these
reasons, the Department has used as
profit the statutory mimimum of eight
percent of general expenses and cost,
pursuant to section 773{e)(1)(B)(ii) of the
Act, for the final determination.

Comment 4: Petitioners claim that the
Department should base its valuation of
antimony concentrate on the price for
Bolivian-origin concentrate tracked by
the LMB rather than on the export price
of Chinese-origin antimony concentrate
tracked by the LMB. In the PRC, refined
antimony trioxide is a class-one product
subject to special state controls and the
entire antimony sector which produces
it is an integral part of the PRC's
command economy. Section 773 of the
Act does not permit the Department to
base its valuation of the antimony
concentrate factor on the export price of
the PRC product. In fact, the Act
precludes the Department from valuing
it in this manner. Section 773 allows the
Department to use NME cost data only
when the entire firm or sector, even
though it operates within an NME, is
subject to market forces. Otherwise, the
statute requires the Department to use
cost data from a comparable market
economy country. In addition,
petitioners assert that the Chinese
export price of antimony concentrate is
subsidized and, therefore, cannot be
used. Further, petitioners claim that the
Department's decision in the preliminary
determination that the LMB price for
Chinese antimony concentrate most
accurately reflects the actual impurity
levels of the concentrate used by
respondents is in error. In fact, 60
percent antimony concentrate of
Chinese and Bolivian origin are
completely competitive and fungible.
The LMB tracks the market price for the
best 60 percent concentrate of Chinese
origin, which is comparable in quality. to
the only other major source-—60 percent
concentrate of Bolivian origin.
Petitioners purchase antimony
concentrate from both sources and
comparative assays show the difference
to be insignificant.
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Respondents assert that the LMB price
for Chinese concentrate is not the
Chinese market price but a world
market price. Respondents argue that
Chinese concentrate has a lower price
than Bolivian concentrate because of
differences in impurity levels, as the
Department noted in its preliminary
determination.

DOC Position: We agree, in part, with
petitioners. For the final determination,
the Department has determined that
Bolivia is the appropriate surrogate
country by which to value factors of
production. (See, DOC Position to
Comment 1.) There are three LMB prices
listed for antimony concentrate, one for
Chinese-origin concentrate and two for
non-Chinese-origin concentrate. Based
upon conversations with exper!s in the
field, we have determined that the two
prices for non-Chinese-origin
~oncantrate are actually prices for
Rolivian-origin concentrate. (See,
February 19 and 21, 1992 memoranda to
file re: conversations with Metal
{Bulletin experts.) The Department has
determined that an average of the prices
for Bolivian-origin concentrate is the
most appropriate valuation of the
antimony concentrate factor.

Evidence on the record suggests that
the LMB prices for Bolivian-origin
voncentrate are internationally-traded
prices for lump and clean sulfid 2
concentrates. Both of these types of ore
are used by the respondents in their
production of the product under
investigation. Therefore, an average of
these two LMB prices, results in a
viluation of the factor for antimony
concentrate which most accurately
reflects respondents’ production
experience.

Section 773(c)(4) of the Act, mandates
the valuation of factors of production
“to the extent possible’” on the basis of
prices or costs of such factors “in one or
more market economy countries * * *."
Since the Department has available to it
prices of products preduced in a market
economy (the LMB prices for Bolivian-
origin concentrate) by which to value
this factor, it must use them over the
LMB price for Chinese-origin
concentrate.

Respondents argue that the LMB price
for Chinese-origin concentrate is not an
internal Chinese price but, instead, an
internationally-quoted price for Chinese
antimony concentrate. The Depurtment,
however, cannot ignore the fact hat the
PRC is an NME country which is the
major exporter of antimony concentrate
on the world market. Accordingly,
distortion caused by the nonmarket
nature of the Chinese economy will
affect subequent transactions involving
the product, as reflected in the }.MB.

With regard to purported differences
in impurity levels, current evidence on
the record is conflicting, rather than
conclusive. The same experts who
informed the Department at the time of .
the preliminary determination that the
price discrepancy between the Chinese-
and Bolivian-origin concentrate was due
to the difference in impurity levels now
inform the Department that the
discrepancy could also be accounted for
by a premium which buyers are willing
to pay for a second source of supply.
Thus, the information on the record does
not establish the reason for the
difference in price.

Comment 5: Respondents request that
for values other than the antimony
concentrate, the Department use the
information provided in a facsimile
transmission from the U.S. Embassy in
Thailand rather than the import prices
used in the preliminary determination,
since the Embassy information more
accurately reflects the actual experience
of local producers during the POI.

Petitioners stete that the Department’s
practice demonstrates a preference for
valuing all of the factors of production in
a single surrogate country. Since Bolivia
is the most appropriate surrogate, the
Department should follow this practice
in its final determination by valuing in
Bolivia all of the factors of production,
including those valued in Thailand for
the preliminary determination.
Petitioners’ case brief contains values
for fluorespar, soft coal, and coke, the
only factors not already valued in
Bolivia. The Department should use
these factors in its final determination.

DOC Position: We agree with
petitioners that it is the Department's
preference to value factors of production
in one surrogate country, if possible.
Therefore, we have valued the PRC
factors of production in Bolivia where
public information from independent
sources was available. We did not
accept petitioners’ values for flvorespar,
soft coal, or coke, as we were able to
obtain values for these inputs from
independent sources in Thailand. The
Thai values were (i) based on input
values or (ii} taken from the information
submitted by the U.S. Embassy.

Comment 6: Petitioners claim that
CNIEC and Minmetals are government-
controlled entities whose exporis are
strictly regulated. Therefore, the
Department should assign a'single,
country-wide antidumping duty rate to
their exports. CNIEC is a subsidiary of
CNNC, which is a “nationally integrated
enterprise” directly under the leadership
of the State Council of the PRC. The
corporate charter for the Ministry of
Foreign Economic Relations and Trade
(*MOFERT") spells out the extent of

central government control over its
export activities. MOFERT controls both
the quantity and price of exports of
refined antimony trioxide, a class-one
product.

Respondents argue that each trading
company should be given a separate
antidumping duty margin because the
companies vigorously compete with
each other, MOFERT sets only export
quotas, not prices, and the companies
have proven both de jure and de facto
absence of central control over export
prices. DOC Position: We have
determined that exporters in nonmarket
economy countries are entitled to
separate, company-specific rates when
they can demonstrate an absence of
central government control, both in law
and in fact, with respect to exports. (See
Final Determination of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value: Sparklers from the
People’s Republic of China, 56 FR 20588,
May 6, 1991.) Evidence supporting,
though not requiring, a finding of de jure
absence of central control includes: (1)
Absence of restrictive stipulations
associated with an individual exporter’s
business and export licenses; {2) any
legislative enactments decentralizing
control of companies; or (3) any other
formal measures by the government
decentralizing control of companies. A
finding of de facto absence of central
government control with respect to
exports is based on two prerequisites:
(1) Whether each exporter sets its own
export prices independently of the
government and other exporters; and (2)
whether each exporter can keep the
proceeds from its sales.

The evidence on the record
demonstrates that each exporter of
refined antimony trioxide sets its own
prices for export. At vertification,
MOFERT officials stated that it did not
set prices of refined antimony trioxide
and we saw no evidence at the trading
companies to contradict this. Officials
from each of the two companies
explained that export prices were
established independently on the basis
of monthly LMB price quotes. In
addition, we observed different prices
being charged by the two companies at
or about the same time period.

At vertification, we also noted that
CNIEC's sales proceeds were deposited
to its own account and that CNIEC bank
records revealed no payments to the
PRC government, CNIEC Beijing, or
CNNC. Nor was there evidence of any
control exercised by these entities over
CNIEC's accounts. At Minmetals Hunan,
we also traced proceeds from sales of
refined antimony trioxide to that
company’s bank accounts and general
ledger. We found no evidence of
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payments to the PRC government, China
Minmetals Beijing, or MOFERT, or of
control exercised by any of these
agencies over Minmetals’ receipts.

Our examination of the business and
export licenses of these companies
revealed no restrictive stipulations on
the export of various antimony products.
including refined antimony trioxide.
While et MOFERT, we received
excerpts from the State Council
Directive No. 12 of 1888, on the
deregulation of the branches of foreign
trade corporations. This directive made
the branches financially independent
from their former headquarters.

In view of the ample evidence on the
record, as noted above, we have
assigned separate, company-specific
rates for purposes of our final
determination.

Comment 7: Petitioners assert that
respendents deliberately withbeld and
misreported key information with
respect o their factors of production.
For example, verification demostrated
that respondents understated the
antimony content of their raw material
by at least two-io-one. In addition,
petitioners assert that respondents
withheld information on the antimony
content of blast furnace slag. Petitioners
state that this information, critical to
determining the blast furnace
conversion rate, was neither reported by
respondents nor verified by the
Department. Therefore, the Depactment
should use BIA.

Respondents claim that the verified
concentrate percentage was different
than that provided in the questionnaire
response because of a simple
communication preblem between
counsel and respondents, and that the
Department should use the information
collected at verification.

DOC Position: The Department does
not believe that respondents
deliberately withheld or misreported
key information with respect to the
factors of production. Except as
identified in other sections of this notice,
we have accepted respondents’
information as verified. Therefore, with
the exception of the blast furnace stage
of Stibium's production process, we
have used respondents’ data for the
final determination.

Comment 8: Petitioners claim that the
Departmemt may have verified the
antimony content of the antimony
concentrate on a dry basis, when the
assay was actually taken on a wet
basis. The water content of the
antimony guoted on a wet basis is about
eight percent. Thus, the assay of
concentrate on a wet basis will be
significanfly less than the assay on a dry
basis. In support of its assertion,

petitioners cite an article written about
the production of antimony oxide in
Xikuangshan which suggests that the
assay verified by the Department was
taken on a wet basis.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. There is no evidence on the
record to support this assumption for the
companies under investigation.

Comment 9: Petitioners argue that the
Department cannet accept
Xikuangshan's blast furnace factors of
production because the factors were
based on theoretical, formula-baged
output of crude antimony rather than
actual output. Additionally, the
antimony content of blast furnace siag is
act known, and the Department was
unable to reconcile the production of
crude antimony with the consumption of
crude antimony in the reduction furnace.
Petitioners further claim that this
calculation rate is excessively high
when compared to a state of the art
facility like that owned by a petitioner
using a far superior concentrate.

Petitioners additionally contend that
in calculating the blast furnace
conversion rate, Xikuangshan assumed
a fixed loss-of-antimony-in-process rate
and a fixed loss-to-slag rate. Petitioners
contend that these loss rates are never
fixed but vary considerably over time.
Therefore, the Department should not
accept these unverified loss rates for
purposes of establishing a blast furnace
conversion rate.

Xikuangshan suggests that the
Department must base its judgments
upon the production process and the
records it observed at verification.
Xikuangshan claims that, since it uses a
continuous flow process, the
Department must rely on the veracity of
the formula provided by it to calculate
the standard output of crude antimony
rather than weighing the actual output of
crude antimony, disagreeing the
petitioners' claim that crude antimony is
an output. Rather, Xikuangshan asserts
that crude antimoeny trioxide is an
intermediate process stage in the
continuous production process and
suggests that petitioners’ objection to
the verification of the stanadard output
of crude antimony boils down to the fact
that Xikuangshan uses a continuous
production process and, therefore, does
not weigh crude antimony oxide when it
comes out of the blast furnace.
Xikuangshan argues that the blast
furnace factor was based on actual raw
materials input into the production
process, and actual output of the
reduction furnace and oxidation
furnace. Since the Department was able
to verify the inputs and the outputs of
the reduction and oxidation furnaces,

the Department was &ble to verify the
output of the blast furnace.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. Respondents’ production
process does not allow the type of
verification suggested by petitioners.
Nevertheless, we are atle to verify the
factors of preduction of the
Xikuangshan blast furnace. We verified
that Xikuangshan weighs work-in-
process crude inventory at the end of
each month. At verification, the
Department was able 10 reconcile
monthly reported output crude antimony
from the blast furnace with monthly
recorded input crude antimony into the
reduction furnace with recorded
weighed work-in-proecess crude
antimony inventory for each month.
Thus, the Department was satisfied that
Xikuangshan accounted for all the
actual inputs and outputs of the blast
and reduction furnaces during the POI.

Comment 10: Petitioners claim that
Xikuangshan'’s calculation of its blast
furnace conversion rate is significantly
flawed because it takes into account
antimony-containing scrap recycted
frem the blast furnace. Petitioners argue
that the use of the reported conversion
rate would significantly understate the
consumption of antimony concentrates
in the production of the subject
merchandise.

Xikunangshan claims that the amount
of scrap and its antimony content were
verified. Further, it asserts that the
antimony is not underquantified and the
cost of recycling the scrap is captured in
the cost.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. Antimony scrap with a
higher concentration than the lump/
concentrate is recycled into the blast
furnace, The Department verified that
the amtimony contained in the scrap was
included in the calculation of the total
antimony input into the furnace.
Therefore, the antimony contained in
the scrap is included in the factors of
production.

‘However, the Department noted that
Xikuangshan's methodelogy allocated
fabrication expenses to antimony
contained in the output of the furnaces
that was eventually recycled as scrap.
These fabrication expenses were not
included in the submitted factors of
production. Therefore, the Department
adjusted the conversion rates to
properly charge all fabrication costs to
finished output only.

Comment 11: Petitioners claim that the
Xikuangshan verification should have
established that the quantity of crude
produced in the blast furnace equalled
the quantity of crude used by the
reduction furnance, and that the
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quantity of antimony metal produced in
the reduction furnace equalled the
quantity of antimony metal used by the
oxidation furnace. Otherwise,
Xikuangshan cannot demonstrate that
the quantities of these intermediate
products produced at prior stages were
actually used in their entirety to produce
refined antimony trioxide. If these
quantities cannot be reconciled from
one stage to the next, the Department
should draw no inference regarding
production factors from the actual ouput
of refined antimony trioxide over the
POL. In support of their argument,
petitioners state that the Department's
verification report does not establish
that the quantity output from one stage
equalled the quantity input to the next
stage.

Xikuangshan argues that the
Department’s verfication reports do not
indicate that it failed to account for
work-in-process and that, in fact, the
reports state that consumption included
beginning inventory and inputs added;
less inventory.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. Xikuangshan's methodology
calculates the factors of production in
three stages, one for each furnace used
in production. The calculation accounts
for work-in-process between the
processing stages. Because the
Department verified that the quantities
were reconciled from one stage to the
next, we consider this calculation to be
a reasonable method for determining
usage, and an accurate reflection
thereof, during the POL.

Comment 12: Petitioners claim that
Stibium calculated a blast furnace
conversion rate rather than establish a
rate based on actual consumption of
inputs over the POL. Further, the method
of calculating the conversion rate is
inherently faulty because it does not
account for the fact that Stibium
recycled large amounts of antimony-
containing scrap back to the blast
furnace from the reduction furnace.
Thus, Stibium’s conversion rate is not a
rate for converting antimony
concentrate to crude antimony trioxide
but a rate for converting the combined
input of concentrate and recycled scrap
to crude antimony trioxide. The
conversion rate of the combined input
seriously understates the antimony
concentrate factor of production.
Petitioners cite the verifiction report
which states that the quantity of crude
antimony trioxide produced by the blast
furnace could not be verified. Thus, it
was not possible to determine whether
the total amount of crude produced over
the POI was used in the reduction
furnace over the same period. This lapse

in record-keeping undermines any
attempt to verify Stibium's factors of
production.

Stibium argues that its blast furnace
factor was based on actual raw material
input into the production process and
actual output of the reduction and
oxidation furnaces. Since the
Department was able to verify the blast
furnace input and the reduction and
oxidation furnaces’ outputs, the
Departemnt was able to verify the
otuput of the blast furnace.

DOC Position: We agree with
petitioners. Stibium’s blast furnace
conversion factor was based on a
calculation with unsupported ratios for
loss in process and slag rate.
Additionally, the Stibium Refinery did
not provide any documentation to
support that it weighed crude work-in-
process inventory at the end of each
month of the POL Thus, the
Deparatment was unable to reconcile
the calculated crude antimony output
from the blast furnace with crude
antimony input into the reduction
furnace. As a result, the Department
used, as BIA, the factors of production
information for the blast furnace as
reported in the petition, valued using
surrogate country prices.

Comment 13: Petitioners claim that the
verification of Stibium's factors of
production assumes that the quality of
antimony metal produced in the
reduction furnace exactly equals the
quantity of antimony metal used in the
oxidation furnace. Since this equality
was never established from Stibium's
production records, verification of these
factors is seriously flawed.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. Stibium's revised
methodology calculates factors of
production for the reduction furnace and
the oxidation furnace by dividing total
weighed input by total weighed output
for each furnace. Any differences
between output from the redution
furnace and input into the oxidation
furnace are included in work-in-process.
Thus, it is not relevant whether the
quantity of antimony metal produced in
the reduction furnace exactly equals the
quantity of antimony metal used in the
oxidation furnace.

Comment 14: Petitioners claim that the
straight-line proportionality method is
not valid for deriving a value for less
than 80 percent antimony concentrate
based on the price of 60 percent
antimony concentrate. The Department
admitted that this method could result in
as much as ten percent error. Petitioners
have supplied a valuation chart based
on one petitioner’s experience indicating
the value to a refined antimony trioxide

producer of antimony concentrate of
various percentages of antimony
content.

DOC Position: Based on information
from an independent source, we have
reason to believe that the straight-line
proportionality method may, in fact,
overstate the price of less than 60
percent antimony concentrate. (Gee
Memorandum from Susan Kuhbach to
Francis |. Sailer, dated February 21,
1992, on file in the Central Records
Unit.) However, lacking actual prices for
the lower concentrate levels, we have
no means of adjusting the straight-line
proportionality formula. Therefore, we
have used this formula as best available
information.

Comment 15: Respondents state that
the LMB price is a quote for one metric
ton of concentrate containing 600
kilograms of antimony. Therefore, the
Department must first multiply the LMB
price by 60 percent to arrive at the price
for the antimony content without any
impurities. The resulting price should
then be multiplied by the percentage of
antimony contained in the respondents’
antimony input in order to arrive at the
surrogate value. Then, because the LMB
price is CIF, respondents assert that the
Department should subtract ocean
freight charges. To this end, respondents
have provided an invoice showing
actual ocean freight expenses incurred.

Petitioners claim that respondents are
mistaken in their method of evaluating
antimony concentrate. They assert that
the LMB price is actually for one metric
ton of contained antimony. Thus,
because respondents reported the
quantity of their concentrate on an
antimony-contained basis, the
Department need only multiply the LMB
price by this quantity to arrive at the
surrogate value.

In addition, petitioners claim that the
Department should not accept the ocean
freight invoice provided by respondents
because the information was submitted
only 24 hours prior to the due date for
rebuttal briefs. Furthermore, the invoice
was not verified, does not indicate the
quantity shipped, and the carrier
appears to be from a nonmarket
economy.

DOC Position: We agree with
petitioners regarding the LMB quotation.
The LMB quote is based on a per metric
ton unit of antimony contained. (See,
“February 19, 1992 Memo to File, RE:
Conversation with LMB Specialist” on
file in the Central Records unit.)
Respondents also reported their
antimony input factor on an antimony-
contained basis. Therefore, our
claculations are made on an anitmony-
contained basis.
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In addition, we have made further
adjustment to the LMB price to account
for ocean freight and marine insurance.
The LMB quotation is on a CIF basis.
Petitioners, in exhibit 16 of their petition,
provided information with which we
were able to make this adjustment.

Comment 16: Petitioners state that
since respondents failed to report all
U.S. sales and to report accurately all
movement epenses, the Department
must use BIA for U.S. price as set forth
in the petition.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. The discrepancies found at
verification for the U.S. sales listing
were minor. Therefore. the Department
believes it would be inappropriate to
use BIA for U.S. price.

Comment 17: Petitioners state that, in
reviewing the completeness of China
Miametals’ U.S. sales list, the
verification team discovered invoices
for shipments from Minmetatls Hunan to
a related U.S. company not previously
mentioned in respondent’s questionnaire
response. Furthermore, petitioners noted
that after the Department returned from
verification in the PRC, China
Minmetals provided inadequate
documentation supporting that these
two entities were related.

China Minmetals states that while the
Department was at China Minmetals
Hunan for verification, it suggested to
the Department that a U.S. sales
verification at the U.S. company could
take place in the United States. China
Minmetals further states that after the
home market verification, the
Department decided not to visit this
company. Therefore, China Minmetals
provided a copy of the original stock
certificate .of this company to prove the
relationship with China Minmetals.

Furthermare, China Minmetals states
that the sales made by this company
were outside the period of investigation.

DOC Position: Based on
docuinentation provided at verification,
we are satisfied that the two companies
are related. Moreover, because the sales
to the first unrelated customer occurred
outside the POJ, there was no need to
ceport it.

Comment 18: Petitioners state that
CNIEC's failure to report a large U.S.
sale should result in the use of BIA for
U.S. price. Even if the Department were
to accept this sale, it did not verify the
amount paid for the merchandise, ror
other charges such as discharge.
drayage, brokerage, handling, duty and
U.S. inland freight and insurance.

CNIEC argues that with the exception
of one contract, the Department verified
that CNIEC reported all sales.
Respondents further argue that a March
7. 1991, contract discovered at CNIEC's

Hunan Branch was not a sale during the
POI because CNIEC breached the
contract when it did net make the ageed
upon shipment of the refined antimony
trioxide. CNIEC further claims that.even
if the Department determines that this
sale sheuld have been included. the
Department verified all of the
information about the sale at
verification and it should use this
information for the final determination.

DOC Position: According to the
documents supplied at verification,
CNIEC and its customer never formally
canceled the contract and the
merchandise was eventually shipped, on
the terms agreed upon in the contract.
Therefore, the Department is including
this sale for purposes of its final
determination. Furthermore, the sale
terms of this contract were CIF. The
Department has verified all the
information required to make all of its
adjustment to U.S. price. We disagree
with petitioners that omission of this
sale requires the application of BIA.

There were rather unusual
ciccumstances surrouading the
transaction and we believe the omission
was inadvertent.

Comment 19: Petitioners state that
since CNIEC failed to report certain
movement expenses, significantly
understated certain expenses, or was
unable to document other movement
expenses, the Department should use
the net U.S. price reported in the petition
as BiA for its final determination.
However, the peitioners assert that if
the Department decides to reconstruct-
and supplement CNIEC's sales data
bases, then the Department must use as
BIA the highest movement expenses
verified by the Department or reported
by CNIEC for each movemeni category.

CNIEC maintains that the Department
should accept the movement charges for
Metaland, CNIEC's subsidiary, because
the average allocation methedclogy
used to report them has been accepted
by the Department in prior cases.

DQC Position: The Department
prefers shipment-specific movement
expenses and for those sales where
shipment-specific information was
available, we used it. Where shipment-
specific data were not available, we
accepted CNIEC's average values as
there is no evidence that they
systematically over-or understate
actucal movement charges. However, we
have adjusted these average figures,
where appropriate, to include inland
freight.

Comment 20: Petitioners claim that the
Department’s investigation accounted
for only 25 percent of exports of the
subject merchandise from the PRC
during the POI Petitioners state that the

Department should not have excluded
the other sales based on respondents’.
claims that certain experters-did not
know, at the time of sale, that shipment
were destined for the United States.
Petitioners also state that the
Department did net adequately verify
respondents’ claim that 75 peroent of
shipments during the period were mage
pursuant to contracts signed priar te the
POIl. Consequently, the Department
should use BIA in establishing United
States price.

Respondents claim that the
Department verified the universe of
sales of Newmet Inc. (“Newmet"), &
related party of China Minmetals,
through Newmet and MOFERT.
Furthermore, respondents assert that the
Department verified, through MOFERT
and the respective companies’ sales
ledgers, that CNIEC and ‘China
Minmetals account for over 60 percent
of the sales during the POL

DOC Position: We agree with
respondents. At verification, we verified
that respondents reported all sales of
refined antimony trioxide made to the
United States during the POl except for
the one missing sale discussed in
Comment 17 above. Moreover, as
discnssed in a September 11, 1891 memeo
to the file {on file in the Central Records
Unit), there were allegations that other
exporters of refined antimony trioxide
existed. Based en information on the
record at that time, we determined that
the PRC exporters being investigated
accounted for most if not all of the
imports during the POIL. Therefore, we
decided not to include the other possible
exporters in our investigation. During
verification, we found no evidence that
the two exporters investigated did not
account for all sales to the United States
during the POL Thus, we are confident
that eur investigation was
comprehensive.

Comment 21: Petitioners assert that
the Department should adjust fer
warebousing, credit, packing, and
commission expenses incurred on U.S.
sales, regardless of whether similar
expenses could be identified or
quantified in the surrogate country. The
U.S. Court of International Trade in
Funai Electric Company, Ltd., v. United
States, 713 F. Supp. 420 {CIT) {1989),
ruled that the Department could adjust
constructed value for circumstances of
sale in the United States in the absence
of specific evidence that these expenses
were incorporated within the statutory
minimum of ten percent for SG&A.

Respondents disagree with
petitioners’ request that the Department
reduce the U.S. price for indirect selling
expenses but not make a corresponding
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adjustment to the foreign market value
to account for indirect selling expenses.

DOC Position: As in our preliminary
determination, we have made no
adjustments to United States price or
FMV for selling expenses. To have made
such an adjustment to FMV would have
required an arbitrary division of the
surrogate country producer's selling
expenses into amonts for direct,
indirect, and other general and
administrative expenses. Alternatively,
to reduce ESP for selling expenses
without making corresponding
adjustments to FMV would have
resulted in an unfair and unreasonable
inflation of any differences between ESP
and FMV. See, Final Determination of
Sales at Less than Fair Value:
Oscillating fans and Ceiling Fans from
the People’s Republic of China, (56 FR
55271, October 25, 1991) and Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review: Tapered Roller
Bearings and Parts Thereof, Finished
and Unfinished, from the Republic of
Hungary, (55 FR 48148, November 19,
1990).

Comment 22: Petitioners claim that
technical matters raised in respondents’
briefs may not be considered by the
Department because respondents’ case
briefs were not certified by competent
authorities from the responding firms
but only by respondeénts’ counsel who is
not qualified to certify to these factors.

DOC Position: We disagree with
petitioners. Section 353.31(i) of the
Commerce regulations (19 CFR 353.31(i})
requires proper certification of factual
information submitted to the
Department for consideration in the
proceeding. Any technical matters
raised in respondents’ case briefs were
raised in the context of argument based
upon factual information properly
certified, and earlier submitted, to the
Department. Contrary to petitioners’
assertion, § 353.38(c) of the regulations
addressing case briefs, as opposed to
the submission of factual information,
states that the purpose of the case brief
is to separately present in full all
arguments which the submitter
continues to view as relevant to the
Department’s final determination. There
is no statutory or regulatory requirement
that an authority from a responding firm
certify a case brief submitted in an
administrative proceeding.

Suspension of Liquidation

We are directing the U.S. Customs
Service to continue suspension of
liguidation of all entries of refined
antimony trioxide from the PRC, as
defined in the “Scope of Investigation™
section of this notice that are entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for

consumption on or after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register. The U.S. Customs Service shall
require a cash deposit or bond equal to
the estimated weighted-average amount
by which the foreign market vazlue of the
subject merchandise exceeds the United
States price as shown below. The
suspension of liquidation will remain in
effect until further notice.

The weighted-average dumping
margins are as follows:

Weighted-average manufacturer/ Margin
producer/exported percent
China MInmetals ........cooervervrereciicceneecrsions 80.64
CNIEC 13.05
Al OtNBIS ...ttt veinsiemcer i s 33.10
ITC Notification

In accordance with section 735(d) of
the Act, we have notified the ITC of our
determination.

This determination is published
pursuant to section 735(d]j of the Act (19
U.S.C. 1673d(d) and (19 CFR
353.20(a)(4)).

Dated: February 21, 1992.
Marjorie A. Chorlins,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

|FR Doc. 924635 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

[A-588-028]

Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review and Partial
Termination: Roller Chatn, Other Than
Bicycle, From Japan

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Import Administration,
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 28, 1992.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:Mark Wells, Office of
Antidumping Investigations, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 377-3003.

FINAL RESULTS

Background

On December 5, 1991, the Department
of Commerce (the Department)
published in the Federal Register the
preliminary results of this
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on roller chain,
other than bicycle (“roller chain"), from
Japan (56 FR 63708). The Department

has now completed this administrative
review in accordance with section 751 of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amendec (the
Act).

The review covers five
manufacturers/exporters of roller chain
for the period April 1, 1939 through
March 31, 1990. They are: Hitachi Metals
Techno, Ltd., Izumi Chain :
Manufacturing Co., Ltd., Kaga Kogyo,

K. K. (Ksga Industries Co., Ltd.), Pulton
Chain Company, and RK Excel, Ltd.
Additionally, the Department has
determined that one firm that was listed
in the notice of initiation, Kaga Koken,
no longer exists. Counsel for the
petitioner, the American Chain
Association, presented evidence that
Kaga Koken was “dissolved by
resolution at a shareholders’ meeting on
May 13, 1987" nearly two years before
the period of review. Accordingly, and
with the consent of the petitioner, we
are terminating the review of Kaga
Koken, in accordance with 19 CFR
353.22(a)(5). and because no party lo the
proceeding is prejudiced by the
termination, we are waiving the 90 day
requirement.

The period of review (POR) is April 1,
1989 through March 31, 1990.
Administrative reviews of several other
firms are being conducted separately.

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by the review are
shipments of roller chain, other than
bicycle, ("roller chain”) from Japan. The
term‘'roller chain, other than bicycle”
includes chain, with or without
attachments, whether or not plated or
coated, and whether or not
manufactured to American or British
standards, which is used for power
transmission and/or conveyance. Such
chain consists of a series of alternately-
assembled roller links and pin links in
which the pins articulate inside the
bushings and the roilers are free to turn
on the bushings. Pins and bushings are
press fit in their respective link plates.
Chain may be single strand, having one
row of roller links, or multiple strand,
having more than one row of roller links.
The center plates are located between
the strands of roller links. Such chain
may be either single or double pitch and
may be used as power transmission or
conveyor chain.

The review also covers leaf chain,
which consists of a series of link plates
alternately assembled with pins in such
a way that the joint is free to articulate
between adjoining pitches. The review
further covers chain model numbers 25
and 35. Roller chain is currently
classifiable under Harmonized Tariff
Schedule (HTS) subheadings 7315.71.00
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through 7616.90.00. Although the HTS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written description of the scope of this
proceeding is dispositive.

Use of Best Information Available

As provided for in section 776(c) of
the Act, the Department has determined
that use of best information available
(B1A) is appropriate for all sales of roller
chain from Izumi and Pulton, to
calculate the margin on Hitachi sales
requiring a difference in merchandise
adjustment (difmer), and for RK Excel
U.S. sales with a reported gross unit
price of zero.

Our decision to use BIA for Izumi and
Pulton is based on the Magnitude of the
omissions and deficiencies in their
responses. Izumi failed to provide the
Department with information necessary
to calculate constructed value (CV).
Pulton failed to provide the information
necessary to select comparison products
or calculate a CV.

Hitachi reported that it purchased
some roller chain from related parties in
the home market. The Department
requested that for purposes of the difmer
calculation, Hitachi provide the cost of
manufacture (COM) of these products.
Hitachi responded that it was unable to
obtain the cost information because of
its limited relationship with the supplier.
Instead, it supplied the weighted-
average acquisition price to be used as
the basis for the difmer calculation. The
acquisition price from a related supplier
does not provide a reliable basis upon
which to calculate the cost attributable
to the physical differences in the
merchandise.

Section 776(c) of the Act requires the
Department to use the best information
available “whenever a party or any
other person refuses or is unable to
produce information requested in a
timely manner and in the form required,
or otherwise significantly impedes an
investigation.” In deciding what to use
as best information available, the
Department may take into account
whether a party refuses to provide
requested information (19 CFR
353.37(b)). Thus, the Department may
determine, on a case-by-case basis,
what the best information available is.

In selecting a BIA rate, the statute and
the implementing regulation direct the
Department to evaluate the nature of the
information on the record, as well as the
respondent's actions during the
administrative proceeding. Whena -
company refuses to cooperate with the
Department or otherwise significantly
impedes the proceedings, as BIA we
generally assign the higher of: {a) the
highest rate for any firm for any

previous review or the original less-
than-fair-value investigation, or (b) the
highest rate found for any firm in this
review. When a company is considered
by the Department to be cooperative
because it substantially responds to the
Department's requests, we generally
assign to that company the higher of: (a)
The highest rate calculated for a
responding firm with shipments during
the period, or (b) the highest rate for that
company for any previous review or the
original investigation, which may
include a prior rate based on BIA. See,
e.g., Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review: Antifriction
Bearings (Other Than Tapered Roller
Bearings) and Parts Thereof from the
Federal Republic of Germany (56 FR
31692, July 11, 1991); Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review: Portable Electric Typewriters
from Japan (56 FR 56394, November 4,
1991).

Following this hierarchy, as BIA for
Izumi and Pulton we assigned the
highest rate for each company from any
previous review or the original
investigation. For Izumi that is the 17.57
percent rate from the 1987-88 review
period (55 FR 42602, October 22, 1990),
and for Pulton that is the 15.92 percent
rate from the 1981-83 review periods {56
FR 32175, July 15, 1991).

For Hitachi’'s U.S. sales where it was
unable to provide cost of production
information to calculate difmers, as BIA,
we have used the weighted-average
margin found on all other Hitachi sales.

Similarly, for RK Excel's few sales
with a gross unit price of zero, as BIA,
we have used the weighted-average
margin found on all other RK Excel
sales.

United States Price

For Hitachi, Kaga, and RK Excel, we
based United States Price on purchase
price or exporter's sales price
methodology, as set forth in the
preliminary results,

Foreign Market Value

In calculating foreign market value,
the Department used home market
prices or constructed value, as set forth
in the preliminary results.

Analysis of Comments Received

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on the
preliminary results. We received
comments from petitioner, Hitachi, and
Izumi.

Comment 1

Petitioner states that the BIA margins
applied to Izumi and Pulton should be
modified to reflect the highest individual

rate, including BIA rates, assigned for
any previous review. In this case,
petitioner contends that the BIA rates
assigned to Izumi and Pulton should be
17.57 percent and 15.92 percent,
respectively, both of which were based
on BIA.

Citing the Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review: Fishnetting of Man-Made Fibers
from Japan, (56 FR 49456, September 30,
1991) (“Fishnetting"), petitioner claims
that when determining the “highest rate
for [a] company for any previous
review,” the Department does not
restrict itself to calculated margins, but
includes BIA rates previously assigned
to the party in question, even when it
concludes that the companies have been
“substantially cooperative.”

Department Position

We agree with petitioner. As noted in
the preliminary results of this review,
the Department determined that both
Izumi and Pulton were cooperative
parties. As such, the Department’s
selection of BIA is based on the criteria
established in the second tier described -
in the Use of Best Information Available
section of this notice. The reason for this
is that although rates selected under the
second tier are still adverse, they are
generally less punitive than those in the
first tier reserved for uncooperative
firms, and thus encourage cooperation.

As petitioner correctly noted, the
Department does not draw any
distinction between a firm's prior
calculated and prior BIA rates in
selecting BIA for a cooperative firm. The
cooperative firm is still at an advantage
vis-a-vis uncooperative firms because
selection of BIA is restricted to the
firm’s own prior rates, or to a calculated
rate from that review period.

Applying the second tier of the
hierarchy, as BIA for Izumi we are using
the 17.57 percent rate from the 1987-88
review period (55 FR 42602, October 22,
1990), and as BIA for Pulton we are
using the 15.92 percent rate from the
1981-83 review periods (56 FR 32175,
July 15, 1991).

Comment 2

Petitioner contends that the
Department's BIA methodology, as
applied in the preliminary results,
provides a BIA floor equal to the
*“highest rate for a responding firm with
shipments during the period.” Petitioner
notes that for the preliminary results the
Department published a BIA rate for
Izumi that was lower than the highest
calculated rate for this review (the 4.12
percent rate calculated for Hitachi) and
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lower than Izumi's own highest previous
rate (17.57 percent].

Izumi maintains that the Department’s
use of BIA was not justified, since there
was substantial information on the
record to allow the Department to
calculate a margin for Izumi. [zumi
asserts that its methodology of reporting
CV was reasonable and should be used
to calculate CV. If the Department
rejects Izumi's CV data, Izumi suggests
several alternatives for the Department
to calculate its margin: (1) Using only
Izumi's identical matches (i.e., less than
10 percent of Izumi's saies); (2) making
difference of merchandise adjustments
for non-identical matches, although the
differences in merchandise exceed 20
percent; {3) using third country sales
data reported by Izumi, although Izumi's
home market is viable; and {4) accepting
Izumi’s identical maiches, while using
BIA for the rest of Izumi’s sales.

Department Position

We agree with petitioner that the
highest rate for a responding firm with
shipments during the period forms a BIA
floor for substantially cooperative
respondents for the results of this
review. For these final results, we have
assigned to Izumi its highest rate from a
previous review, which is higher.

We disagree with Izumi that its CV
data should be used. The Department’s
decision to use BIA for Izumi was based
on the magnitude of the ommissions and
deficiencies in its responses. Izumi's
proposed options for calculating its
margin are not acceptable. Izumi's home
market is viable, but in most cases, the
difference in merchandise between the
U.S. product and the most similar home
market product is greater than 20
percent. Therefore, it would be
necessary to use CV to calculate FMV
for all but a small number of sales. In
Izumi's case, it failed to provide the
Department with adequate CV
information.

Comment 3

Petitioner requests that the
Department modify its calculation of the
value-added tax {(VATR] for all
respondents. Petitioner claims that,
under the approach required by the
statute an by judicial precedent, the
Department should add a VAT amount
to home market price. The Department
should then increase U.S. price by the
lesser of the VAT amount applicable to
the home market sale or the amount that
would have been assessed, but was
forgiven on exportation.

In the preliminary resulis, petitioner
contends that the Department
essentially performed a circumstrance of
sale adjustment for VAT. Citing Daewoo

Electronics Co., Ltd. Co., v. United
States, 760 F. Supp. 200, 208 (CIT 1991}
(“Daewoo”), petitioner asserts that such
an adjustment is contrary to law.

Department Positicn

We disagree with petitioner. As this
issue is presently before the Court of
Appeals for the Federal Circuit, the
Department is not applying the
Daewood decision. The methodology
used to adjust for VAT for the
preliminary results, and in these final
results, is consistent with the
Department’s practice.

Comment 4

Petitioner states that Hitachi's
claimed inventory carrying costs
account only for inventory time in the
United States, improperly excluding
costs for “time on the water.”

Hitachi rebuts that costs for “time on
the water” were included, with other
inventory carrying costs, in its indirect
selling expenses.

Department Position

We agree with Hitachi. Costs for
“time on the water” are included in its
indirect selling expense calculation.

Comment §

Petitioner disputes the BIA
methodology used by the Department to
calculate FMVs for Kaga's sales without
contemporaneous matches, and for
which we have no CV information. As
BIA for these sales for the preliminary
results, we calculated a weighted-
average FMV for each product based on
all reported sales. There was an
identical weighted-average FMV for
each U.S. model. Petitioner maintains
that this methodology is not appropriate
because it rewards Kaga for failing to
meet its minimum reporting obligations.
For the final results, petitioner
recommends that the Department assign
to Kaga's unmatched sales the highest
rate found for the company in any prior
review.

Department Position

We disagree with petitioner. No use of
punitive BIA is warranted in this
situation. The Department’s use of FMV
averaging was an appropriate means of
filling the gaps where contemporaneous
model matches did not exist. However,
Section 777A of the Act requires the
Department to ensure that samples and
averages shall be representative of the
transactions under review. Therefore,
before adopting for these final results
the use of weighted-average FMVs for
the unmatched sales, we conducted two
studies on prices to ensure that the

transactions, and thus the results
produced, would be representative.

First, we compared the monthly
weighted-average price to the annual
weighted-average price. We found that
the annual weighted-average price for
more than 90 percent of the products
sold was within 10 percent of the
monthly weighted-average price.
Second, we tested whether home market
prices of the subject merchandise
consistently rose or fell during the POR.
We found that no significant correlation
existed between price and time. That is,
prices did not consisiently rise or fall so
as lo make annual weighted-average
prices unrepresentative of home market
prices.

The results of thase test demonstrate
that Kaga's pricing practices remained
stable during the review period, thus
ensuring that an annual weighted-
average FMV is as representative of
home market prices as the traditional
monthly weighted-average FMV. We are
satisfied that, if the weighted-average
FMV is representative of the home
market prices for the POR, then the
margins ca’culated using the weighted-
average prices are accurate. See, Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review: Tapered Roller
Bearings, Four Inches or Less in Outside
Diameter, and Certain Components
Thereof, from Japan, (56 FR 65228,
December 16, 1991).

Comment 8

Petitioner states that the Department
should disallow RK Excel's claimed
adjustment to FMV for technical
services. Petitioner argues that we
should treat RK Excel's technical
services expenses as indirect expenses,
rather than direct expenses.

The bulk of the expenses in question
consist of the salary, fringe benefit,
travel and automobile depreciation
expenses of a single employee whose
sole duty is to provide after-sale
technical service to OEM customers.
The remainder of the expenses consis!s
of travel expenses of the R & D
Department associated with performing
technical services for OEMs.

Department Position

We agree with petitioner in part. For
the preliminary results, we disallowed
the portion of this claimed adjustment
which consists of salary and benefits,
because we consider them fixed
expenses which would have been
incurred whether or not any sales
occurred. We would also normally
disallow the automobile depreciation
portion of the claim for the same reason.
In this case, however, we have not done
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so because the amount involved is
insignificant. We have continued to
allow the travel expense portion of the -
claim because we consider respondent’s
methodology—dividing expense
incurred during the period by sales
during the same period—reasonable.

Final Results of the Review

Based on our final analysis, we
determine that the following weighted-
average margins exist for the period
April 1, 1989, through March 31, 1990:

Margin

Manufacturer/Exporter {Parcant)

Hitachi Metals Techno, Ltd. .......c.cceveen. - 3.50
fzumi Chain Co., Ltd......... 17.57
Kaga Industries Co., Ltd... 0.00
Pulton Chain Co., inc.;.

Pulion Chain/HIC......

Pulton Chain/i & OC 15.92
RK Excet CO., Ltd......ccovurrrrrrrenceesrearrennaces 0.34
All others . 3.50

The Department shall determine, and
the Customs Service shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries. Individual differences between
United States price and foreign market
value may vary from the percentage
stated above. The Department will issue
appraisement instructions directly to the
Customs Service.

Furthermore, the following deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of this
administrative review for all shipments
of the subject merchandise, entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the publication
date, as provided by section 751(a)(1) of
the Act: (1) The cash deposit rate for the
reviewed companies will be as outlined
above; (2) for previously reviewed or
investigated companies not listed above.
the cash deposit rate will continue to be
the company-specific rate published for
the most recent period; (3) if the
exporter is not a firm covered in this
review, a prior review, or the original
less-than-fair-value investigation, but
the manufacturer is, the cash deposit
rate will be the rate established for the
most recent period for the manufacturer
of the merchandise; and (4) the cash
deposit rate for all other manufacturers
or exporters will be 3.50 percent. This
rate represents the highest rate for any
firm with shipments in the
administrative review, other than those
firms receiving a rate based entirely on
best information availsble. _

These deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative review.

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their

responsibility under 19 CFR 353.26 to file
a certificate regarding the
reimbursement of antidumping duties
prior to liquidation of the relevant
entries during this review period. Failure
to comply with this requirement could
result in the Secretary’s presumption
that reimbursement of antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of double antidumping
duties,

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751{a)(1)
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a){1)) and 19
CFR 353.22(c)(5).

Dated: February 21, 1992.
Majorie A. Chorlins,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

{FR Doc. 924636 Filed 2-27-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

Export Trade Certificate of Review

ACTION: Notice of application for an
amendment to an export trade
certificate of review.

SUMMARY: The Office of Export Trading
Company Affairs (“OETCA"),
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce, has received
an application for an amendment to an
Export Trade Certificate of Review. This
notice summarizes the amendment and
requests comments relevant to whether
the certificate should be amended.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
George Muller, Director, Office of Export
Trading Company Affairs, International
Trade Administration, 202/377-5131.
This is not a toll-free number.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title 111
of the Export Trading Company Act of
1982 (15 U.S.C. 4001-21) authorizes the
Secretary of Commerce to issue Export
Trade Certificates of Review. A
Certificate of Review protects the holder
and the members identified in the
Certificate from state and federal
government antitrust actions and from
private, treble damage antitrust actions
for the export conduct specified in the
Certificate and carried out in
compliance with its terms and
conditions. Section 302(b)(1) of the Act
and 15 CFR 325.6{a) require the
Secretary to publish a notice in the
Federal Register identifying the
applicant and summarizing its proposed
export conduct.

Request for Public Comments

Interested parties may submit written
comments relevant to the determination
whether the Certificate should be
amended. An original and five (5) copies
should be submitted no later than 20

days after the date of this notice to:
Office of Export Trading Company
Affairs, International Trade
Administration, Department of
Commerce, Room 1800H, Washington,
DC 20230. Information submitted by any
person is exempt from disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.
552). Comments should refer to this
application as “Export Trade Certificate
of Review, application number 90-
3A007."

OETCA has received the following
application for an amendment to Export
Trade Certificate of Review No. 90—
00007, which was issued on August 22,
1990 (55 FR 35445, August 30, 1990) and
previously amended on December 12,
1990 (55 FR 53031, December 26, 1990)
and June 11, 1991 (56 FR 27946, June 18,
1991). The applicant has requested
expedited review of the application
pursuant to 15 CFR 325.8. A summary of
the application follows.

Summary of the Application

Applicant; United States Surimi
Commission {*USSC”) 4200 First
Interstate Center, Seattle, Washington
98104-4082, Contact: Mr. Wm. Paul
MacGregor, Legal Counsel, Telephone:
208/624-5950.

Application No.: 90-3A007.

Date Deemed Submitted: February 25,
1992,

Request for Amended Conduct

USSC seeks to amend its Certificate
1o

1. add Premier Pacific Seafoods, Inc.
of Seattle, WA (controlling entities:
Dave Galloway (74%) and Doug
Forsythe (26%)) as a “Member” within
the meaning of section 325.2(a) of the
Regulations {15 CFR 325.2 (1)); and

2. delete ProFish International, Inc.,
Seattle, WA (controlling entity: none};
and Golden Age Fisheries, Seattle, WA
{controlling entities: BTI, Inc., Seattle,
WA (50%) and Simonson Investments,
Inc., Seattle, WA (50%)) as “Members”
of the Certificate.

Dated: February 25, 1992.
George Muller,
Director, Office of Export Trading, Company
Affairs.
{FR Doc. 92-4637 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M

Short-Supply Determination: Certain
Hexagonal Steel Tubes and Trilobe
Steel Tubes

AGENCY: Import Administration/
International Trade Administration.
Commerce.
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AcTION: Notice of short-supply
determination on certain hexagcnal
steel tubes and trilobe steel tubes.

SHORT-SUPPLY REVIEW NUMBER: 65.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Cormmerce
(“Secretary”) hereby grants a short-
supply allowance for 28 metric tons of
certain hexagonal steel tubes and trilobe
steel tubes through March 31, 1992,
under Article 7 of the Arrangement
Between the European Economic
Community and the Government of the
United States of America Concerning
Trade in Certain Steel Pipes and Tubes
(“the U.S.-EC Arrangement").

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 19, 1992

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marissa A. Rauch or Kathy McNamara,
Office of Agreements Compliance,
Import Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, room 7866, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230 (202) 377-1382 or (202) 377~
3793.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: (On
February 4, 1992, the Secretary received
an adequate petition from AL-KO Kober
Corporation (*AL~-KO Kober"),
requesting a short-supply allowance for
28 metric tons of this product through
March 31, 1992, under Article 7 of the
U.S.-EC Arrangement. AL-KO Kaber
requested short supply because this
product is not available in the United
States and because its foreign supplier
has insufficient quota available, The
Secretary conducted this short-supply
review pursuant to section 4{b}(4)(A) of
the Steel Trade Liberalization Program
Implementation Act, Public Law 101-
221, 103 Stat. 1886 (1989) (“the Act”), the
§ 357.102 of the Department of
Commerce’s Short-Supply Procedures,
19 CFR 357.102 (*'Commerce’s Short-
Supply Procedures™).

Specifications

The requested materia! consists of one
size of custom-shaped asymmetrical
hexagonal tubes and one size of trilobe
tubes. The two shapes of tubing are
complimentary and used together to
form a unified axle.

The exact sizes, grades and quantity
requested of each tube are as follows:

Size Steel grade {metric
tons)
TPV T SAE 1012 or 1020 ....... ' 21
Trilobe Tubes
56X 5.7 cccceccercerre QSIE 460 TMeeoeooennneee 7

The hexagonal tubes are welded, but
have smoothed outer seams. The cross-
section of the 80X 3 mm bhexagonal tube

consists of three 98 degree angles
between which are three 144 degree
angles in alternating order. The 144
degree angles tend to be sharper than
the other angles, which are more
rourded.

The trilobe tubes are welded, but have
smoothed outer seams. The cross-
section of the trilobe tubes are
essentially rounded equianglar,
equilateral triangles comprised of three
equiangular lobes. Each of the three
lobes is a bell-shaped, rounded curve,
the sides of which form a 60 degree
angle. Between the bell-shaped lobes
are shallow, U-shaped curves, and the
sides of each form a 120 degree angle.

Action

On February 4, 1992, the Secretary
established an official record on this
short-supply request (Case Number 65)
in the Central Records Unit, room B-099,
Import Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce at the above address.
Section 4(b)(4)(B) of the Act and
§ 357.106(b})(1} of Commerce's Short-
Supply Procedures require the Secretary
to apply a rebuttable presumption that a
product is in short supply and to make a
determination with respect to a short-
supply petition not later than the 15th
day after the petition is filed if the
Secretary finds that one of the fuilowing
conditions exists: (1) The raw
steelmaking capacity utilization in the
United States equals or exceeds 90
percent; (2) the importation of additional
quantities of the requested steel product
was authorized by the Secretary during
each of the two immediately preceding
years; or (3) the requested steel product
is not currently produced in the United
States. The Secretary finds that the
requestied product is not produced in the
United States. Therefore, the Secretary
has applied a rebuttable presumption
that this product is presently in short
supply in accordance with section
4(b)(4)(B)(i) of the Act and -

§ 357.106(b)(1) of Commerce’s Short-
Supply Procedures.

Unless domestic steel producers
provided proof that they could and
would produce the requested quantity of
this product within the desired period of
time, provided it represented a normal
order-to-delivery period, the Secretary
would issue a short-supply allowance
not later than February 19, 1992. On
February 10, 1992, the Secretary
published a notice in the Federal
Register announcing a review of this
request and providing domestic steel
producers an opportunity to rebut the
presumption of short supply. All
comments were required to be received
no later than February 18, 1991. No
comments were received.

Conclusion

Since the Secretary received no
comments to the Federal Register notice
by potential suppliers to rebut the
Secretary's presumption of short supply
for the requestad product, the Secretary
hereby grants, pursuant to section
4(b)(4)(A) of the Act and § 357.102 of
Commerce's Short-Supply Procedures, a
short-supply allowance for 28 metric
tons of the requested steel tubes in the
sizes and quantities noted above, under
the U.S.-EC Arrangement. This material
must be exported no later than March
31, 1992,

Dated: February 19, 1992.
Marjorie A. Chorlins,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

{FR Doc. 924638 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of import Limits for
Certain Cotton and Man-Made Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in Costa Rica

February 24, 1892,

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 2, 1992.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nicole Bivens Collinson, International
Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 377-4212. For information on the
quota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port or
call (202) 566-5810. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings, call
(202) 377-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Executive Order 11651 of March
3, 1972, as amended; section 204 of the
Agricultural Act of 1958, as amended (7
U.S.C. 1854).

The current limit for Categories 347/
348 is being increased by application of
swing and carryover. The limit for
Categories 340/640 is being reduced to
account for the swing being applied.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
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Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 56 FR 60101,
published on November 27, 1981). Also
see 56 FR 22157, published on May 14,
1991.

The letter to the Commissioner of
Customs and the actions taken pursuant
to it are not designed to implement all of
the provisions of the Memorandum of
Understanding dated February 14, 1989,
but are designed to assist only in the
implementation of certain of its
provisions.

Auggie D. Tantillo,
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

February 24, 1992.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229,

Dear Commissioner: This directive amends,
but does not cancel, the directive issued to
you on May 8, 1991, by the Chairman,
Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements. That directive concerns imports
of certain cotton and man-made fiber textile
products, produced or manufactured in Costa
Rica and exported during the twelve-month
period which began on june 1, 1991 and
extends through May 31, 1992,

Effective on Maréh 2, 1992, you are directed
to amend the directive dated May 8, 1991, to
adjust the limits for the following categories,
as provided under the terms of the
Memorandum of Understanding dated
February 14, 1989:

Category Adjusted twelve-month limit *
RZ (e 1+ J— | 592,971 dozen.
347/348 ... 1,060,420 dozen.

! The limits have not been adjusted to account for
any imports exported after May 31, 1991,

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Auggie D. Tantillo,

Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements.

{FR Doc. 924598 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

—

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
THE BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY
HAND!CAPPED

Procurement List Addition

AGENCY: Commiittee for Purchase from
the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped.

ACTION: Addition to procurement list.

SUMMARY: This action adds to the
Procurement List a commodity to be
furnished by a nonprofit agency
employing persons who are blind.

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 30, 1992.

ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
from the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, suite
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Beverly Milkman (703) 557-1145.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 8, 1991, the Committee for
Purchase from the Blind and Other
Severely Handicapped published a
notice (56 FR 57323) of propused
addition to the Procurement List.

Comments were received on this
proposed addition from the current
contractors for the containers and other
interested parties, expressing concern
about delays and disruptions in service
to blind perscns if the containers were
supplied by a single source. Both current
contractors also indicated that the
proposed addition would adversely
affect their business.

By placing only one-third of the
annual requirement for the containers
on the Procurement List, the Committee
has eliminated the sole source concerns.
In addition, the annual value of the
amount placed on the Procurement List
constitutes only a small percentage of
each of the current contractors’ total
sales. Thus, the Committee has
concluded that there will not be a severe
adverge impact on either firm as a result
of adding one-third of the annual
requirement for the containers to the
Procurement List.

After consideration of the material
presented to it concerning capebility of
gualified nouprofit agencies to produce
the commodity at a fair market price
and impact of the addition on the
current or most recent contractors, the
Committee has determined that the
commodity listed below is suitable for
procurement by the Federal Government
under 41 U.S.C. 46-48c and 41 CFR 51~
24.

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
major factors considered for this
certification were:

1, The action will not result in any
additional reporting, recordkeeping or
other compliance requirements for small
entities other than the small
organizations that will furnigh the
commadity to the Government.

2. The action will not have a severe
economic impact on current contractors
for the commodity.

3. The action will result in authorizing
small entities to furnish the commodity
to the Government.

4. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O’Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46-48c) in
connection with the commodity
proposed for addition to the
Procurement List.

Accordingly, the following commodity
is hereby added to the Procurement List:
Cassette Mailing Containers
8115~-00-NIB-0001
{One-third of the requirement for the

Library of Congress, National
Library Services for the Blind and
Physically Handicapped)

This action does not affect contracts
awarded prior to the effective date of
this addition or options exercised under
those contracts.

Beverly L. Milkman,

Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 924649 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45]
BILLING CODE 6820-33-M

Procurement List; Additions

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase from
the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped.

ACTION: Addition to procurement list.

SUMMARY: This action adds to the
Procurement List services to be
furnished by a nonprofit agency
employing persons with severe
disabilities.

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 30, 1992.
ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
from the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, suite
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT,
Beverly Milkman (703} 557-1145.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 13, 1991 and January 6, 1992,
the Committee for Purchase from the
Blind and Other Severely Handicapped
published notices (56 FR 65047 and 57
FR 400) of proposed additions to the
Procurement List.

After consideration of the material
presented to it concerning the capability
of a qualified nonprofit agency to
provide the services at a fair market
price and the impact of the addition on
the current or most recent contractor,
the Committee has determined that the
services listed below are suitable for
procurement by the Federal Government
under 41 U.S.C. 46-48c and 41 CFR 51~
2.6.
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I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. The action will not result in any
additional reporting, recordkeeping or
other compliance requirements for small
entities other than the small
organizations that will furnish the
services to the Government.

2. The action will not have a severe
economic impact on current contractors
for the services.

3. The action will result in authorizing
small entities to furnish the services to
the Government.

4. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O'Day Act (41 U.S.C. 46-48c) in
connection with the services proposed
for addition to the Procurement List.

Accordingly, the following services
are hereby added to the Procurement
List:

Disassembly of Recorders, U.S.
Geological Survey, Hydrologic
Instrumentation Facility, Stennis
Space Center, Mississippi

Food Service Attendant, Naval Station,
Staten Island Galley, New York, New
York

Crounds Maintenance, Building 5513
Dental Clinic, Edwards Air Force
Base, California

Janitorial/Custodial, Federal Building
and U.S. Post Office, Fort Collins,

" Colorado

Repair and Cleaning of Respirators,
Robins Air Force Base, Georgia.

This action does not affect contracts
awarded prior to the effective date of
this addition or options exercised under
those contracts.

Beverly L. Milkman,

Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 92-4650 Filed 2-27-92: 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 6820-33-M

Procurement List; Proposed Addition

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase from
the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped.

ACTION: Proposed addition to
procurement list.

SUMMARY: The Committee has received
proposals to add to the Procurement List
a service to be furnished by nonprofit
agencies employing persons with severe
disabilities.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED ON OR
BEFORE: March 30, 1992.

ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
from the Blind and Other Severely

Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, suite
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Beverly Milkman (703) 557-1145.,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C.
47(a)(2) and 41 CFR 51-2.3. Its purpose is
to provide interested persons an
opportunity to submit comments on the
possible impact of the proposed action.

If the Committee approves the
proposed addition, all entities of the
Federal Government (except as
otherwise indicated) will be required to
procure the service listed below from
nonprofit gencies employing persons
who are blind or have other severe
disabilities.

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. The action will not result in any
additional reporting, recordkeeping or

‘other compliance requirements for small

entities other than the small
organizations that will furnish the
service to the Government.

2. The action will result in authorizing
small entities to furnish the service to
the Government.

3. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javits-Wagner-
O'Day Act {41 U.S.C. 46-48c) in
connection with the service proposed for
addition to the Procurement List.

Comments on this certification are
invited. Commenters should identify the
statement(s) underlying the certification
on which they are providing additional
information.

It is proposed to add the following
service to the Procurement List: Grounds
Maintenance, Naval Station, Treasure
Island, and Yerba Buena Island, San
Francisco, California.

Beverly L. Milkman,

Executive Director.

[FR Doc. 92-4651 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6820-33-M

Procurement List; Proposed Additions
and Deletions

AGENCY: Committee for Purchase from
the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped. .
ACTION: Proposed additions to and
deletion from procurement list.

SUMMARY: The Committee has received
proposals to add to the Procurement List
services to be furnished by nonprofit
agencies employing persons who are
blind or have other severe disabilities,

and delete commodities and services
previously furnished by such agencies.

COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED ON OR
BEFORE: March 30, 1992,

ADDRESSES: Committee for Purchase
from the Blind and Other Severely
Handicapped, Crystal Square 5, suite
1107, 1755 Jefferson Davis Highway.
Arlington, Virginia 22202-3509.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Beverly Milkman (703) 557-1145.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice is published pursuant to 41 U.S.C.
47({a){2) and 41 CFR 51-2.3. Its purpose is
to provide interested persons an
opportunity to submit comments on the
possible impact of the proposed actions.

Additions

If the Committee approves the
proposed additions, all entities of the
Federal Government (except as
otherwise indicated) will be required to
procure the services listed below from
nonprofit agencies employing persons
who are blind or have other severe
disabilities.

I certify that the following action will
not have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
major factors considered for this
certification were:

1. The action will not result in any
additional reporting, recordkeeping or
other compliance requirements for small
entities other than the small
organizations that will furnish the
services to the Government.

2. The action does not appear to have
a severe economic impact on current
contractors for the services.

3. The action will result in authorizing
small entities to furnish the services to
the Government.

4. There are no known regulatory
alternatives which would accomplish
the objectives of the Javitts-Wagner-
O'Day Act {41 U.S.C. 46-48c] in
connection with the services proposed
for addition to the Procurement List.

Comments on this certification are
invited. Commenters should identify the
statement(s) underlying the certification
on which they are providing additional
information.

It is proposed to add the following
services to the Procurement List:
Commissary Shelf Stocking and

Custodial. Brooks Air Force Base.

Texas
Food Service, White Sands Missile

Range, Consolidated Dining Facility.

White Sanda, New Mexico
Janitorial/Custodial, Federal Complex.

807 Hardesty Street, Kansas City.

Missouri
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Mailroom Service, General Services
Administration Regional Office, 1500
E. Bannister Road, Kansas City,
Missouri.

Deletions

It is proposed to delete the following
commodities and services from the
Procurement List:

Commodities

Gown, Hospital, General Purpose
6532-01-045-5380

Pallet Assembly
8140-01-050-9789

. Services

Laundry Service, Acoma/Cononcito/
Laguna PHS Indian Hospital, Acomita,
New Mexico

Laundry Service, Zuni PHS Indian
Hospital, Zuni, New Mexico

Microfilming and Related Services,
Internal Revenue Service, Western
Region, Seattle, Washington.

Beverly L. Milkman,

Executive Director.

{FR Doc. 92-4652 Filed 2~27-92; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 8820-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Joint Precision Interdiction (JPI)

AcCTION: Notice of Advisory Committee
Meetings.

SUMMARY: The Defense Science Board
Task Force on Joint Precision
Interdiction (JPI) will meet in closed
session on March 19-20, 1992 at the
Pentagon, Arlington, Virginia.

The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense through the Director, Defense
Research and Engineering on scientific
and technical matters as they affect the
perceived needs of the Department of
Defense. At this meeting the Task Force
will review acquisition strategies
needed for an optimum family of
surveillance, reconnaissance, and target
acquisition systems. C3I systems and
weapon systems required to perform the
JPI mission.

In accordance with section 10{d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Public Law No. 92-463, as amended (5
U.S.C. App. 1L, (1988)). it has been
determined that this DSB Task Force
meeting, concerns matters listed in 5
U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) {1988}, and that
accordingly this meeting will be closed
to the public.

Dated: February 25, 1992.
Linda M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 92-4587 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 em]
BILLING CODE 3810-01-M

DOD Advisory Panel on Streamiining
and Codifying Acquisition Laws

AGENCY: Defense Systems Management
College, DOD.

AcTiON: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: Open to the public on March
12, 1992, starting at 8:30 a.m. in Building
184 of the Defense Systems Management
College, Fort Belvoir, Virginia. The panel
will hear presentations/
recommendations by the task force on
its review of the out-of-scope and low-
level laws, and by the various panel
working groups on the statutes they
have reviewed to date.

For further information contact Major
Jean Kopala at (703) 355-2665.

Dated: February 25, 1992.
Linda M. Bynum,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

[FR Doc. 92-4588 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3010-01-M

Department of the Army
Army Sclence Board; Open Meeting

In accordance with section 10{a)(2} of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92—463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:

Name of the Committee: Army
Science Board (ASB).

Dates of the Meeting: 25 March 1992,

Time: 0809-1630.

Place: Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD.

Agenda: The Army Science Board's
Analysis, Test and Evaluation Issue
Group will meet to discuss the technical
and educational requirements for the
civilian workforce and the utilization of
professional development plans. This
meeting will be open to the public. Any
interested person may attend, appear
before, or file statements with the
committee at the time and in the manner
permitted by the committee. The ASB
Administrative Officer, Sally Warner,
may be contacted for further
information (703) 695-0781.

Sally A. Warner, '

Administrative Officer, Army Science Board.
[FR Doc. 92-4616 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am]}
BILLING CODE 3910-01-M

Corps of Engineers Department of the
Army

Intent To Prepare a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) Proposed Levee improvement
Project; Snake and Gros Ventre Rivers,
wYy

AGENCY: Army Corps of Engineers,
DOD.

ACTION: Notice of inteni to prepare a
DEIS.

SUMMARY: The Walla Walla District,
Corps of Engineers, propases to extend
the left bank Federal levee, above the
mouth of the Gros Ventre River, on the
Snake River; raise the existing Gros
Ventre levees to 100-year protection
level; and identify other problem areas
through the public scoping process. The
project is located in Jackson Hole,
Wyoming. This action is necessary to
protect cutthroat spawning spring creeks
and several homes from damage due to
avulsion.

FOR FURTMER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Comments concerning the project and
DEIS should be addressed to Robert D.
Volz, LTC, EN, Commanding, Walla
Walla District, Corps of Engineers,
Walla Walla, Washington 99362-9265,
ATTN: Mr. William MacDonald. Mr.
MacDonald can be reached at {509) 522~
8625.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. This project is located along the
Snake and Gros Ventre Rivers in
Jackson Hole, Teton County, Wyoming.
Land use in this area has been changing
from primarily livestock grazing to
recreational and residential
development. The rivers in the area are
highly braided and tend to spread out
during high flows, causing floeding. To
prevent flood damage, the Carps of
Engineers and State and local entities
built a series of levees along the Snake
from River Mile 961.5 {on the opposite
side of the river from Grand Teton
National Park) to River Mile 944, and
along the Cros Ventre from the mouth
upstream to the Grand Teton National
Park boundary. The upstream section of
the left bank Federal levee was not
completed to the mouth of the Gros
Ventre River and leaves an unprotected
reach in this area. This area contains
Three Channel Spring Creek, an
important cutthroat spawning stream,
and several homes, which are all subject
to avulsion damage from either the
Snake River or Gros Ventre River.
Levees on the Gras Ventre River have a
low level of protection and need to be
raised to provide 100-year level of
protection. Overtopping of these levees
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would damage homes, a golf course,
agricultural land, and several spring
creeks.

A scoping meeting will be held at
Jackson, Wyoming, to determine if other
problem areas exist which should be
included in the study.

2. Alternatives to be investigated
include:

a. No action.

b. Extension of left bank Federal
levee, approximately 5,500 feet.

c. Raising Gros Ventre levees to 100-
year flood level.

d. Protection of other areas subject to
avulsion (to be identified).

3. Significant issues to be addressed
in the DEIS include effects of the
alternatives on fisheries, wildlife,
endangered species, socioeconomics,
and cultural resources. The project will
be reviewed under all applicable
Federal, State, and local statutes.

4. Affected Federal, State, and local
agencies, affected Indian tribes, and
other interested organizations and
parties are invited to participate in
scoping for the DEIS. A formal scoping
meeting is planned for March 4, 1992.

5. The DEIS should be available on or
about October 30, 1992,

Dated: February 14, 1992,
Donald P. Kurkjian,
Major, EN Deputy Commander.
[FR Doc. 92-4499 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3710-GC-M

Defense Logistics Agency

Privacy Act of 1974; Computer
Matching Program Between the Health
Resources and Services
Administration and the Defense
Manpower Data Center of the
Department of Defense

AGENCY: Defense Manpower Data
Center, Defense Logistics Agency, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of a computer matching
program between the Health Resources
and Services Administration (HRSA)
and the Defense Manpower Data Center
{DMDC) of the Department of Defense
(DOD) for public comment.

SUMMARY: DMDC, as the matching
agency under the Privacy Act of 1974 (5
U.S.C. 552a), as amended, is hereby
giving constructive notice in lieu of
direct notice to the record subjects of a
computer matching program between
HRSA and DMDC that their records are
being matched by computer. The record
subjects are delinquent debtors of the
HRSA who are current or former
Federal employees receiving Federal
salary or benefit payments and indebted
and delinquent in their payment of debts

\

owed to the United States Government
under certain programs administered by
HRSA (including health professions,
student loans, scholarships,
traineeships, or grants under Titles 111,
V11, and VIII of the Public Health
Service Act, as amended), so as to
permit HRSA to pursue and collect the
debt by voluntary repayment or by
administrative or salary offset
procedures under the provisions of the
Debt Collection Act of 1982.

DATES: This proposed action will
become effective March 30, 1992, and
the computer matching will proceed
accordingly without further notice,
unless comments are received which
would result in a contrary determination
or if the Office of Management and
Budget or Congress objects thereto. Any
public comment must be received before
the effective date. )

ADDRESSES: Any interested party may
submit written comments to the
Director, Defense Privacy Office, 400
Army Navy Drive, Room 205, Arlington,
VA 22202-2884.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Aurelio Nepa, Jr., at (703) 614-3027.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant
to subsection {0) of the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, HRSA
and DMDC have concluded an
agreement to conduct a computer

matching program between the agencies.

The purpose of the match is to assist
HRSA in identifying and locating those
delinquent debtors employed in another
Federal agency, including retirees
receiving a Federal benefit. HRSA will
use this information to initiate
independent collection of these debts
under the Debt Collection Act of 1982
when voluntary payment is not
forthcoming or by administrative or
salary offset procedures until the
obligation is paid in full. These
collection efforts will include requests
by HRSA of the employing agency to
apply administrative and/or salary:
offset procedures until such time as the
obligation is paid in full. The parties to
this agreement have determined that a
computer matching program is the most
efficient, effective and expeditious
method for accomplishing this task with
the least amount of intrusion of personal
privacy of the individuals concerned. It
was therefore concluded and agreed
upon that computer matching would be
the best and least obtrusive manner and
choice for accomplishing this
requirement.

A copy of the computer matching
agreement between HRSA and DMDC is
available upon request to the public.
Requests should be submitted to the
address caption above or to the Health

Resources and Services Administration.
Division of Fiscal Services, Debt
Management Branch, 5600 Fishers Lane.
Rockville, MD 20857.

Set forth below is a notice of the
establishment of a computer matching
program required by paragraph 6.c. of
the Office of Management and Budget!
Guidelines on Computer Matching
published in the Federal Register at 54
FR 25818 on June 19, 19889.

The matching agreement as required
by 5 U.S.C. 552a(r) and an advance copy
of this notice was submitted on
February 18, 1992, to the Committee on
Government Operations of the House of
Representatives, the Committee on
Governmental Affairs of the Senate, and
the Administrator of the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affuirs,
Office of Management and Budget
pursuant to paragraph 4b of Appendix 1
to OMB Circular No. A-130, “Federal
Agency Responsibilities for Maintaining
Records about Individuals,” dated
December 12, 1985 (50 FR 52738,
December 24, 1985). This matching
program is subject to review by OMB
and Congress and shall not become
effective until that review period has
elapsed.

Dated: February 24, 1992,

L. M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Livison
Officer, Department of Defense.

Computer Matching Program Between
the Health Resources and Services
Administration and the Defense
Manpower Data Center of the
Department of Defense for Debt
Collection

A. Participuating agencies: Participants
in this computer matching program are
the Health Resources and Services
Administration (HRSA) and the Defense
Manpower Data Center (DMDC) of the
Department of Defense (DOD). HRSA is
the source agency, i.e., the agency
disclosing the records for the purpose of
the match. DMDC is the specific
recipient or matching agency, i.e., the
agency that actually performs the
computer matching.

B. Purpose of the match: The purpose
of the match is to identify and locate
delinquent debtors who are current or
former Federal employees receiving any
Federal salary or benefit payments and -
indebted and delinquent in their
repayment of debts owed to the United
States Government under certain
programs administered by HRSA
(including health professions, student
loans, scholarships, traineeships, or
grants under Titles I1I, VII, and VIII of
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the Public Health Services Act, as
amended), so as to permit HRSA to
pursue and collect the debt by voluntary
repayments or by administrative or
salary offset procedures under the
provisions of the Debt Collection Act of
1982.

C. Authority for conducting the match:
The legal authority for conducting the
matching program is contained in the
Debt Collection Act of 1982 (Pub. L. 97~
365), 31 U.S.C. chapter 37, subchapter 1
(General) and subchapter II (Claims of
the United States Government), 31
U.S.C. 3711 Collection and Compromise,
31 U.S.C. 3716 — 3718 Administrative
Offset, 5 U.S.C. 5514 Installment
Deduction for Indebtedness (Salary
Offset); 10 U.S.C. 136, Assistant
Secretaries of Defense, Appointment
Powers and Duties; Section 206 of
Executive Order 11222; 4 CFR chapter II,
Federal Claims Collection Standards
{General Accounting Office -
Department of Justice); 5 CFR 550.1101 -
550.1108 Collection by Offset from
Indebted Government Employees
{OPM); 40 CFR part 30.

D. Records to be matched: The
systems of records maintained by the
respective agencies under the Privacy
Act of 1974, as amended, 5 U.S.C. 552a,
from which records will be disclosed for
the purpose of this computer match are
as follows:

1. This match will involve the HRSA
record system identified as 09-15-0045,
“Health Resources and Services
Administration Loan Repayment/Debt
Management Records System, HHS/
HRSA/OA", last published in the
Federal Register at 53 FR 41243 on
October 20, 1988. The HRSA file
contains information on approximately
4000 debtors.

2. The DOD will use the system of
records identified as $322.11 DLA-LZ,
“Federal Creditor Agency Debt
Collection Data Base™, last published in
the Federal Register at 52 FR 37495 on
October 7, 1987. The DMDC file contains
information on approximately ten
million active duty, retired, and Reserve
military members, current and former
Federal civilian employees.

3. Both record systems contain
appropriate routine use disclosure
provisions required by the Privacy Act
permitting the disclosure of the affected
personal information between the HRSA
and the DOD. The routine uses are
compatible with the purposes for which
the information was collected and
maintained. Moreover, there will be a
disclosure accounting maintained by

DMDC for any disclosures from the
$322.11 DLA-LZ record system.

E. Description of computer matching
program: HRSA, as the source agency,
will provide DMDC with a magnetic
tape of individuals who are indebted to
the HRSA. The tape will contain data
elements on individual debtors. DMDC,
as the recipient agency, will perform a
computer match using all nine digits of
the SSN of the HRSA file against a
DMDC computer data base. Matching
records, "hits” based on the SSN, will
produce the member's name, service or
agency, and current work or home
address. Matching records will be
returned to HRSA, HRSA will be
responsible for verifying the information
and for resolving any discrepancies or
inconsistencies on an individual basis.
HRSA will be responsible for making
the final determinations as to positive
identification, amount of indebtedness,
and recovery efforts as a result of the
match. If the debtor is employed by
another Federal agency, a request for
salary or administrative offset is issued
to the employing agency.

F. Individual notice and opportunity
to contest: It will be the responsibility of
HRSA to verify and determine whether
the data from the DMDC match are
consistent with the data from the HRSA
debtor file, and to resolve any
discrepancies or inconsistencies as to
positive identification. HRSA will
screen the initial data to verify that the
matched individual is in fact a
delinquent debtor not in a repay status.
HRSA will do this by manually
comparing the hit file with the HRSA
debtor files to verify debtor identity;
conducting independent inquiries when
necessary to resolve questionable
identities; and reviewing records of the
suspected debtor's account to confirm
that the debt is still in a non-pay status
without resolution. Any discrepancies or
inconsistencies furnished by DMDC, or
developed as the result of the match,
such as amount of indebtedness or
salaries of hits will be independently
investigated and verified by HRSA prior
to any final adverse action being taken
against the individual by HRSA. There
will be no adverse action taken based
on raw hits. Raw hit data will be
manually reviewed to ensure the
individuals identified are eligible for
salary offset.

The debtor is given an opportunity to
enter into a voluntary agreement to
repay the debt under terms agreeable to
HRSA. The debtor is given an
opportunity to inspect and copy records
related to the debt and for review of the

decision related to the debt. Requests
for copies of the records relating to the
debt shall be made no later than 10 days
from the receipt by the debtor of the
notice of indebtedness.

The debtor is entitled to a 30 day
written notification informing the debtor
of the circumstances under which the

-debt occurred, the amount owed, the

intent to collect by deduction from pay if
the amount owed is not paid in full, and
an explanation of other rights of the
debtor under the law.

The debtor is also entitled to an
opportunity for a hearing concerning the
existence or the amount of the debt, or
when a repayment schedule is
established other than by written
agreement concerning the terms of the
repayment schedule. The debtor shall be
advised that a challenge to either the
existence of the debt, the amount of the
debt, or the repayment schedule, must
be made within 30 days of receipt by the
debtor of the notice of indebtedness or
within 30 days after receipt of the
records relating to the debt, if such
records are requested by the debtor.

G. Inclusive dates of the matching
program: This computer matching
program is subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget and
Congress. If no objections are raised by
either and the mandatory 30 day public
notice period for comment has expired
for this Federal Register notice with no
significant adverse public comments in
receipt resulting in a contrary
determination, then this computer
matching program becomes effective
and the respective agencies may begin
the exchange of data 30 days after the
date of this published notice at a
mutually agreeable time and may be
repeated no more than once a year.
Under no circumstances shall the
matching program be implemented
before this 30 day public notice period
for comment has elapsed as this time
period cannot be waived. By agreement
between HRSA and DMDC, the
matching program will be in effect and
continue for 18 months with an option to
renew for 12 additional months unless
one of the parties to the agreement
advises the other by written request to
terminate or modify the agreement.

H. Address for receipt of public
comments or inquiries: Director,
Defense Privacy Office, 400' Army Navy
Drive, Room 205, Arlington, VA 22202~
2884, Telephone (703) 614-3027.

{[FR Doc. 92-4589 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING COBE 3810-01-F
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DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 5623 Switzer Building, 330 C St. SW., Bilingual education progrums have
Washington, DC, 20202, by March 20, been funded by the Federal governmen:

Office of Bilingual Education and 1992, Proposals arriving later than this for over 20 years in an effort to ensure

Minority Languages Affairs; National
Research Symposium; Call for
Proposals

AcTioN: Notice of call for propusals for
presentation at National Research
Symposium.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Education’s Office of Bilingual
Education and Minority Languages
Affairs (OBEMLA) invites proposals on
selected issues in the education of
middle and high school stadents who
are of limited English proficiency {LEP)
for its Third National Research
Symposium of LEP Student Issues to be
held in Washington, DC, August 12-14,
1992,

OBEMLA welcomes proposals that
are based on sound research and whose
findings have divect application to the
teaching and learning processes in
classrooms and their sucrounding
commuuities. There is a special inteses?
in recent educational approaches and
alternative or innovative methods that
will assist educators in enabling LEP
students to meet the MNational Education
Coals by the year 2000, specifically in:

* Curricular and materials
development;

¢ Classroom strategies;

» Subject matter areas such as
mathematics, science, and integrated
language arts;

» Teacher education, both presecvice
aad inservice; and

* Family-school collaboratinn and
inter-generational learning,

Maximum proposal length is set at
three double-spaced pages. All
proposals must include an abstract of
not more than 100 words, citations in the
text and references. Winning proposal
authors will be notified by April 24,
1992, Fifteen to twenty proposals will be
selected through peer-review.

The authors of the selected proposals
will be commissioned to write papers of
up to 40 pages for presentation at the
Third National Research Symposium on
LEP Student Issues. A $2,000 honorarium
will be paid in addition to round-trip
airfare to Washingtoen, DC, and per
diem, both at Government rates. The
Department expects that an audience of
approximately 400 researchers and
educators from across the Nation will
attend the Symposium. Final versions of
the papers must be delivered to '
OBEMLA by July 1, 1992,

ADDRESSES: Proposals should be sent o
Dr. Carmen Simich-Dudgeon, Director of
Research and Evaluation, U.S.
Department of Education, OBEMLA,

date will not be considered. Proposal
writers should include their nume,
address. telephone and fax numbers
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr, Carmen Simich-Dudgeon. Deaf aad
hearing ipaired individuals may cell
the Federal Dual Party Relay Service at
1-800-877-8339 {in the Washiagton, DG
202 area code, telephone 708-830C)
between 8 a.m. and 7 p.m., Eastern time
Dated: Pebruary 20, 1992.
Rita Esquivel,
Director. Of¥ce of Bilingual Eduia? o cond
Minvrity Languages Affaiss.
[FR Doc. 92-4574 Filed 2-27-92; A45 nm|
BLLING CODE 4000-91-M

Transitional Bilingual Education
Program; Special Alternative
Instructional Program; Proposed
{Priority for Fiscal Year 1992

AGENCY: Department of Education.

ACTION: Notice of proposed priority for
fiscal year 1992,

SUMMARY: The Secretary proposes en
absclute priority for a special
competition under two programs of the
Office of Bilingua! Education and
Minority Languages Affairs for fiscal
year (FY) 1992. The Secretary takes thus
action to assist local educational
agencies (LEAs) that have expericaced
recent major influxes of limited English
proficient {LEP) students. The priority is
intended to enable affected LEAS to
provide Transitional Bilingual Education
{TBE) and Special! Alternative
Instructional (SAl) programs for these
students.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 30, 1992.

ADDRESSES: All comments concerning
this propesed priority should be
addressed to Harry G. Logel, U.S.
Department of Education, 400 Marylaad
Avenue, SW., room 5086, Switzer
Building. Washington, DC 20202-6841.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACY:
Harry G. Logel. Telephone: {202) 732-
5715, Deaf and hearing impaired
individuals may call the Federal Dual
Party Relay Service at 1-800-877-833¢
(in the Washington, DC 202 areus code,
telephone 708-8300) between 8 a.m. snd
7 p.m., Eastern time.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Awurds
for TBE and SAI programs are made to
LEAs to provide instructional services 10
LEP children. Authority fer these
programs is in section 7021 of the
Bilingual Fdacation Act (20 U S.C. 3261).

rqual educational opportunity for all
students. In recent years, some school
districts have experienced major
influxes of LEP students &s a result of
immigration and secondary migrations

‘The Secretary is proposing a special

competition to provide these districts
with additional assistance. A district
qualilying for this competition may
apply for funds under either the TBE
the SAI program.

The Secretury will determine
eligibility for this competition on the
basis of the same criteria used for a
competition in FY 1991. An LFA is
eligible for this competition if the LEA
has had a recent major influx of LEP
students. For this purpose, a “recent
mejor influx of LEP students” means—
as it did for the FY 1991 competition—
the arrival in the LEA, within the last
two years, of at least 500 LEP students
or of a number of LEP students that
equals at least 3 percent of the LEA's
totul enroliment.

The Secretary has chosen these
criteria because they appear to be fair
indicators of whether a school district
has absorbed a sudden arrival of a
substantial number of LEP children and
is, therefore, in pasticular need of
additional assistance. These criteria,
moreover, are similar to those used ia
determining eligibility under the
Emergeacy Imwmigrant Education
Program.

The Secretary believes that the
proposed prierity will contribute
significantly to the implementation of
AMERICA 2000, the President’s strategy
for moving the Nation toward the
National Education Goals. In particular,
the priority will assist affected
communities to attain Goal 3 by helpiag
LEP students achieve competence in
English while mastering challenging
subject matter. The priority will also
assist affected communities to attain
Goal 5 by helping LEP students develop
the skills necessary to compete in a
global economy.

The Secretary will anaounce the final
priority in & notice in the Federal
Register. The final priority will be
determined by responses to this notice,
available funds, and other
considerations of the Department.
Funding of particular projects depends
on the availability of funds, the nature
of the final priority, and the quality of
the applications received. The
publication of this propesed priority
does not preclude the Secretary from
propesing additional priorities, ner does
it limit the Secretary to funding only this
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priority, subject to meeting applicable
rulemaking requirements.

Note: This notice of proposed priority does
not solicit applications. A notice inviting
applications under this competition will be
published in the Federal Register concurrent
with or following publication of the notice of
final priority. This competition will be in
addition to the regular competitions for new
TBE and SAI program grants in FY 1992.
Priority

Under 34 CFR 75.105(c)(3), the
Secretary proposes to give an absolute
preference to applications that meet the
following priority. The Secretary
proposes to fund under this competition
only applications that meet this absolute
priority:

The local educational agency (LEA)
must propose to provide bilingual
instructional services to students who
are part of both a recent and a major
influx of limited English proficient (LEP)
children into its district. To be
considered part of a recent influx, the
LEP children must have arrived in the
LEA'’s district during the two years
immediately preceding the LEA's
application to the Department for funds
under this priority. An LEA will be
determined to have received a major
influx of LEP children if it can
demonstrate that the total number of
those recently arrived LEP students is
equal to at least either 500 of those
students or 3 percent of the LEA’s total
enrollment.

Intergovernmental Review

This program is subject to the
requirements of Executive Order 12372
and the regulations in 34 CFR Part 79.
The objective of the Executive order is
to foster an intergovernmental
partnership and a strengthened
federalism by relying on processes
developed by State and local
governments for coordination and
review of proposed Federal financial
assistance.

In accordance with the order, this
document is intended to provide early
notification of the Department’s specific
plans and actions for this program.

Invitation to Comment

Interested persons are invited to
submit comments and recommendations
regarding this proposed priority.

All comments submitted in response
to this notice will be available for public
inspection, during and after the
comment period, in room 5611, Switzer
Building, 330 “C" Street, SW.,
Washington, D.C., between the hours of
8:30 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday through
Friday of each week except Federal
holidays.

Applicable Progrem Regulations
34 CFR parts 500 and 501.

Program Authority: 20 U.S.C. 3291.

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Numbers: 84.003M Transitional Bilingual
Education Program; and 84.003N Special
Alternative Instructional Program)

Dated: January 28, 1992.
Lamar Alexander,
Secretary of Education. .
[FR Doc. 92-4575 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Nuclear Weapons Complex
Reconfiguration Programmatic
Environmental impact Statement;
Announcement of Reasonabie Siting
Alternatives, Relocation of Certain
Nuclear Facilities

AGENCY: Department of Energy.

AcTION: Nuclear Weapons Complex
Reconfiguration Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement;
announcement of reasonable siting
alternatives, relocation of certain
nuclear facilities.

SUMMARY: The Department of Energy
(DOE) has evaluated five candidate
sites to determine which should be
analyzed in the Nuclear Weapons
Complex Reconfiguration Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS)
as reasonable alternatives to receive
certain functions now performed at the
Rocky Flats Plant near Denver,
Colorado, the Pantex Plant near
Amarillo, Texas, and the Y-12 Plant
near Oak Ridge, Tennessee. DOE has
determined that all five sites are
reasonable alternatives for
consideration in the PEIS. The five sites
are the Hanford Site near Richland,
Washington: the Idaho National
Engineering Laboratory near Idaho
Falls, Idaho; the Oak Ridge Reservation
near Oak Ridge, Tennessee; the Pantex
Plant near Amarillo, Texas; and the
Savannah River Site near Aiken, South
Carolina.

ADDRESSES: The addresses of the DOE
public reading rooms established for this
project are provided below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for further information on the
DOE nuclear weapons complex
reconfiguration program should be sent
to: Howard R. Canter, Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Weapons Complex
Reconfiguration Office, DP—40, room 4C~
014, U.S. Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586-2700.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 11, 1991, DOE published a
Notice of Intent (NOI} to prepare a PEIS
on reconfiguring the nuclear weapons
complex [56 FR 5590). The PEIS is being
prepared pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the
Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ)}) regulations implementing NEPA
(40 CFR parts 1500-1508), and DOE
Guidelines for compliance with NEPA
(52 FR 47662), as amended (54 FR 12474
and 55 FR 37174).

DOE has identified relocating the
plutonium recycling and manufacturing
functions now performed at the Rocky
Flats Plant as part of its preferred
alternative. DOE will also examine the
option of collocating either the nuclear
materials functions now performed at
the Pantex Plant or the uranium
processing functions now performed at
the Y-12 Plart, or both, with the
plutonium functions from Rocky Flats.

Concurrently with the NOI, the DOE
published an “Invitation for Site
Proposals, Nuclear Weapons Complex
Reconfiguration Site” (Invitation) to
solicit sites for consideration to receive
the relocated functions from the Rocky
Flats, Pantex, and Y~12 Plants. Based
upon qualifying criteria of size, electrical
power and potable water requirements,
and mission compatibility, DOE
identified the five sites listed above as
candidate sites and collected
information packages from them. No
additonal sites were proposed in
response to the Invitation.

DOE established a Site Evaluation
Panel {SEP) to assist with the
development of alternatives to be
analyzed in the PEIS. The Panel
reviewed the candidate sites and
recommended that all five qualified as
reasonable siting alternatives. DOE
plans to analyze all five in the
Reconfiguration PEIS as reasonable
siting alternatives, within the meaning
of NEPA and the CEQ regulations, to
receive the plutonium functions now
taking place at Rocky Flats and possibly
collocating the nuclear functions now
taking place at Pantex and Y-12. The
decision whether to relocate any
facilities and selection of a relocation
site (if any) will be included in a Record
of Decision (ROD) to be issued following
completion of the PEIS. .

This Notice concerns only ihe sites
which will be considered in the PEIS for
the potential relocation of the plutonium
functions currently conducted at the
Rocky Flats Plant and the potential
collocation of the nuclear functions
currently conducted a the Pantex and Y-
12 Plants. However, the PEIS will also
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consider siting alternatives for other
weapons complex functions. On
November 1, 1991, the Secretary of
Energy decided to incorporate the
environmental impact analysis for the
DOE New Preduction Reactor {NPR)
capacity proposal into the
Reconfiguration PEIS and include NPR
siting and technolegy decisions in the
Reconfiguration ROD. The draft NPR
Environmental Impact Statement, issued
in April 1991, examinred three siting
alternatives: the Hanford Site, the Idaho
National Engineering Laboratery, and
the Savannah River Site; ali of these are
on the list of sites evaluated by SEP for
relocation of the nuclear functions now
carried out at the Rocky Flats, Pantex,
and Y-12 Plants. Accordingly, for the
Hanford, Idahe, and Savannah River
sites, the PEIS will assess the effects of
collocating tritium production activities
with one or more other nuclear functions
as well as analyzing locating the tritinm
activities alone. DOE is currently
reevaluating siting options for the NPR
to determine if any other sites would be
reasonable alternatives for locating
tritium supply capacity in light of the
Secretary’s November 1, 1691,
announcement. The possibility of
relocating other weapons complex
mission elements would also be
examined in the PEIS in the interest of
further consolidating the weapons
complex.

The SEP report that evaluates the
suitability of the five sites listed above
for the relocation of the nuclear
functions currently at the Rocky ¥lats,
Pantex, and Y-12 plants has been placed
in the DOE public reading rooms {listed
below) established for the
Reconfiguration PE{S. The five site
iaformation packages that were
evaluated in the report ace also
available for review.

The fourteen public reading rooms
established for the Reconfiguration PEIS
are as follows:

DOE Public Reading Rooms
California

U.S. Department of Energy, San
Francisco Field Office, 1333
Broadway, Oakland, Califernia 84612,
(415) 273-3428.

Colorado

U.S. Department of Energy, Rocky Flats
Public Reading Room, Front Range
Comimunity College Library, 3645
West 112th Avenue, Westminster,
Colorado 800306, {303) 469-4435.

Florida

U.S. Depariment of Energy, Public
Reading Roeom, Largo Public Library,

351 East Bay Drive, Largo, Florida
34640, (813) 587-8715.

Idaho

U.S. Department of Energy, idaho Field
Office, Public Reading Room, 1776
Science Center Drive, P.O3. Box 1625,
Idaho Falls, {daho 83402, {208) 526
1191.

Hlinois

U.S. Department of Energy, Chivego
Field Office, 9800 South Cass Avenue,
Argonne, Illinois 60439, (708} 872-2010.

Missouri

U.S. Department of Energy, Public
Reading Room, Red Bridge Branch,
Mid-Continent Public Library, 11130
Locust Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64137, (816) 942-1780.

New Mexico

U.S. Department of Energy, Atbuguergque
Field Office, Pennsylvania and H
Streets, P.O. Box 5400, Kirtland Air
Force Base, New Mexico 87115, (5065)
845-5163.

Nevada

U.S. Department of Energy, Nevada
Field Office, 2753 South Highland
Drive, Las Vegas, Nevada 89193, {702}
295-1274.

Okio
Miamisburg Library, 35 South Fifth
Street, Miamisburg, Ohio 45342, Atta:

Department of Energy Public Reading
Room, {513) 866-1071.

South Carolina

U.S. Department of Energy Reading
Room, University of South Carolina,
Aiken Campus, Writing Center, 171
University Parkway, Aiken, South
Carolina 29801, (803) 648-6851.
Extension 3262,

Tennessee

U1.S. Department of Energy, Ouk Ridge
Field Office, Freedom of Information
Officer, 200 Administration Road,
Room G-209, P.0Q. Box 2001, Oak
Ridge, Ternessee 37831, {615) 576~
9344 or 576-1216.

Texas

U.S. Department of Energy Reading
Room, Lynn Library—.earning
Center, Amarillo Coliege, 2201 South
Washington Street, Amarillo. Texas
79109, (806) 371-5400.

Washington

U.S. Department of Energy, Richland
Field Office, 825 Jadwin Avenue,
Room 157, P.O. Bex 1970, Mail Stop
A1-65, Richland, Washington 99352,
{5093 376-5583.

Washington, DC

U.S. Department of Energy, ¥reedom of
Informaton Reading Room, room 1€~
190, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, {202) 586-6020.
For infermation on the availability of

specific documents and hours of

operation, please contact the reading
rooms at the telephone numbers
provided.

Issued in Washingten, DC this 24th duy of

February 1892,

Richard A. Claytor,

Assistant Secretary for Defease Programs.

{FR Doc 824655 Filed 2-27-82; 8:35 am{

BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

San Francisco Fleld Ot#ice, New
Cooperative Agreement;
Noncompetitive Award

AGENCY: U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE).

ACTION: Notice of nencompetitive
financial assistance award.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy San Francisco Field Office
announces, it is restricting eligibility for
award of DE-FG03-92 SF19168 as a
Cooperative Agreement {o the State of
Hawaii for conducting a comprehensive
energy study for the state.

DATES: The terms of this award will
commence on February 28, 1992, and
end on February 14, 1993. The total
estimated cost of the award is $685,880.

ADDRESSES: Supporting documentation
is available for public inspection upon
request at the following location: U.S.
Department of Energy, San Francisco
Field Office, 1333 Broadway, Dakland,
CA 94612,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

aria C. Hernandez of the DOE San
Francisco Field Office Contracts
Management Division, telephone {510}
273-4133.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
comprehensive energy study will be
conducted by the State of Hawaii
including an assessment of that State’s
fossil fuel strategic reserve requirements
and the most effective and efficient way
to meet those needs, the availability and
practicality of increasing the use of
native energy resources, petential
alternative fossil energy technologies
such as coal gasification which
potentially could enhance the islands’
electric and liquid fuel resources, and
potential energy efficiency measure
which can lead to demand reduction.
Within the study. a paramount
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consideration shall be accorded to
security of supply and energy security
by diversity, where appropriate.
Environmental concerns, including
waste reduction, shall alse be given
strong consideration in the report.
This announcement is made pursuant
to the Financial Assistance Rules, 10
CFR 600.7(b)(2)(i)(C}.
Joan Macrusky,
Acting Director, Contracts Management
Division.
{FR Doc. 92-4656 Filed 2~-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Secretary of Energy Advisory Board
Task Force on Economic Analysis and
Modeling Related to Energy; Open
Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub.
L. 92463, 86 Stat. 770, as amended),
notice is hereby given of the following
advisory committee task force meeting:

Name: Secretary of Energy Advisory Board
Task Force on Economic Analysis and
Modeling Related to Energy.

Date and Time: Tuesday, March 17, 1992,
8:30 a.m.-12:15 p.m.

Place: U.S. Department of Energy, Forrestal
Building—room 1E-245, 1000 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585.

Note: To obtain badge at front desk it will
be necessary to have a picture LD. (For
example, Driver's License, Passport or
Company LD.). All visitors will be escorted at
all times for security reasons.

Contact: Susan D. Heard, Designated
Federal Officer, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585, Telephone: {202)
586~3770.

Purpose: The Task Force will advise the
Department of Energy on how economic
models and tools of analysis can better be
used to address issues of energy policy by
deveioping reccmmendations to clarify
analytical needs, facilitate communication
between DOE analysts and policy makers,
and create institutions within DOE that
accumulate knowledge gained through the
policy making process.

TENTATIVE AGENDA

Tuesday, March 17, 1892

8:30 a.m.—Call to Order—Roger Noll,
Kenneth Lay.

8:45-9:15—Progress report by the subgroup on
Current and Emerging Issues—Glenn
Schleede.

9:15-9:45—Progress Report by the subgroup
on Economic Analysis and Modeling
Principles—Stephen Peck.

9:45-10—Status of commissioned papers—
David Bjornstad.

10-10:20—Break

10:20~-11:20—Discussion of the NEMS
review—Roger Noll.

11:20-11:45—Discussion of externalities study
review—David Bjornstad.

11:45-12—Discussion of preparations for the
June workshop—Roger Noll

12 p.m.—Public Comments
12:15—Adjourn

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public. The
Chairman of the Task Force is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will, in the Chairman's
judgment, facilitate the orderly conduct
of business.

Persons wishing to attend the public
meeting should provide their names and
social security numbers to {202) 586-
7092 by March 13 to arrange for visitor
passes to the Forrestal Building.

Any member of the public who wishes -

to make an oral statement pertaining to
agenda items should contact the
Designated Federal Officer at the
address or telephone number listed
above, Requests must be received
before 3 pm (E.S.T.) Friday, March 13,
1992, and reasonable provision will be
made to include the presentation during
the public comment period. It is
requested that oral presenters provide
15 copies of their statements at the time
of their presentations.

Written testimony pertaining to
agenda items may be submitted prior to
the meeiing. Written testimony must be
received by the Designated Federal
Officer at the address shown above
before 5 pm (E.S.T.) Friday, March 13,
1992, to assure it is considered by Task
Force members during the meeting.

Minutes

A transcript of the open, public
meeting will be available for public
review and copying approximately 30
days following the meeting at the Public
Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue
SW., Washington, DC, between 9 a.m.
and 4 p.m,, Monday through Friday
except Federal holidays.

Issued: Washington, DC, on February 24,
1992,

Marcia L. Morris,

Deputy Advisory Committee Management
Officer.

[FR Doc. 924657 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

having any pecuniary interest in any
“energy concern” (defined in section
601(b) of the Act).

Section 602(c) of the Act authorizes
the Secretary of Energy to waive the
requirements of section 602(a) where the
interest is a pension, insurance, or other
similarly vested interest.

Mr. Silas D. Stadler has been
appointed to the position of Director of
the Performance Assessment Division in
the Office of Nuclear Safety. As a result
of his past employment with The Detroit
Edison Company, Mr. Stadler has a
vested pension interest, within the
meaning of section 802(c) of the Act, in
the company’s Employees’ Retirement
Plan. Accordingly, I have granted Mr.
Stadler a waiver of the divestiture
requirement of section 802(a) of the Act
for the duration of his employment with
the Department with respect to this
pension interest.

In accordance with section 208, title
18, United States Code, Mr. Stadler has
been directed not to participate
personally and substantially, as a
Government employee, in any particular
matter to outcome of which could have a
direct and predictable effect upon the
The Detroit Edison Company.

Dated: February 13, 1992.

Jumes D. Watkins,
Admiral, U.S. Navy (Retired), Secretory of

Energy.
[FR Doc. 9248654 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Offtice of Fossll Energy
(FE Docket No. 91-97-NG]

Interenergy Corp.; Order Granting
Authorization To Import and Export
Natural Gas

AGeNcCY: Office of Fossil Energy,
Department of Energy.

ACTION: Naotice of an order granting

blanket authorization to import and
export natural gas.

Conduct of Employees; Walver
Pursuant to Section 602(c) of the
Department of Energy Organization
Act (Pub. L. No. 95-91)

Section 602(a) of the Department of
Energy (*"DOE"} Organization Act (Pub.
L. No. 85-91, hereinafter referred to as
the “Act") prohibits a “‘supervisory
employee” (defined in section 601(a) of
the Act) of the Department from
knowingly receiving compensation from,
holding any official relation with, or

suMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy of
the Department of Energy gives notice

‘that it has issued an order granting

Interenergy Corporation blanket
authorization to import up to 73 Bcf and
export up to 73 Bef of natural gas from
and to Canada, and any other country
with which trade in natural gas is not
prohibited, over a two-year period
commencing with the date of first import
or export.

A copy of this order is available for
inspection and copying in the Office of
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-056,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
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Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585,
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

Issued in Washington, DC, February 24,
1992.
Charles F. Vacek,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy.
[FR Doc. 924658 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

[FE Docket No. 91-90-NG)

Marathon Oil Company; Order Granting
Authorization To Export Natural Gas
To Mexico

AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy,
Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of an order granting
blanket authorization to export natural
gas.

SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy of
the Department of Energy gives notice
that it has issued an order granting
Marathon Oil Company blanket
authorization to export a total of 73 Bcf
of U.S. natural gas to Mexico over a
two-year period commencing with the
date of first delivery.

A copy of this order is available for
inspection and copying in the Office of
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-0586,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20585,
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday. except
Federal holidays.

Issued in Washington, DC, February 24,
1992,

Charles F. Vacek,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy.

{FR Doc. 924659 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

[FE Docket No. $1-99-NG)

Petro Source Corporation; Order
Granting Blanket Authorization To
Import and Export Natural Gas From
and to Canada and Mexico

AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy.
Department of Energy.

ACTION: Notice of order granting blanket
authorization to import and export
natural gas from and to Canada and
Mexico.

SUMMARY: The Office of Fossil Energy of
the Department of Energy gives notice
that it has issued an order granting Petro
Source Corporation authorization to

import from Canada and Mexico up to
100 Bcf of natural gas and export from
the United States to Canada and Mexico
up to 100 Bcf of natural gas over a two-
year period begining on the date of first
delivery. :
A copy of this order is available for
inspection and copying in the Office of
Fuels Programs Docket Room, 3F-056,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585,
(202) 586-9478. The docket room is open
between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.
Issued in Washington, DC, February 24,
1992,
Charles F. Vacek,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fuels
Programs, Office of Fossil Energy.
[FR Doc. 894680 Filed 2-27-89; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

Economic Regulatory Administration

Issuance of Revised Proposed
Remedial Order to OXY USA Inc.

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, DOE.

ACTION: Notice of issuance of revised
proposed remedial order to OXY USA
Inc. and notice of opportunity for
objection.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 10 CFR 205.192(c),
the Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) of the Department of Energy
(DOE) hereby gives notice of a Revised
Proposed Remedial Order issued to
OXY USA Inc., formerly Cities Service
Oil and Gas Corporation, successor in
interest to Cities Service Company
(collectively Cities). This Revised
Proposed Remedial Order charges Cities
with filing false monthly entitlements
reports, and circumventing the DOE's
Entitlements Program, in violation of 10
CFR 211.66(b} and (h), 211.87(j), and
205.202, with respect to 82 reciprocal
crude oil “tier trade" transactons which
Cities consummated with thirteen crude
oil resellers between October 1979 and
December 1980. The total violation
amount is $253,766,849.54, plus interest.
The impact of Cities’ conduct was
spread nationwide.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Revised Proposed Remedial Order is
issued pursuant to the remand directive
in a Remedial Order decision and order
issued to Cities by the DOE's Office of
Hearings and Appeals (OHA) on
September 30, 1988. Cities Service Oil
and Gas Corp., 17 DOE { 83,021 (1988).
In this Revised Proposed Remedial
Order, the ERA seeks restitution of the
violation amount noted above, plus

interest, in the alternative to the $263.9
million, plus interest, in restitution
ordered by the OHA in the Remedial
Order issued to Cities in 1988.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the Revised
Proposed Remedial Order may be
obtained from the DOE Freedom of
Information Reading Room, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue SW., room 1E~
190, Washington, DC 20585, (202) 586~
6020.
DATES: Within fifteen (15) days of
publication of this notice, any aggrieved
person may file a Notice of Objection
with the Office of Hearings and
Appeals, U.S. Department of Energy.
1000 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, in accordance
with 10 CFR 205.193. If a Notice of
Objection is not filed in accordance with
§ 205.193, the proposed order may be
issued as a final Remedial Order by the
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Issued in Washington, DC on the 24th day
of February 1992
Chandler L. van Orman,

Acting Administrator, Economic Regulatory
Administration.

[FR Doc. 92-4661 Filed 2-27-92; 8.45 am|
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

Office of Energy Research

Fusion Energy Advisory Committee;
Open Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public
Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770), notice is
hereby given of the following meeting:

Name: Fusion Energy Advisory Committee
(FEAC).

Date and Time: Wednesday, March 18,
1992-8:30 a.m.-5:30 p.m.; Thursday, March 19,
1992-8:30 a.m.-5 p.m.

Place: Melvin B. Gottlieb Auditorium (C-
Site), Princeton University, Plasma Physics
Laboratory, Forrestal Campus, U.S. Route #1
North, Princeton, New Jersey 08543,

Contact: Deborah Lonsdale, U.S.
Department of Energy, GTN, Office of Fusion
Energy (ER-50), Office of Energy Research,
Washington, DC 20585, Telephone: 301-903~
4941.

Purpose of the Committee: To provide
advice on a continuing basis to the
Department of Energy on the complex
scientific and technical issues that arise in
the planning, management, and
implementation of its Fusion Energy Program.

Tentative Agenda:

Wednesday, March 18, 1992

* Report from Panel #2 on the U.S. Program
after the Tokamak Fusion Test Reactor
(TFTR).

¢ Discussion of Panel #2 Report.

¢ Public Comment (10 Minute Rule).
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Thursday, March 19, 1992

* Continued Discussion of Panel #1 Report
on the International Thermonuclear
Experimental Reacter (ITER).

* Progress Report from Panel #3 on Concept
Improvements.

® Tour of Princeton Plasma Physics
Laboratory.

* Public Comment (10 Minute Rule).

Public Participation: The meeting is open
to the public. Written statements may be filed
with the Committee either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who wish to
make oral statements pertaining to agenda
items should contact: Deborah Lonsdale at
the address or telephone number listed
above. Requests must be received 5 days
prior to the meeting and reasonable provision
will be made to include the presentation on
the agenda. The Chairperson of the
Committee is empowered to conduct the
meeting in a fashion that will facilitate the
orderly conduct of business.

Transcripts: The transcript of the meeting
will be available for public review and

copying at the Freedom of Information
Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal Building,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC, between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. except Federal
holidays.

Issued at Washington, DC on February 24,
1992.
Marcia L. Morris,
Deputy Advisory Committee Management
Officer. .
{FR Doc. 92-4662 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 8450-01-M

Office of Hearings and Appeals

Cases Filed: Week of January 3
Through January 10, 1992

During the Week of January 3 through
January 10, 1992, the appeals and
applications for exception or other relief
listed in the Appendix to this Notice

were filed with the Office of Hearings
and Appeals of the Department of
Energy. Submissions inadvertently
omitted from earlier lists have also been
included.

Under DOE procedural regulations, 10
CFR part 205, any person who will be
aggrieved by the DOE action sought in
these cases may file written comments
on the application within ten days of
service of notice, as prescribed in the
procedural regulations. For purposes of
the regulations, the date of service of
notice is deemed to be the date of
publication of this Notice or the date of
receipt by an aggrieved person of acutal
notice, whichever occurs first. All such
comments shal} be filed with the Office
of Hearings and Appeals, Department of
Energy, Washington, DC 20585.

Dated: February 24, 1992,
George B. Breznay,
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals.

LiST OF CASES ReCEIVED BY THE OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS

[Week of Jan. 3 through Jan. 10, 18921

Date

Name and location of applicant

Case No.

Type of submission

Jan. 8, 1992.................. | New Dixie Oi) Corporation Roanoke Rapids, NC ............ LEE-0033

Jan. 9, 1992...................] | Texaco/City of Elgin, Washington, DC.......ccccccemeurreennc RR321-103

Jan. 10, 1992................. ARCO/Ahmad's ARCO, Atlantic Beach, FL............c...... RR304-23

Jan. 10, 1992............... ..} Jonas, Walker, Waechter, Poitevent, Camere & Den-

egre New Orleans, LA,

Jan. 10, 1992................. Texaco/Transport Service Company, Washington, DC..| RR321-104

January 10, 1992.......... Wisconsin Project on Nuclear Arms Control Washing-
ton, DC.

ceeding.
LFA-0177

LFA-0176

Exception 1o the reporting requirements. # Granted: New Dixie Oil
Corporation would not be required to file Form EIA-782B, "Re-
sallers’/Retailers' Monthly Petroleum Product Sales Report.”

Request for modification/rescission in the Texaco refund proceeding.
i Granted: The September 21, 1990 Decision and Order (Case No.
RF321-3475) issued to the Clty of Elgin would be modified regard-
ing the city's Application for Refund submitted in the Texaco refund
proceeding. !

Request for modification/rescission in the ARCO refund proceeding.
It Granted: The April 24, 1989 Dismissal Letter (Case No. RF304-
4130) issued to Ahmad’s ARCO wouid be modified regarding the
firm's Application for Refund submitted in the ARCO refund pro-

Appeal of an information request denial. If Granted: The December
12, 1991 Freedom of Information Request Denial issued by the
Strategic Petroleum Reserve Project Management Office (SPRMO)
would be rescinded, and Jones, Walker, Waechter, Poitevent,
Carrere & Danegre would receive access to all records pertaining
to the ADP Disaster Recovery Plan, Master Drawing System Plam,
Master Test Plan, Property Control System Document, Radio Com-
munications Operatirg Proceduwas, System Safety Program, Plan
System Engineeri~g Management Pian, or Technical Data Center
Management Plan.

Request for modification/rescission in the Texaco refund proceeding.
it Granted: The Decamuer 8, 1990 Decision and Order (Case Neo.
RF321-4085) issued to Transport Service Company regarding the
fim’'s Application for Refund submitted in the Texaco refund
proceeding would ba modified.

Appeal of an inforination request denial. if Granted: The Freedom
Raquest Denial issuad by the Office of Arms Control and Nonprofif-
aration Tachnology Supouort, Defense Programs, Department of
Energy would be rescinded, and Wisconsin Project on Nuclear
Arms Control would receive access to certain DOE information.

REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED

Oat Name of r7fund
@ ing/name
Received of refund Case No.
appflicant
12/17/91.........| Burger Bros. RF321-18263.
Distributing.
1/3/92 tru | Texaco Refund RF321-18259
1/10/92. Applications thru RF321-
Received. 18359.

REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED—

REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED—

Continued Continued
bato | phome o ehed e | et
ate proceeding/name neme
Received of rehnd Case Wo. Received of refund Case No.
applicant aspphicant
1/3/92thrw | Crude Oit Refund [ RF272-91200 | 1/3/92thu | GuN OW Relnd | RF300-19294
1/10/92. Applications theu RF272- 141092, Appications hew AF300-
Received, 91309. Recewed. 19400,
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REFUND APPLICATIONS RECEIVED—
Continued
Dat Naggd of r?tund
ate roceeding/name
Received P of refgnd Case No.
applicant ’
1/3/92 thru Atlantic Richfield | RF304-12670
1/10/92. Applications thru RF304-
Received. 12693.
1/6/92...........) Warren Exxon RF307-10210,
Servicenter.
1/6/92............. David Rupp AF335-62.
1/6/92. ...| Viola Holmer........... RF335-63.
1/6/92............ Russ' Super RF342-110.
Clark 100
#1797.
1/6/92............. George RF342-111.
Cernovich.
1/7/92............. Joe's Clark Super | RF342-112,
100.
1/7/92.......... Mallory’s L.P. RF340-41,
Products.
1/8/92............. Castoro GMC RF307-10211.
Truck
Company.
1/8/92............. Allan’s Clark RF342-113.
Super 100.
1/8/92............. Reed's Clark RF342-114.
Service.
1/9/92............. Barnard Oil Co., | RF340-42,
Inc.
1/9/92.....ceneue Connersville RAF342-115,
Gasoline.
1/8/92........n.u. Doug's Clark RF342-118.
Super 100.
1/9/92......c.onn. Sam's Service RF315-10180.
Station.
1/10/92........... Raukin Oil Co........ RF340-43.
1/10/92........... C.W. Heist AF340-44.
Bottied Gas
Sales.
1/10/92.......... La Gloria Oil & RF340-45,
Gas Co.
..| Cecil's Super 100..| RF342-117.
.| Cleatus RF342-118.
McPhearson.
Rjo's Clark Super | RF342-119,
100.
Ray Ondreka's RF342-120.
Super 100
Petroleum RF333-25.
Electronics, Inc.
Jobbers Buying RF333-26.
Group.
Crago & Cook RF333-27.
Enterprises, Inc.
Everdyke Oit Co...| RF333-28.

[FR Doc. 92-4663 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Issuance of Declisions and Orders
During the Week of January 6 through
January 10, 1992

During the week of January 6 through
January 10, 1992, the decisions and
orders summarized below were issued
with respect to appeals and applications
for other relief filed with the Office of
Hearings and Appeals of the
Department of Energy. The following
summary also contains a list of
submissions that were dismissed by the
Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Copies of the full text of these
decisions and orders are available in the
Public Reference Room of the Office of
Hearings and Appeals, room 1E-234,
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, DC 20585,
Monday through Friday, between the
hours of 1 p.m. and 5 p.m., except
federal holidays. They are also available
in Energy Management: Federal Energy
Guidelines, a commerically published
loose leaf reporter system.

Dated: February 24, 1992,
George B. Breznay,
Director, Office of Hearings and Appeals.

Appeals

Mark S. Boggs, 1/8/92, LFA~0171

On September 6, 1991, Mark S. Boggs
filed an Appeal from a determination
issued by the Oak Ridge Operations
Office {Oak Ridge) in response to a
request from Mr. Boggs submitted under
the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
In that detemination, Oak Ridge
released documents found to be
responsive to Mr. Boggs’ request but
which contained handwritten
corrections. Mr. Boggs appealed,
requesting “corrected” copies of the
document. The DOE found that Oak
Ridge had conducted a search
reasonably calculated to uncover the
material that Mr. Boggs requested but
that no “corrected” copies existed.
Therefore, Mr. Boggs' Appeal was
denied.

The Government Accountability Project,
1/8/92, LFA-0169

The Government Accountability
Project (GAP) filed an Appeal from a
determination issued by the Richmond
Operations Office in response to a
request from GAP submitted under the
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
GAP had sought transcripts of four
depositions taken in connection with
litigation involving alleged illegal
retaliation by Westinghouse Hanford
Company, the prime contractor at the
DOE's Hanford facility, against one of
its employees. The transcripts, which
were in the possession of Westinghouse,
had never come into possession of the
DOE. The DOE noted that the
transcripts dealt primarily with how
Westinghouse managed its internal
affairs, not with any governmental
function. Under these circumstances, the
DOE found that the transcripts did not
constitute “agency records” for FOIA
purposes, Accordingly, the Appeal was
denied.

Refund Applications

Gulf Oil Corp./Aristech Chemical Corp.,
1/10/92, RF300~10954

The DOE issued a Decision and Order
denying an Application for Refund filed
by Aristech Chemical Corporation
(Aristech) in the Gulf Oil Corporation
special refund proceeding. Aristech filed -
its refund based on its purchases of
styrene and cumene. But Aristech has
not demonstrated that these products for
which it requests a refund were covered
by any of the relevant regulations.
Accordingly, because the evidence
before us indicates that these products
are ineligible for a refund for the
purposes of this proceeding, the
Application for Refund was denied.

Gulf Oil Corp./Union Camp Corp., 1/8/
92 RF300-13647

The DOE issued a Decision and Order
concerning an Application for Refund
submitted in the Gulf Oil Corporation
special refund proceeding by Union
Camp Corporation, an end-user who
purchased Gulf products both directly
from Gulf and indirectly through a
distributor, S.W. Rawls. S.W. Rawls has
received a refund in the Gulf proceeding
under a presumption of injury. Therfore,
Union Camp’s Application for Refund
was analyzed under the same
procedures used for a direct purchaser.
The Applicant was granted a full
volumetric refund for its purchases of
71,079,983 gallons of refined products. .
The total refund granted in the Decision
is $71,791.

Murphy Qil Co./Creola Mercantile Co.,
1/10/92, RF309-1100

The DOE issued a Decision and Order
concerning the Application for Refund
filed in the Murphy Qil Company special
refund proceeding by Creola Mercantile
Company (Creola). To substantiate its
claim, Creola submitted a representative
sample of ledger sheets dated from
January 1975 to October 1975. Since
these ledger sheets indicated the dollar
amount paid each month instead of
gallons. DOE converted the purchase
amounts from dollars to gallons by
referring to the State Energy Price and
Expenditure Data Systems as compiled
by the Energy Information
Administration (EIA) of the DOE. DOE
found that the computed 1975 gallonage
was consistent with Creola’s claimed
1975 purchase volume. The OHA
concluded that Creola had sufficiently
substantiated its total claimed purchase
volume. The total refund granted in this
Decision was $198 (comprised of $139 in
pricipal and $59 in interest).

Murphy Oil Co./Crown Oil Co., Inc.
American Petroleum Developers,
Inc., 1/7/92, RF309-1156, RF309-
1157
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The DOE issued a Decision and Order  consent order period. In 1987, the
concerning two Applications for Refund  shareholders of Tomco purchased a 37%
filed in the Murphy Oil Company special interest in Trasher Oil Company Greer Steet Co.......... RD272-69790
refund proceeding by two commonly (Thrasher), Tomco's exlusive supplier Delaware RF272-77184 01/09/92
owned firms, Crown Oil Company, Inc. during the consent order period, and ad"“g‘r";"’?r'g:s'i?'

{Crown), and American Petroleum purchased a controlling interest in oo
Developers, Inc. (APD). As is customary, Trasher subsequent to Tomco's filing in | gur ol RF300-14076 01/10/92
the purchase volumes of Crown and this proceeding in 1989. In light of the Corporation/
APD were combined in order to current common ownership of the firms, Bockham Gult ef
determine their eligibility for a refund. DOE considered the firms to be Gj,’ oil
Pt

Crown documented pruchases of affiliated. In cases where the product Corporation:
15,982,187 gallons of motor gasoline and  was purchased and subsequently sold to CA. RR300-56 01/07/92
distillates during the consent order an affiliated firm, DOE has determined Quesenberry,
period. APD demonstrated that it that the purchase volumes may only be w'gc“,ersey 8 AR300-92
purchased 5,637,609 gallons of motor considered once in calculating the Sons, Inc.
gasoline and distiliates during the claimant's refund. Because Thrasher has | Guif o RF300-14001 01/06/92
consent order period. Thus, the already received a refund in this Corporation/ET
maximum basis for a refund was proceeding under the mid-level ?rrr"’s‘c at
purchases of 21,619,796 gallons of presumption of injury, the DOE Co. af:f on
refined products (15,982,187 gallons plus  determined that Tomco's submission be | Gutf oW
5,637,609 gallons). Under the procedures  denied. Corporation:
in Murphy, the firms could seek a refund -~ White & Stewart, | RF300-13659 01/08/92

urphy. 1o : Refund Applications Inc.
under the medium-range presumption of Petroteum AF300-13663
injury. Accordingly, Crown was granted The Office of Hearings and Appeals Products, Inc.
a refund of $7,405 ($5,223 principal and issued the following Decisions and F.A, Stein Oii Co...| RF300-13664
$2,182 interest). APD was granted a Orders concerning refund applications, Speedway RAF300-13668
refund of $2,612 ($1,842 principal and which are not summarized. Copies of the ::;m'eum Co.,
$770 interest). The total refund granted  full texts of the Decisions and Orders Inland Steel AF272-66565 01/08/92
is $10,017 (comprised of $7,065 in are available in the Public Reference Company.
principal and $2,952 in interest). Room of the Office of Hearings and Inland Steet Mining | RF272-66566
Shell Oil CD./TOIHCD, IHC., 1/3/92, Appeals' 'nlca:g;n§?::| RF272-60981

RF315-6513 Company.

The DOE issued a Decision and Order Le?:fcﬁﬁ;lgzmn RC272-154 01/10/92
fienymg an Apphcatlon for Refund ﬁlt.ed o Tesoro RF326-315 01/09/92
in the Shell Oil Company (Shell) special ~ Aminoil US.A,, inc.: Petroleum
refund proceeding. This Application was P°§n‘; g‘;’:"; RF139-200 01/08/92 Corp.; Minit
filed by Tomco, Inc. (Tomco), a reseller Terhune LP. Gas | RF1 Mart #1.

) ; ) 39-209
of Shell petroleum products during the Co. Te;::g ':f:/"‘"fek RF321-7039 01/06/92
consent order period. In 1987, the Wilder & Son, Inc.| RF139-210 Texaco Inc./ RF321-2812 01/07/92
shareholders of Tomco purchased a 37% ~ Atgntc Hichfield | RR304-21 01/09/92 1 "\ itomatic
interest in Trasher Oil Company Kava‘,’.;u’;h Py gub'icam;' .
1 : : ervice ef a/.
(Thrasher), Tomco's exlusive supplier Van Fleet, Inc. Texaco Inc./City of | RF321-12750 | 01/06/92
during the consent order period, and Atlantic Richfield Wauwatosa of /.
purchased a controlling interest in csggt't‘?:"e",, Gas. | AF304-5874 01/09/92 | Texaco inc./ AF321-8259 01/09/92
Thrasher subsequent to Tomco's filing in ne. Goodar Oil
this proceeding in 1889. In light of the Scott's LP. Gas, | RF304-5875 Sf’"pa"y' Inc. et
current common ownership of the firms, Inc. . .
DOE considered the firms It’o be s‘:l‘r"‘:s LP. Gas, | RF304-5876 Teai%?nl:%éxaco RF321-1415 01/06/92
affiliated. In cases where the product : etal.
Scott's L.P. Gas, | RF304-5877
was purchased and subsequently sold to nc. . Texaco Inc./Paul & | RF321-13143 01/10/92
an affiliated firm, DOE has determined ~ Scotts LP. Gas, | RF304-5678 frank's Texaco
that the purchase volumes may only be tne. Texaco Inc./Smith | RF321-18133 01/07/92
considered once in calculating the sﬁ?,t;s LP. Gas, | RF304-5879 Texaco.
claimant's refund. Because Thrasher has  atantic Richfield U"(ilfed Refining
already received a refund in this Company: ompany:
proceeding under the mid-level T'as"'j;v%eesa{g{s RF304-4504 01/07/92 Peér'zgt::\nics‘ Ine. AF333-21 01/09/92
presumption of injury, the DOE Pepsi Cola Btlg. | RF304-6574 Jobbers Buying | RF333-22
determined that Tomco's submission be Co. of Takima. Group.
denied. ‘ Noel Canning RF304-6575 CraEgo r&pﬂ Cook | RF333-23
. ! Col'p nte SaS.

Shell Oil Co./Tomco, Inc., 1/8/92, Citronelle-Mobile Everdyke Oil Co ....| RF333-24

RF315-6513 Gathering: West Covina | RF272-78771 01/09/92

. - [ p— i

The DOE issued a Decision and Order m,n&m ....... Sﬁgg% ov/oris2 &r:{mscm
denying an Application for Refund filed  D.C. Speer RF272-65181 01/08/92 | Rock Falls RF272-78850
in the Shell Oil Company (Shell) special C;mlstfvctioﬂ Co. g:;‘rgg'ntg‘w ;

: . PR ot al. strict 13.
refund proceeding. This Application was Allied Corp., Inc....... AD272-64433
filed by Tomco, Inc. (Tomco), a reseller  Fronner RD272-66378
of Shell petroleum products during the Construction Co.
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Dismiecals

The fellowing suhmissions were
dismissed:

Name Case No.
ABC Oil Disiribulor, Inc.... ocee.. oo, RF304-3775
AVINTR EXDIBSS evnvesevrenerersissecorenssenens RD272-64979
Bob's Texaco........ RF321-4952
Crum’s Texace Station RF321-5044
Fairfield Texaco........ RF321-4959
Haworth Oil Company....... RF300-13857
James R. & Linda L. West RF307-10206
Manning Avenue Taxaco. RF321-9614
R & A Texaco........... RAF321-9533
Stanley Wasserman RF272-83913
Sweeney's Texaco .| AF321-18058
T. L. James & Company... RD272-64814
Tascosa Texaco ........... RF321-1328
Thrittway Campany .........cooeorsseeens| LEE-0C15

{FR Doc. 92-4664 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 &)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

{Docket No. FA85-71-006 |

Central tlliinois Public Service Co.;
Order on Remand Directing
Surcharges and Interpretative Ruie on
Fuel Adjustment Clause Reguiation
and Accounts 151 and 518

Isaued Febraury 20, 18262,

Before Commissicoers: Martin L. Allday.
Cheirman; Charies A. Trabandt, Elizabeth
Anve Moler, ferry J. Langdon and Braanko
Terzic.

This case is on remand from the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Seventh Circuit.*

Background

Before the Commission in this case is
the treatment of the proceeds of a
settlerent between Central Iilinois
Public Service Company {Central
Illinois) and Corsolidation Coal
Company (Censol). The settlement was
the resuli of a lawsuit filed by Central
Iliinois against Consol. Central Ilinois
alleged that Consol failed to deliver the
contract-required quantity of coal, failed
to deliver coal with the requisite BTU
content, and defrauded Central Illinois
by tampering with coal samples which
were being used to determine the quality
of Consol's coal deliveries. Central
Ilinois sought to recover approximately
$90.4 million in damages from Consol for
increased coal costs due to fraud, costs
for purchasing settlement coal,
increased maintenance costs, lost
generation costs, and increased

! Centrat Minois Public Service Cowpany v.
EFRC, 841 F.2d 822 {7th Cir. 1991).

financing costs. Central Illinois also
sought to terminate the coa) contract.?

After four weeks of trial, Central
litinois and Consol reached a setilement
which required Consol to pay Central
[!tinois $25 millien. Central Iilinois
apporticred $7 million of the settlemeni
proceeds and any interest to the
shareholders, and $18 million to the
ratepayers through the fuel adjustment
clause as a credit to the cost of fuel.

This issue was brought before the
Commission following an audit of
Central [llinois by the Commission’s
audit staff. Central lilinois requested
that the matter be resolved after
evidentiary hearing pursuant to part 41
of the Commission’s regulations.®
Following an evidentiary hearing, the
presiding judge found that Ceatral
llinois’ disposition of the settlement
proceeds was unreasonable. The judge
concluded that, in the first instance, all
of the settlement proceeds should have
been distributed to ratepayers.
However, he also concluded that
Cenrtral lllinois should be permitted to
net litigation expenses against the
setidlement proceeds, and thus refund
only the net settiement proceeds.*

In Opinion No. 309, the Commission
affirmed the presiding judge’s ruling that
Central Illinois’ disposition of the
seitlement proceeds was unreasonable.
The Commission agreed with the judge
that the ratepayers should receive all of
the settlement proceeds from the fuel
supplier as reimbursement for damages
the cost of which were flowed through
the fuel adjustment clause and borne by
the ratepayers.® However, the
Commission reversed the judge's
decision to allow Central Illinois to
recover its litigation costs through the
fuel adjustment clause absent
Commission authorization.”

In Opinion No. 309-A,8 the
Commission granted rehearing on the
limited issue of the releases executed by
the Municipal Intervenors ® and

& Consol counterclaimed against Central Illinos
for breach of contract and wrongful cancellation.
Comnsol sought to recover damages totaling
approximately $130 million on its counterclaim and
a permanent injunction requiring Central Illinois to
continue purchesing coal from Consol for the
Central illinois Coffeen facility.

# 18 CFR part 41,

4 Central Illiinois Public Service Company, 40
FERC { 63,016 (1987).

6 Central Ilinois Public Service Company,
Opinion No. 308, 44 FFRC { 61,191 (1988).

8 Id. at 61,688,

7 Id. at 61,688-88,

® Central [llinois Public Secvice Compaay.
Opirion No. 308-A, 47 PERC § 61,043 (1989).

9 The following Itlinois municipalities comprise
the Municipal Intervenors: the Cities of Flora,

Bushnell, Cairo, Carmi, Casey. Marshall, Metropolis.

Newtcn, and Roodhouse, and the Villages of
thany, Greenup, and Rantoul. During the course

determined that the Municipal
Intervenors’ releases against Central
{llinois should be recognized and given
effect. As a consequences, the
Commission found that the Municipal
Intervenors were not entitled to any
additional refunds beyond those already
voluntarily made by Central Iilinois to
them.*© Otherwise, the Commission
reaffirmed its earlier findings.!!

In Opinion No. 309-B,'2 the
Commission denied the Municipal
Intervenors’ request for rehearing. and
reaffirmed that the Municipal
Intervenors were not entitled to
additional refunds.*?

Oan appeal, the court considered three
issues: (1) Whether the Commission
properly found that the plain language of
the releases between Central Illinois
and the Municipal Intervenors precluded
the Municipal Intervenors from sharing
in any additional refunds; (2) whether
the Commission properly found that
Central lllinois’ distribution of the
settlement proceeds (with
approximately $18 million distributed to
ratepayers and approximately $7 million
distributed to shareholders) was
unreasonable; and (3) whether Central
Illinois was entitled to deduct its
litigation expenses from the settlement
proceeds refunded.!+

The court found that the Commission
properly determined that the releases,
by their very language, cover the monies
at issue in this case. The court affirmed
the Commission’s ruling, stating that the
Municipal Intervenors would not be
permitted now to deny the plain
meening of the releases they executed
and accordingly they were not entitled
to any additional refunds.

The court found that there was no
record evidence supporting the
Commission’s disposition of the

settlement proceeds, and that the record

evidence supported Central Illinois’
disposition of the settlement proceeds.
Accordingly, the court reversed the
Commission on the distribution of the
settlement proceeds and concluded that
Central lllinois’ distribution of the
settlement proceeds was fair and
reasonable.18

of the proceeding, the Citizs of Newton aad
Bushnell withdrew from the proceeding.

8¢ 47 FERC at 61,123.

8t [d, at 61,124-25,

12 Central Illinois Fublic Service Co., Opinion No
409-B, 48 FERC { 61,006 {1989).

13 /d, at 61,033-34, o

*4 941 F.2d at 627,

s Id. at 831.

8 Id. at 827,50,
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The court determined that on the facts
of this case, including that there was no
evidence that Central Illinois’ failure to
seek prior Commission approval was
anything more than an inadvertent
oversight, the Commission should have
allowed Central Illinois to recover its
litigation expenses prior to the
distribution of the settlement proceeds.
Accordingly, the court directed the
Commission to permit Central Illinois to
recoup its litigation expenses from the
settlement proceeds.!?

Discussion

Pursuant to our opinions in this
proceeding, Central lllinois has already
refunded additional monies to its
customers. Accordingly, eonsistent with
the court's findings and directives, we
will permit Central Illinois to surcharge
the relevant customers for the amounts
previously refunded to them pursuant to
the Commission’s Opinion Nos. 309, 309-
A, and 309-B, with interest pursuant to
18 CFR 35.19a (1991) for the period from
the date of the refund until the date of
payment of the surcharge.!8

Interpretive Rule on Fuel Adjustment
Clause Regulation and Accounts 151 and
518

Section 35.14(a)(2)(i) of the
Commission’s regulations, 18 CFR
35.14(a)(2)(i), provides that what a utility
may recover in its fuel adjustment
clause is: “{F)ossil and nuclear fuel
consumed in the utility's own plants and
the utility’s share of fossil and nuclear
fuel consumed in jointly owned or
leased plants.” t?

Section 35.14(a)(6) of the
Commission’s regulations, 18 CFR
35.14(a)(6). further specifies that the cost
of the fossil fuel consumed that may be
included in the fuel adjustment clause:
“Shall include no items other than those
listed in Account 151 of the Uniform
System of Accounts for Public Utilities
and Licensees.” Account 151, in turn,
states:

This account shall include the book cost of
fuel on Kand.

Items

1. Invoice price of fuel less any cash or
other discounts.

2. Freight, switching, demurrage and other
transportation charges, not including,
however, any charges for unloading from the
shipping medium.

17 [d. at 630.

V8 Central lilinois shall afford the customers the
option to pay their surcharge amounts in either a
lump sum or in equal installments over 12 months.

19 The Commission’s fuel adjustment clause
regulation also permits recovery of “(i}he actual
identifiable fossil and nuclear fuel costs™ associated
with certain energy purchases. 18 CFR 35.14(a){2){ii).

3. Excise taxes, purchasing agents’
commigsions, insurance and other expenses
directly assignable to cost of fuel.

4. Operating, maintenance and
depreciation expenses and ad valorem taxes
on utility-owned transportation equipment
used to transport fuel from the point of
acquisition to the unloading point.

5. Lease or rental costs of transportation
equipment used to transport fuel from the
point of acquisition to the unloading point.

18 CFR part 101, Account 151.

Section 35.14(a)(6) of the
Commission’s regulations, 18 CFR
35.14{a}(6) further specifies that the cost
of nuclear fuel that may be included in
the fuel adjustment clauge: “Shall be
that as shown in Account 518 * * *.
Account 518, in turn, states:

A. This account shall be debited and
account 120.5, Accumulated Provision for
Amortization of Nuclear Fuel Assemblies,
credited for the amortization of the net cost
of nuclear fuel assemblies used in the
production of energy. The net cost of nuclear
fuel assemblies subject to amortization shall
be the cost of nuclear fuel assemblies plus or
less the expected net salvage of uranium,
plutonium, and other byproducts and
unburned fuel. The utility shall adopt the
necessary procedures to assure that charges
to this account are distributed according to
the thermal energy products in such periods.

B. This account shall also include the costs
involved when fuel is leased.

C. This account shall also include the cost
of other fuels, used for ancillary steam
facilities, including superheat.

D. This account shall be debited or credited
as appropriate for significant changes in the
amounts estimated as the net salvage value
of uranium, plutonium, and other by products
contained in account 157, Nuclear Materials
Held for Sale and the amount realized upon
the final disposition of the materials.
Significant declines in the estimated
realizable value of items carried in account
157 may be recognized at the time of market
price declines by charging this account and
crediting account 157. When the declining
change occurs while the fuel is recorded in
account 120.3, Nuclear Fuel Assemblies in
Reactor, the effect shall be amortized over
the remaining life of the fuel.

18 CFR part 101, Account 518.

As the Central Illinois Public Service
company proceeding discussed above
illustrates, questions have been raised
as to whether litigation expenses are
properly included in Account 151 (and,
by implication, in Account 518) and
recovered through the fuel adjustment
clause. Likewise, questions have been
raised as to whether auditing fees and
administrative and general expenses are
properly included in Account 151 (and,
by implication, in Account 518) and
recovered through the fuel adjustment
clause.20

39 [n addition to the Central [llinois Public Service
Company proceeding involving litigation expenses

We note that our fuel adjustment
clause regulation, Account 151, and
Account 518 are narrowly drawn, and
that we have long had a policy—which
has been upheld in the courts—of strict
construction of the fuel adjustment
clause regulation and Account 151 (and,
by implication, Account 518).2! We also
note that litigation expenses, auditing
fees, and administrative and general
expenses, are not listed in the fuel
adjustment clause regulation, Account
151, or Account 518.

Accordingly, in order to resolve any
ambiguity that may exist as to the future
treatment of litigation expenses,
auditing fees, and administrative and
general expenses, in light of the express
language of these various regulations
and accounts and in light of our
longstanding policy of strict
construction, we clarify that, effective
upon publication in the Federal Register,
litigation expenses, auditing fees, and
administrative and general expenses are
not properly included in Accounts 151
and 518 and also are not, absent prior
waiver by the Commission, properly
recoverable through a fuel adjustment
clause.??

discussed above, the inclusion and recovery of
litigation expenses, auditing fees, and
administrative and general expenses have also been
addressed in Indianapolis Power & Light Company,
Opinion No. 328, 48 FERC { 61,040 at 61,200-03
(1989) (litigation expenses and auditing fees) and
Minnesota Power & Light Company, 39 FERC

{ 61,192 at 61,707-08, reh’g denied, 40 FERC § 61,042
(1987), aff"d in part and remanded in part, 852 F.2d
1070, 1072~74 {8th Cir. 1988), order on remand, 45
FERC { 61,369 at 62,157-58 (1988) (litigation
expenses and administrative and general expenses).

21 See, e.g.. Cities and Villages of Bangor, et al. v.
FERC, 922 F.2d 861, 862 (D.C. Cir. 1991) (citing
Hlinois Power Company, infra, and Commission’s
policy of strict construction approvingly); Minnesota
Power & Light Company v. FERC, 852 F.2d 1070,
1072-73 (8th Cir. 1988}); Illinois Power Company, 52
FERC { 61,162 at 61,622-23 (1990).

32 We do not mean to imply by our addressing in
this interpretive rule only litigation expenses,
auditing fees, and administrative and general
expenses that other expenses not properly included
in Accounts 151 and 518 or not properly recoverable
through the fuel adjustment clause are now
includable or recoverable.

In addition, we emphasize agein—as we have
emphasized repeatedly in the past—that, if
questions exist as to whether a cost (or refund
amount} is properly includeble in Account 151 or
518 or properly included in a fuel adjustment clause,
the appropriate course of action is to seek a
determination by either the Commission or the
Chief Accountant. See 18 CFR 385.207{a)(2) (1991)
(requests for declaratory order); 18 CFR part 101,
General Instruction 5 (1991) (submission of
questions of doubtful interpretation); 18 CFR
375.303(a) (1991) {(Chief Accovntant authorized 0
issue interpretation); see also, e.g, Guif Power
Company, 55 FERC { 61,352 at 62,043 & n.23 {1991 ):
52 FERC at 61,623-24 & nn.17-18.
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The Commission Orders: (A} Within
45 days of the date of this order, Central
Illinois may surcharge the customers
amounts previously refunded in these
proceedings, as discussed in the body of
this order.

(B) The Secretary shall promptly
publish a copy of this order in the
Federal Register.

By the Commission.
Lois D. Cashell,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 92-4591 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

{Docket No. GP92~7-000]

Pike County Citizens for Justice v.
Ashland Exploration, Inc., a Subsidiary
of Ashland Ol, Inc.; Change In
Intervention and Protest Deadline

February 21, 19892.

Tuke notice that the deadline for filing
motions or notices to intervene or
protests in the captioned proceeding has
been changed to March 2, 1992. (57 FR
6106, February 20, 1992).

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 824592 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

{Docket No. QF87-617-001]

Keystone Energy Service Co., L.P. and
Keystone Urban Renewal Limited
Partnership; Amendment to Filing

February 21, 1992.

On February 18, 1992, Keystone
Energy Service Company, L.P. and
Keystone Urban Renewal Limited
Partnership tendered for filing an
amendment to its filing in this docket.

The amendment provides additional
information periaining to the ownership
structure and clarifies certain technical
information. No determination has been
made that the submittal constituies a
complete filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or
objecting to the granting of qualifying
status should file a motion to intervene
or protest with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with rules 211 and
214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure. All such
motions or protests must be filed by
March 11, 1992, and must be served on
the Applicant. Protests will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
must file a petition to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretury.

{FR Doc. 92-4590 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE ¢717-01-M

[Project No. 2515; West Virginia]

Potomac Edison Co.; Soliciting
Applications

February 21, 1992.

On December 14, 1988, Potomac
Edison Company, the existing licensee
for the Harpers Ferry Hydroelectric
Project No. 2515, filed a notice of intent
to file an application for a new license,
pursuant to section 15(b)(1) of the
Federal Power Act (Act). The original
license for Project No. 2515 was issued
effective April 1, 1962, and expires
December 31, 1993,

The project is located on the Potomac
River in Jefferson County, West
Virginia, and Washington County,
Maryland. The principal project works
consist of: (a) An 18-foot-high, 1.700-
foot-long concrete capped log and stone
dam; (b) a 4,500-foot-long headrace
channel; (c) a powerhouse with an
installed capacity of 660 kW; (d} a
tailrace; (e) a transmission line; and (f)
appurtenant facilities.

The licensee did not file an
application for new license because it
has reached an agreement in principle
with the National Park Service (NPS)
wherein the powerhouse, land, and
operating rights will be conveyed to the
NPS.! If and when this conveyance is
complete, the NPS will assume
responsibility for the project and the
project will become nonjurisdictional.

To provide for the possibility that the
convevance to the NPS may not be
completed, and pursuant to § 16.25 of
the Commission's regulations, the
Commission is soliciting applications
from potential applicants other than the
existing licensee. This is necessary
because the deadline for filing an

! By order issued May 23, 1985, the Commissicn
approved the licensee's request to sell the project to
the NPS, but to retain ownership of the powerhouse,
the land it occupies, and the rights necessary to
operate the project.

application for new license and any
competing license applications, pursuant
to § 16.20 of the regulations, was
December 31, 1991, and no other
applications for license for this project
were filed.

Pursuant to § 16.19 of the
Commission’s regulations, the licensee
is required to make available certain
information described in § 16.7 of the
regulations. Such information is
available from the licensee at
Downsville Pike, Hagerstown,
Maryland, 21740.

A potential applicant that files ¢
notice of intent within 80 days from the
date of issuance of this notice: (1} May
apply for a license under part I of the
Act and part 4 {except § 4.38) of the
Commission's regulations within 18
months of the date on which it files its
notice; and {2) must comply with the
requirements of § 16.8 of the
Commission's regulationa.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 92-4593 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

{Project No. 2550—Wisconsin)

Wisconsin Electric Power Co.;
Soliciting Applications

February 21, 1992.

On December 19, 1988, Wisconsin
Electric Power Company, the existing
licensee for the Weyauwega
Hydroelectric Project No. 2550, filed a
notice of intent to file an application for
a new license, pursuant to section
15(b)(1) of the Federal Power Act (Act),
16 U.S.C. 808, as amended by section 4
of the Electric Consumers Protection Act
of 1986, Public Law 99-495. The original
license for Project No. 2550 was issued
effective May 1, 1965, and expires
December 31, 1993.

The project is located on the
Waupaca River in Waupaca County,
Wisconsin. The principal project works
consist of: (a) A dam which includes a
161-foot-long steel sheet pile faced earth
section and a 50-foot-wide spillway: [b)
a reservoir of 286 acres; (c) a
powerhouse with an installed capacity
of 400 kW; (d) a transmission line
connection; and {e) appurtenant
facilities.

Pursuant to § 16.20 of the
Commission’s regulations, the deadline
for filing an application for new license
and any competing license applications
was December 31, 1991. No applications
for license for this project were filed.
Therefore, pursuant to § 16.25 of the
Commission’s regulations, the
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Commission is soliciting applications
from potential applicants other than the
existing licensee.

Pursuant to § 18.19 of the
Commission’s regulations, the licensee
is required to make available certain
infermation described in § 16.7 of the
Commission's regulations. Such
information is available from the
licensee at Real Estate Department,
Public Service Building Room 452, 231
West Michigan Street, Milwaukee, WI
53201.

A potential applicant that files a
notice of intent within 90 days from the
date of issuance of this notice: (1) May
apply for a license under part I of the
Act and part 4 (except § 4.38) of the
Commission's regulations within 18
months of the date on which it files its
notice; and (2) must comply with the
requirements of § 16.8 of the
Commission’s regulations.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 924594 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER-FRL-4109-9]

Environmental impact Statements and
Regulations; Availability ot EPA
Comments

Availability of EPA cominents
prepared February 16, 1992 Through
February 14, 1992 pursuant to the
Environmental Review Process {ERP),
under section 309 of the Clean Air Act
and section 102(2){c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act &s amended.
Requests for copies of EPA comments
can be directed tc the Office of Federal
Activities at (202) 260-5076.

An explanation of the ratings assigned
to draft environmental impact
statements (EISs) was published in the
Federal Register dated April 05, 1991 (56
FR 14096).

Draft EXSs

ERP No. D-FHW-K40183-CA Rating
E02, Eastern Transportation Corridor
{ETC), Construction, CA-231 Between
the Riverside {CA-91) and Santa Ana
Freeways {I-5), Funding and Section 404
Permit, Orange County, CA.

Summary

EPA objects to the contribution to
carbon monoxide violations in the
project area and to increases in other air
pollutants. The placement of fill material
into the waters of the US will have
significant impacts, and after mitigation,

EPA expects the project to have severe
cumulative impacts to water quality,
noise levels, wildlife corridors, prime
and unique farmlands, and other natural
resources.

ERP No. D-FHW-K40184-CA Rating
EC2, CA-87/Guadalupe Parkway
‘Upgrading, between Julian Street and
US 101 in the City of San Jose, Funding
and Section 404 Permit, Santa Clara
County, CA.

Summary

EPA Eexpresses environmental
concerns for and requests more
information in the FEIS to fully assess
potential impacts to air quality, the loss
of waters of the United States due to the
placement of fill material, and potential
impacts to water quality and beneficial
uses.

ERP No. B—FHW-L40178-WA Rating
EC2, First Avenue South Bridge
Improvement, from WA-509 at South
Cloverdale Street to WA-89/East -
Marginal Way South crossing the
Duwamish River, Funding, Section 10
and 404 Permits, King County, WA.

Summary

EPA expresses environmental
concerns for the potential adverse
effects on water quality this proposed
action may cause, and requests more
information on monitoring the
effectiveness of mitigation measures and
the design features for the bridge.

ERP No. D-UAF-K11049-CA Rating
E02, Mather Air Force Base Disposal
and Reuse, Implementation, Sacramento
County, CA.

Summary

EPA expressed environmental
objections regarding potential wetlands,
air quality, ground water, hazardous
substance issues associated with base
disposal and reuse. Subsequent
environmental and decision documents
need to further address the above
environmental issues.

Dated: February 25, 1992.
William D. Dickerson,
Deputy Director, Office of Federal Activities.
{FR Doc. 914648 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

[ER-FRL-4109-8]

Environmental Impact Statements;
Avallability

_ Responsible Agency

Office of Federal Activities, General
Information (202) 268-5675 OR (202) 260
5076.

Availability of Environmental Impact
Statements Filed February 17, 1992

Through February 21, 1992, pursuant to
40 CFR 1508.9.

EIS No. 920048, FINAL EIS, AFS, CO,
KS, Pike and San Isabel National
Forests/Comanche and Cimarron
National Grasslands Oil and Gas
Exploration and Development,
Leasing, Several Counties, CO and
KS, Due: April 13, 1992, Contact: Dan
‘Bishop (719) 545-8737.

EIS Neo. 920049, FINAL EIS, SCS, NY,
Beaver Brook Watershed Flood
Control Plan, Funding and
Implemeniation, Herkimer County,
NY, Due: March 30, 1992, Contact:
Paul A. Dodd {315) 423-5521.

EIS No. 920050, FINAL EIS, SCS, KS,
Doyle Creek Watershed Protection
Plan, Funding and Implementation,
Possible 404 Permit, Arkansas-White-
Red River Basin, Harvey and Marion
Counties, KS, Due: March 30, 1992,
Contact: James N. Habiger (913).823—
4565,

EIS No. 920051, FENAL EIS, SFW, AK,
Federal ‘Subsistence Management
Program for Federal Public Lands in
Alaska, Implementation, AK, Due:
March 30, 1992, Contact: Richard S.
Pospahala (907) 786-3447.

EIS No. 920052, DRAFT SUPPLEMENT,
DOE, WA, Washington Water Power
and British Columbia Hydro 230kV
Transmission Interconnection,
Updated Information and
Modifications, Construction,
Operation and Maintenance,
Presidential Permit, Pend Oreille,
Spokane, Stevens and Lincoln
Counties, WA, Due: April 28, 1992,
Contact: Anthony J. Como {202) 586—
5935.

EIS No. 920053, DRAFT EIS, USA, Hi,
Strategic Target System Program,
Launching of nonnuclear payloads
from the Kauai Test Facility atthe
Pacific Missile Test Facility, 1sland of
Kauai; Hi, Due: April 13, 1992,
Contact:'D. R. Gallien (205) 955-3058.

EIS No. 920054, FINAL EIS, COE, NC,
Las Vegas Wash and Tributaries
(Tropicana and Flamingo Washes)
Flood Damage Reduction Plan,
Implementation and Funding, Las
Vegas Valley, Clark County, NV, Due:
March 30, 1992, Contact: Ronatd
MacDonald (213) 894-3661.

EIS No. 820055, FINAL EIS, AFS, AK,
Kelp Bay Timber Harvest Project,
Availability of Timber to the Alaska
Pulp Long-Term Timber Sale Contract,
Timber Sele and Read Construction,
implementation, Tongass National
Forest, Baran of Islands, AK, Due:
March 30, 1992, Coentact: Janis S.
Burns Buyarski {807) 747-4200.

EIS No. 920056, DRAFT SUPPLEMENT.
GSA, VA, U.S. Navy Coemmands
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Consolidation, Office Complex
Construction and Rehabilitation,
Updated Information and Site
Alternative, the City of Alexandria,
Arlington County, VA, Due: April 13,
1992, Contact: Linda L. Eastman (202)
708-5334.

Amended Notices

EIS No. 910328, DRAFT EIS, FHW, WV,
New River Parkway Construction,
from Intersection Raleigh Co., 26 and
WYV 20 near Hinton, north to [-64,
Funding Section 404 Permit, and
Possible NPDES Permit, Raleigh and
Summers Counties, WV, Due:
December 02, 1991, Contact: Billy R.
Higginbotham (304) 348-3093.
Published FR 9-20-91—Officially
Withdrawn by Preparing Agency.

EIS No. 910401, DRAFT EIS, FAA, MN,
Minneapolis-St. Paul International
Airport, Runway 4-22 Extension,
Funding, Wold-Chamberlain Field,
Hennepin County, MN, Due: April 17,
1992, Contact: Glen Orcutt (612) 725—
7221. Published FR-11-15-91—Review
period extended.
Dated: February 25, 1992.

William D. Dickerson,

Deputy Director, Office of Federal Activities.

[FR Doc. 92-4647 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

{

[FRL-4110-4]

Notice of Coke Oven Batteries
Advisory Committee Meetings

AGENCY: Environmenta! Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of March 16-17 and April
21-22 meetings.

SUMMARY: The National Emission
Standards for Coke Oven Batteries
Advisory Committee will meet again in
Washington, DC on March 16~17 and
April 21-22. On March 16 and April 21,
the meetings will start at 9:30 a.m. and
end at 8 p.m. On March 17 and April 22,
the meetings will start at 8:30 a.m. and
end at 3 p.m. All meetings will be held at
the Quality Hotel Capitol Hill,
Washington, DC.

ADDRESSES: The Committee will meet at
the Quality Hotel Capitol Hill, 425 New
Jersey Avenue NW., 20001, (202) 638
1616.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
For information on substantive matters,
please contact Amanda Agnew, Office
of Air Quality Planning and Standards,
(919) 541-5268. For information on
administrative matters, please contact
the Committee's Facilitator, Phil Harter,
at (202) 887-1033.

Dated: February 24, 1992.
Chris Kirtz,
Designated Federal Official, Coke Oven
Battery Advisory Committee.
[FR Doc. 924648 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

F & M Bancorporation; Acquisition of
Company Engaged in Permissible
Nonbanking Activities

The organization listed in this notice
has applied under § 225.23{(a)(2) or (f} of
the Board's Regulation Y (12 CFR
225.23(a){2) or (f)) for the Board’s
approval under section 4(c)(8) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to acquire or
control voting securities or assets of a
company engaged in a nonbanking
activity that ig listed in § 225.25 of
Regulation Y as closely related to
banking and permissible for bank
holding companies. Unless otherwise
noted, such activities will be conducted
throughout the United States.

The application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can “reasonably be expected
to produce benefits to the public, such
as greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that
outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons a written presentation would
not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of.
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Comments regarding the application
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of

Governors not later than March 24, 1992.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
City (John E. Yorke, Senior Vice
President) 925 Grand Avenue, Kansas
City, Missouri 64198:

1. F & M Bancorporation, Tulsa,
Oklahoma; to acquire American
Trustcorp, Inc., Tulsa, Oklahoma, and

thereby indirectly acquire Trust

Company of Oklahoma of Tulsa, Tulsa,

Oklahoma, and thereby engage in trust

company activities pursuant to §

225.25(b)(3} of the Board's Regulation Y.
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve

System, February 24, 1892,

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Associate Secretary of the Boerd.

[FR Doc. 924610 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 8210-01-F

MSB Bancorp, Inc., et al.; Formations
of; Acquisitions by; and Mergers of
Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied for the Board's approval
under section 3 of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842} and §
225.14 of the Board's Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding
company or to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the applications
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act {12
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the
Board of Governors. Any comment on
an application that requests a hearing
must include a statement of why a
written presentation would not suffice in
lieu of a hearing, identifying specifically
any questions of fact that are in dispute
and summarizing the evidence that
would be presented at a hearing,

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received not later than March
24, 1992.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of New York
(William L. Rutledge, Vice President) 33
Liberty Street, New York, New York
10045:

1. MSB Bancorp, Inc., Middletown,
New York; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of the
voting shares of Middletown Savings
Bank, Middletown, New York.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond
(Lloyd W. Bostian, Jr., Senior Vice
President) 701 East Byrd Street,
Richmond, Virginia 23261:

1. Peoples Bancorporation, Inc.,

- Easley, South Carolina; to become a

bank holding company by acquiring 100
percent of the voting shares of The



Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 40 / Friday, February 28, 1992 / Notices

6831

Peaples National Bank, Easley, South
Carolina.

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Robert E. Heck, Vice President) 104
Marietita Street, NW., Atlanta, Georgia
30303:

1. Niota Bancshares, Inc., Niota,
Tennessee; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 97.95 percent of
the voting shares of Bank of Niota.
Niota, Tennessee.

D. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166:

1. Union Planters Corporation,
Memphis, Tennessee, and Union
Plaaters - SBI Acquisition Company,
Memphis, Tennessee; to acquire 100
percent of the voting shares of
Southeastern Bancshares, Inc.,
Alexandria, Tennessee, and thereby
indirectly acquire DeKalb County Bank
& Trust Company, Alexandria,
Tennessee. In connection with this
application, Union Planters - SBI
Acquisition Company has also applied
to become a bank holding company.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 24, 1992,

Jeanifer j. Johnson,

Associate Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 92-4611 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

NBD Bancorp, inc,, et al.; Formations
of, Acquisitions by, and Mergers of
Bank Holding Companies; and
Acquisitions of Nonbanking
Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied under § 225.14 of the
Board's Regulation Y {12 CFR 225.14) for
the Board’s approval under section 3 of
the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842) to become a bank holding
company ‘orte acquire voting securities
of a bank or bank holding company. The
listed companies have also applied
under § 225.23(a)(2) of Regulation Y {12
CFR 225.23(a)(2})) for the Board's
approval under section 4(c)(8) of the
Bank Helding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1843(c)(8}) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a}) to acquire or
control voting securities or assets of a
company engaged in a nonbanking
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of
Regulation Y as closely related to
banking and permissible for bank
helding companies, or to engage in such
an activity. Unless otherwise noted,
these activities will be conducted
throughout the United States.

The applications are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the

application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can “reasonably be expected
to produce benefits to the public, such
as greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that
outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reascns a written presentation would
ot suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Covernors not later than March 24, 1992.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
{David S. Epstein, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, lllinois
60690:

1. NBD Bancorp, Inc., and NBD
Indiana, Inc., both of Detroit, Michigan:
to acquire 100 percent of the voting
shares of Summcorp, Fort Wayne,
Indiana, and thereby indirectly acquire
Summit Bank, Fort Wayne, Indiana;
Summit Bank of Clinton County,
Frankfort, Indiana; Summit Bank of
Indianapolis, Indianapolis, Indiana:
Summit Bank of Marion, Marion,
Indiana; and Summit Bank of Muncie,
Muncie, Indiana; and 14.84 percent of
the voting shares of Decatur Financial
Inc., Decatur, Indiana, and thereby
indirectly acquire Decatur Bank & Trust
Company, Decatur, Indiana.

In connection with this application,
Applicants also propose to consolidate
Summcorp Financial Services, Inc., Fort
Wayne, Indiana, into their subsidiary,
NBD Securities, Inc., and thereby engage
in disceunt brekerage services pursuant
to § 225.25(b)(15) of the Board's
Regulation Y.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 24, 1992,
Jenaifer J. Johnson,
Associate Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 92~4612 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE $210-01-F

Norman Ashley Bancstock Voting
Trust, et al.; Change in Bank Control
Notices; Acquisitions of Shares of

Banks or Bank Holding Companies

The notificants listed below have
applied under the Change in Bank
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and §
225.41 of the Board's Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting-on the notices are
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1817(i)(7)).

The notices are available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the

* notices have been accepted for

processing, they will alse be available
for inspection at the offices of the Board
of Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
Reserve Bank indicated for that notice
or to the offices of the Board of
Governors. Comments must be received
not later than March 20, 1982,

A. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
{Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166:

1. Norman Ashley Bancstock Voting
Trust, Crossett, Arkansas; to acquire
50.66 percent of the voting shares of
Ashley Bancstock Company, Crossett,
Arkansas, and thereby indirectly
acquire First National Bank of Crossett,
Crossett, Arkansas.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas (W.
Arthur Tribble, Vice President) 400
South Akard Street, Dallas, Texas 75222:

1. Milford Nelson Bostick, Waco,
Texas; to acquire an additional 22.11
percent of the voting shares of American
National Bancshares, Inc., Waco, Texas,
for a total of 30.84 percent, and thereby
indirectly acquire American Bank, N.A.,
Waco, Texas.

- 2. Elk Trust, James P. Leake, Dallas,
Texas; to acquire 80.74 percent of the
voting shares of Bandera Bancshares,
Inc., Bandera, Texas, and thereby
indirectly acquire Bandera Bank,
Bandera, Texas.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, February 24, 1902.

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Associate Secretary of the Board,

[FR Doc. 92-4608 Filed 2-27-02; 8:45 am!
BILLING CODE §210-01-F
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Disease Control

Clinical Laboratory Improvement
Adv!sory Committee; Establishment

ACTiON: Establishment of Clinical
Laboratory Improvement Advisory
Committee.

Pursuant to Federal Advisory
Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. appendix 2, the
Centers for Disease Control announces
the establishment by the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, on
February 19, 1992, of the following
Federal advisory committee:

DESIGNATION: Clincial Leboratory
Improvement Advisory Committee.

PURPOSE: This committee will provide
scientific and technical advice and
guidance to the Secretary and the
Assistant Secretary for Health regarding
the need for, and the nature of, revisions
to the standards under which clinical
laboratories are regulated; the impact on
medical and laboratory practice of
proposed revisions to the standards; and
the modification of the standards to
accommodate technological advances.

Authority for this committee will
expire February 19, 1994, unless the
Secretary of Health and Human
Services, with the concurrence of the
Committee Management Secretariat,
General Services Administration,
formally determines that continuance is
in the public interest.

Dated: February 24, 1992,
Elvin Hilyer,
Associate Director for Policy Coordination,
Centers for Disease Control.
[FR Doc. 924597 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-18-M

Food and Drug Administration

Consumer Particlpation; Open Meeting

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
following district consumer exchange
meeting: Boxton District Office, chaired
by Edward McDonnell, District Director.
The topic to be discussed is food
labeling reform.

DATES: Monday, March 18, 1992, 10 a.m.
to 11:30 a.m. ‘
ADDRESSES: The Chamber of the

Assembly of Delegates, First District
Courthouse, Barnstable County

Complex, Rte. 6A, Barnstable Village,
MA 02630.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Paula Fairfield, Public Affairs Specialist,
Food and Drug Administration, One
Montvale Ave., Stoneham, MA 02180,
617-279-1479.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this meeting is to encourage
dialogue between consumers and FDA
officials, to identify and set priorities for
current and future health concerns, to
enhance relationships between local
consumers and FDA's district offices,
and to contribute to the agency's
policymaking decisions on vital issues.
Dated: Februery 25, 1992.
Michael R. Taylor,
Deputy Commissioner for Policy.
|FR Doc. 92-4665 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

investigational New Drugs; Procedure
To Monitor Clinical Hoid Process;
Meeting of Review Committee and
Request for Submissions

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration,
HHS.

ACTION: Notice.

SuMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is asking
interested drug companies to submit the

name and number of any investigaiional

new drug (IND) trial placed on clinical
hold during fiscal years 1991 and 1992
which the drug companies want
reviewed by the committee that
periodically reviews selected clinical
holds of the Center for Drug Evaluation
and Research (CDER). FDA imposes
clinical holds on drug studies when it
believes it necessary to protect the
welfare of clinical subjects. Submission
should be made to the Chief Mediator
and Ombudsman to ensure the
confidentiality of the request.

DATES: The meeting will be held in
March. Drug companies may submit
requests for the March meeting before
March 16, 1992.

ADDRESSES: Submit clinical hold review °

requests to Amanda B. Pedersen, FDA
Chief Mediator and Ombudsman, Office
of the Commissioner (HF-7), Food and
Drug Administration, rm. 14-84, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301~
443-1308.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Center for Drug Evaluation and
Research (HFD-362), Food and Drug
Administration, 7500 Standish PL.,
Rockville, MD 20855, 301-295-8048.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is
announcing the second in a series of

meetings of the commitiee that reviews
the clinical holds that CDER has placed
on certain IND trials. If FDA determines
that a proposed or ongoing study may
pose significant risks for human
subjects, or, for phase 2 or 3 studies, is
otherwise seriously deficient, it may
impose a clinical hold on a study. FDA
is asking interested drug comparnies to
submit to the commiitee for their review
the name and number of any IND placed
on clinical hold during {iscal years 1991
and 1992 that the drug companies want
the committee to review.

The clinical hold is FDA’s primary
mechanism for protecting subjects who
are involved in IND trials. A elinical
hold is an order that FDA issies to a
sponsor to delay a proposed
investigation or to suspend an ongoing
investigation. The clinical hold may be
placed on one or more of the
investigations covered by an IND, When
a proposed study is placed on clinical
hold, subjects may not be given the
investigational drug as part of that
study. When an ongoing study is placed
on clinical hold, no new subjects may be
recruited to the study and placed on the
investigational drug, and patients
already in the study should stop
receiving therapy inveolving the
investigational drug un'ess FDA
specifically permits it.

In the Federal Register of October 2,
1991 (56 FR 49894}, the agency published
a notice announcing the establishment
of an experimental procedure for
reviewing clinical holds. The notice
described the IND regulations and the
provisions governing clinical holds. The
notice also described some concerns
which IND sponsors have expressed
concerning the reasons for imposition of
clinical holds.

The procedure involved the creation

‘of a committee composed of senior

agency officials to review the process by
which clinical holds are imposed. Under
the procedure, the committee reviews a
number of clinical holds at each of its
regularly scheduled meetings. The Chief
Mediator and Ombudsman develops the
list of clinical holds to be reviewed.
Some are selected randomly from
CDER’S management information
system, but others are submitted by IND
sponsors. The committee process neither
replaces, nor prevents firms from using,
the dispute resolution procedures
described in the IND regulations (see 21
CFR 312.48).

“The committee held a pilot meeting in
August 1991 and a meeting in November
1991. The March meeting will be the
second regular meeting of the
committee.

/
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The meetings of the review committee
are closed to the public because
committee discussions deal with
confidential commercial information.
Summaries of the committee
deliberations, excluding privileged
commercial information, are available
from the Chief Mediator and
Ombudsman. If the status of a clinical
hold changes following the committee's
review, the appropriate division will
notify the sponsor.

FDA invites drug companies to submit
to the FDA Chief Mediator and
Ombudsman the name and number of
any IND that was placed on clinical
hold in fiscal year 1991 or 1992 that they
want the committee to review at its
March meeting. Submissions should be
made by March 16, 1992, to Amanda B.
Pedersen, FDA Chief mediator and
Ombudsman (address above).

Dated: February 24, 1992.
Michae! R. Taylor,
Deputy Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc. 924601 Filed 2-27-92: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

Public Health Service

Agency Forms Submitted to the Office
of Management and Budget for
Clearance

Each Friday the Public Health Service
(PHS) publishes a list of information
collection packages it has submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget
{OMB,) for clearance in compliance with
the Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
chapter 35). The following requests have
been submitted to OMB since the list
was last published on Friday, February
7,1992,

(Call PHS Reports Clearance Officer on
202-245-2100 for copies of package)

1. Assessment of Seroprevalence and
Risk Factors for Hepatitis B Virus
Infection Among Public Safety
Workers—New-—This request is for a 3-
year approval to collect blood
specimens and questionnaire responses
from public safety workers such as
firefighters, police, and prison guards in
order to study the occupational risk of
hepatitis B virus (HPV) infection. The
results of the proposed study will assist
in identification of workers who are at
occupational risk of HIV infection.
Respondents: Individual or households.
Number of Respondents: 4,500; Number
of Responses per Respondent: 1;
Average Burden per Response: .254
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 1,142.

2. National AIDS Hotline Survey of
Callers—New-—The hotline is intended

to serve populations at increased risk of
infection as well as geographical areas
in which other sources of information
are not readily available, e.g., rural
communities. CDC is requesting
clearance to gather information in order
to manage the hotline more effectively
and assess the impact of selected CDC
public information programs.
Respondents: Individuals or households;
Number of Respondents 19,000; Number
of Responses per Respondent: 1;
Average Burden per Response: .019
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 367.

3. Health Education Assistance Loan
(HEAL) Program—Forms—0915-0034—
The forms are needed for lenders to
make application to the HEAL insurance

program, to report accurately and timely .

on loan actions, including transfer of
loans to a secondary agent, and to
establish the repayment status of
borrowers. These reports assist DHHS
in diligent administration of the HEAL
program which protects the
Government's financial interest.
Respondents: Individuals or households,
Businesses or other for-profit, Non-profit
institutions.

Number
. [
Title respond- spopt:es ‘r’:
: ents respond- | sponse
ent
Lender 66 11.13 br.
Application
HRSA Form
504.
Lenders Manifest 31 141 | .08 hr.
HRSA 505.
Loan Transfer €6 123 | 17 hr.
Statement
HRSA 507.
Borrower Status 10,582 1197 hr.
HRSA Form
508 (Borrower).
Borrower Status 6,560 1.6 .08 hr.
HRSA Form .
508
(Employer).

Estimated Total Annual Burden—
4,368 hours.

4. National Health Service Corps Loan
Repayment Program and the NHSC
State Loan Repayment Program (42 CFR
Part 62)—0915-0127)—Health
professionals applying to the National
Health Service Corps (NHSC) Loan
Repayment Program (LRP) provide
information needed to determine
eligibility. NHSC/LRP participants
provide information on training status in
compliance with program requirements.
States applying to the NHSC State LRP
provide information needed to
determine eligibility. Respondents:
Individuals or households, State or local

governments, Businesses or other for-
profit.

Num'ber A o
[ vera
N“'&b“ re- butdegn
Title respond- sp:r;rses ‘::
ents respond- | sponse
ont
NHSC/LRP 1000 1115 s,
Application.
Lender's 1600 1].25hrs.
Confirmation
of Loan, i
Training 1 1]1br
Documentation
62.26(b)(2).
State Loan
Repayment
Program 62.54
Application !

! gurden carried with application OMB No. 0937-
89. :

Estimated Total Annual Burden—
1901.

5. Hanford Thyroid Disease Study—
Pilot Phase—New—An epidemiologic
study will be conducted by the Centers
for Disease Control to determine
whether thyroid disease is increased
among persons exposed as young
children to radioactive iodine released
from the Hanford Nuclear Site. The
current data collection is a feasibility
study to test procedures and determine
actual levels of exposure. Respondents:
Individuals or households; Number of
Respondents; 2020; Number of
Responses Per Respondent: 2.56;
Average Burden Per Response: .557
hours; Estimated Annual Burden: 2887
hours.

6. A Study of Caregiving and
Dementia, Honolulu Heart Program
Cohort—New—The purpose of the
project is to describe predictors and
outcomes of caregiver burden and
quality of life in caregivers and elderly
men with dementia. Standard
questionnaires will be used in an
interview format to obtain information
from caregivers and control group.
Respondents: Individuals or households;
Number of Respondents 400; Number of
Responses per Respondent: 1.94;
Average Burden per Response: .5 hours;
Estimated Annual Burden: 388 hours.

7. Color Additive Certification (21
CFR part 80, subpart B)—0910-0216—
This information is required by FDA to
respond to requests for “Color
Certification” of color additives and:
their lakes as required by Section 706 of
the Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act and 21
CFR part 80. The activity includes
chemical analysis for batch composition
of a representative sample to insure
compliance with applicable
specifications and issuance of a
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certificate with an assigned certification
lot number. Respondents are any
persens requesting certification of a
manufactured batch of color additive.
Respondents: Businesses or other for-
profit; Small businesses or
organizations.

Number
Number of
Title ot
ents

re- Average
sponses | burden per

per response
respond-

ent

Reporting:
Request 28 146
for
Certifica-
tion (21
CFR
0.2}
Samples 28 146
of Batcly
Colors
(21 CFR
80.22).
Recordkeep-
ing
Recorde of 23 |
Distribis-
tion (21
CFR
80.39).

0.217 hrs.

0.033 Ivs.

36.5 hrs.

Total Annual Burden—2,044 hours.

8. Public Health System Impact
Statement, Third Party Notification—
New-—Public Health Service agencies
that award financiul assistance to
community-based, nongovernmental
agencies will require applicants to send
a portion of their application to affected
state and local health agencies. The
purpose is te inform state and local
agencies about services provided and
populations served. Respondents: Non-
profit institutions; Number of
Respondents: 2,800; Number of
Responses Per Respondent: 2.5; Average
Burden Per Response: 0.186 hours;
Estimated Annual Burden: 1167 hours.

Desk Officer: Skannah Koss-
McCallum.

Written commerts and
recommendations for the proposed
information collections should be sent
within 30 days of this notice directly to
the OMB Desk Ofticer designated above
at the following address: Human
Regources and Housing Branch, New
Executive Office Building, room 3002,
Washingten, DC 20503.

Dated: February 21, 1392.
Sandra K. Mahkorn,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Public Heclth
Policy.

[FR Doc. 92-4552 Fi'ed 2-27-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4160-17-#

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Community Planning and
Deveiopment

[Docket No. N-82-1917; FR-2934-N-67]

Federal Property Sultable as Facilities
To Assist the Homeless

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Community Planning and
Development, HUD.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This Notice identifies
unutilized, underutilized, excess, and
surplus Federal property reviewed by
HUD for suitability for possible use to
assist the homeless.

ADORESSES: For further information,
contaet James N. Forsberg, room 7262,
Department of Housing and Urban
Development, 451 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20410; telephone (202}
708-4300; TDD number for the hearing-
and speech-impaired (202) 708-2565
(these telephone numbers are not toll
free}, or call the toll-free Title V
information line at 1-800-927-7588.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 56 FR 23789 (May 24,
1991} and section 501 of the Stewart B.
McKinney Homeless Assistance Act {42
U.S.C. 11411), as amended, HUD is
publishing this Notice to identify Federal
buildings and other real property that
HUD has reviewed for suitability for use
to assisf the homeless. The properties
were reviewed using information
provided to HUD by Federal
landholding agencies regarding
unutilized and underutilized buildings
and real property controlled by such
agencies or by GSA regarding its
inventory of excess or surplus Federal
property. This Notice is also published
in order to comply with the December
12, 1988 Court Order in National
Coalition for the Homeless v. Veterans
Administration, No. 88-2503-0G
(B.D.C.).

Properties reviewed are listed in this
Notice according to the following
categories: Suitable/available, suitable/
unavailable, suitable/to be excess, and
unsuitable. The properties listed in the
three suitable categories have been
reviewed by the landholding agencies,
and each agency has transmitted to
HUD: (1) Its intention to make the
property available for use to assist the
homeless, (2] its intention to declare the
property excess to the agency's needs,
or (3) a statement of the reasons that the
property cannot be declared excess or

made available for use ag facilities to
assist the homeless.

Properties listed as suitable/available
will be available exclusively for
homeless use for a period of 60 days
from the date of this Notice. Homeless
assistance providers interested i any
such property should send a written
expression of interest ta HHS,
addressed to Judy Breitman, Division of
Health Facilities Planning, t.S. Public
Health Service, HHS, room 17A-10, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20857; (301)
443-2265. (This is not a toll-free
number.} HHS will mail to the interested
provider an application packet, which
will include instructions for completing
the application. In order to maximize the
opportunity to utilize a suitable
property, providers should submit their
written expressions of interest as soon
as possible. For complete details
concerning the processing of
applications, the reader is encouraged to
refer to the interim rule governing this
program, 56 FR 23789 (May 24, 1991}.

For properties listed as suitable/to be
excess, that property may, if
subsequently accepted as excess by
GSA, be made available for use by the
homeless in accordance with applicable
law, subject to screening for other
Federal use. At the appropriate time,
HUD will publish the property in a
Notice showing it as either suitable/
available or suitablefunavailable.

For properties listed as suitable/
unavailable, the landholding agency has
decided that the property cannot be
declared excess or made available for
use fo assist the homeless, and the
property will not be available.

Properties listed as unsuitable will not
be made available for any ether purpose
for 20 days from the date of this Notice.
Homeless assistance providers
interested in a review by HUD of the
determination of unsuitability should
call the toll free information line at 1~
800-927-7588 for detailed instructions or
write a letter to James N. Forsberg at the
address listed at the beginning of this
Neotice. Included in the request for
review should be the property address
(including zip code), the date of
publication in the Federal Register, the
landholding agency, and the property
number.

For more information regarding particular
properties identified in this Notice (i.e.,
acreage, floor plan, existing sanitary
facilities, exact street address), providers
should contact the appropriate landholding
agencies at the following addresses: GSA:
Ronald Rice, Federal Property Resources
Service, GSA, 18th and F Streets NW,,
Washington, DC 20405; (202) 501-0067; Dcp!.
of Veterans Affairs: Douglas Shinn,
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Management Analyst, Dept. of Veterans
Affairs, room 414 Lafayette Bldg., 811
Vermont Ave. NW,, Washington, DC 20420;
(202) 233-8474; Dept of Transportation:
Ronald D. Keefer, Director, Administrative
Services & Property Management, DOT, 400
Seventh St. SW., room 10319, Washington,
DC 20590; (202) 366—4246; Dept. of Interior:
Lola D. Knight, Property Specialist, Dept. of
Interior, 1849 C St. NW.,, Mailstop 5512-MIB,
Washington, DC 20240; (202) 208-4080; Dept.
of Energy: Tom Knox, Realty Specialist,
AD223.1, 1000 Independence Ave. SW.,
Washington, DC 20585; (202) 586-1191; {These
are not toll-free numbers).

Correction: Property numbers 319140005 and
319140004 were inadvertently published as
suitable/available in the January 24, 1992
Notice. These properties are not available
for homeless assistance use.

Dated: February 21, 1992.

Pau! Roitman Bardack,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Economic
Development.

TITLE V, FEDERAL SURPLUS PROPERTY
PROGRAM~—FEDERAL REGISTER REPORT
FOR 02/28/82

S\iitable/Availnble Properties
Buildings (by State)
California

Yunker House (07-108)

Redwood National Park

Hiouchi Co: Del Norte CA 95531

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619140004

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 800 sq. ft., 1 story frame residence.
off-gite use only.

Bldg. 116

VA Medical Center

Wilshire and Sawtelle Blvds. :

Los Angeles Co: Los Angeles CA 90073

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 879110009

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 80309 sq. ft., 3 story brick frame,
seismic reinforcement defics., underutil.
port of bldg. used intermitly., needs rehab,
poss. asbestos in pipes/floor tiles. site
access lim.

Bidg. 263

VA Medica) Center

Wilshire and Sawtelle Blvds.

Los Angeles Co: Los Angeles CA 90073~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979110010

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 1600 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame w/
stucco exterior, needs rehab, poss.
asbestos on pipes/floor tiles, site access
limitations, no operating utilities.

Colorado

Otis Repeater Building

Otis Co: Washington CO 80743~

- Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419130001

Status: Excess

Comment: 144 sq. it., one story metal
structure, most recent use——communication
equipment storage, off-site wee only.

Limon Repeater Station

Limon Co: Lincoln CO 80828~

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419130002

Status: Excess

Comment: 144 sq. ft., one story metal
structure, most recent use—~-communication
equipment storage, off-site use only.

Florida

(P) Jacksonville Job Corps

236 W. 4th Street

jacksonville Co: Duval FL 32206~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549140007

Status: Excess

Comment: 1250 sq. f1., 2 story residence,
needs major rehab, subject to compliance
with federal and local historic preservation
laws

GCSA Number: 4-1-FL-g67

Idaho

Storage and Training Facility

INEL DOE~ID

Idaho Falls Co: Bonneville ID

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419040001

Status: Excess

Comment: 2072 sq. 1., 1 story wood frame,
needs major rehab, off-site use only.

Bidg. 705, Ditchrider House

Boise Project

Notus Co: Cayon ID 83656-

Location: T5N, R3W, Sec 2, SE%, SW¥%,
SWY,,

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619120010

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 586 sq. ft., 1 story residence, needs
major rehab, off-site use only.

Bldg. 508—Warehouse

Black Canyon Dam

Emmett Co: Gem ID 83611~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619120011

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 4625 sq. ft., needs major rehab,
most recent use—storage, off-site use only.

Bldg. 510—Carpenter Shop

Black Canyon Dam

Emmett Co: Gem ID 83611-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619120012

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 4625 sq. ft., needs major rehab,
most recent use—storage, off-site use only.

Maryland

Chesapeake Bay Hydraulic Model

Matapeake Co: Queen Annes MD 21666-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549040007

Status: Excess

Comment: 817280 sq. ft., 1 story metal bidg..
ceiling height over 40 ft., lease restriction,
Corps will maintain an antenna on
property

GSA Number: 4-D-MD-578

Michigan

Bldg. 7348

Bayshore RBS

Det 6. 1st Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet Ml 49711~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 188010044

Status: Excess

Comment: 225 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame, -
needs rehab, most recent use—storage

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Bldg. 7352

Bayshore RBS

Det 8, 18t Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet MI 49711~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010046

Status: Excess

Comment: 25 8q. ft., 1 story wood, most recent
use—storage

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Bldg. 7354

Bayshore RBS

Det 8, 18t Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet MI 49711-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010049

Status: Excess

Comment: 25 sq. ft., 1 story wood, most recent
use—~storage

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Bldg. 7357

Bayshore RBS

Det 8, 1st Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet MI 49711-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010051

Status: Excess

Comment: 1080 sq. ft., 1 story wood/frame/
block, most recent use—hobby shop/
recreation center

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Bldg. 7358

Bayshore RBS

Det 6, 1st Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet MI 49711~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010055

Status: Excess

Comment: 96 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame/
concrete, most recent use—hazard storage

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Bldg. 5043

Bayshore RBS

Det 6, 18t Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet Ml 49711~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010065

Status: Excess

Comment: 694 sq. ft., 1 story concrete/block
134 sq. ft., latrine with separate entrance

GSA Number: 2-D-MJ-751

New Mexico

Old Helium Plant

Gallup Co: McKinley NM 87301~

Location: Y mile north of Gallup, adjacent to
Old US Highway 666.

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 618010002

Status: Excess

Comment: 7653 sq. ft., 1 story office and
warehouse space, possible asbestos, on
4.65 acres, secured area with alternate
access.

New York

Bldg. 1

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue
Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-
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Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120008

Status: Excess

Comment: 31519 sq. ft., 7 story brick frame,
presence of acbestos on pipe insulation,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1932

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 311

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co. Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120017

Status: Excess

Comment: 9720 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
needs heating system repairs, needs rehab,
presence of asbestns on pipe insulat., most
recent nse-ofc/storage, sched. to be
vacated Ocl. 1992

GSA humber: 2-N-NY-797

Nurth Carolina

Dwellings 1,2 & 3

USCG Coinjock Housing

Coinjock Co: Currituck NC 27923~

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Numbers: 879120083-879120085

Status: Unutilized

Comment: One story wood residences,
periodic flooding in garage and utility room
occurs in heavy raiafall

USCG Stalion—Building

Oregon Inlet Coast Guard Station

Rodanthe Co: Dare NC 27968

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120068

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 1207 sq. ft., two stery wood frame,
most recent use—office, storuge, shups,
communications, dining, ete.

USCG Station—Building

Oregon Inlet Coast Guard Station

Rodanthe Co: Dare NC 27968

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120008

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 1521 sq. fi,, two story lightweight
steel frame, most recent use—office, shops,
communications, storage, berthing, dining,
etc.

USCG Station—Garage

Oregon Iniet Coast Guard Station

Rodanthe Ca: Dare NC 27338~

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120089

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 1920 sq. ft., one story steel frame,
most racent use—garage/storage

USCG Station—Building

Oregon Inlet Coast Cuard Station

Rodanthe Co: Dare NC 27268

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120080

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 320 sq. ft., one story wood frame,
most recent use—storage

USCQG Station Oak Island

300 A Caswell Beach Road

Caswell Beach Co: Brunswick NC 28461-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number 879210001

Status: Excess

Commer.t: 1300 sq. ft., 3 story wood frame,
needs relab, presenee of asbestes on pipes,

secured area w/alternate access, off-site
removal only.

North Dakota

Calhoon Radio Relay Tower Site

5 miles north and 1 mile west of Hannover,
North Dakota Co: Oliver ND 58583—

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130615

Status: Excess

Comment: One story 12' X 16'8"
communication tower on concrete slab w/
5.74 acres and 0.66 acre easement, potential
utilities, needs rehab

GSA Number: 7-B-ND-488

Ohio

Pareel 2

Lock and Dam # 18

Washington Co: Washington OH

Location: On the Ohio River; 4 miles
downstream from New MatcMoras,
Grandview Township.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number 549110010

Status: Excess

Comment: Two story brick frame, subject to
periodic flooding, possible asbestos on
pipes, most recent use—office space

GSA Number: 2-GR(1}-OH-730

Parcel 1

Lock and Dam # 16

Washington Co: Washington OH

Location: On the Ohio River, 4 miles
downstream from New MataMorus,
Crandview Township.

Landholding Agenry: GSA

Property Number: 549110011

Status: Excess

Comment;: 2.5 story brick frame, subject to
periodic flooding, possible asbesios on
pipes, most recent use—storage

GSA Number: 2-GR(1}-OH-730

U.S Naval Reserve Center

170 Ashland Road

Mansfield Co: Richland OH 44902~

Landhnlding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 779010075

Status: Excess

Comment: 28000 sq. ft,, 1 story quonse! hut
structure, most recent use—office,
recreation aid storage, needs rehab, land
leased from City through September 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-OH-783

Oregon

Bldg. #3 (Ranger Residenct)

1900 Caves Highway

Cave Junction Ce: Josephine OR 87523

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619130004

Status: Excess

Comment: 732 sq. ft., one story cabin, off-site
use only.

Tennessee

Federal Building

216 North Jackson Street

Athens Co: McMinn TN 37303~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549210003

Status: Excess

Comment: 2059 sq. ft., 3 story brick and
concrete frame, presence of asbestos on
pipes and air ducts in mechanical areas,
most recent usc—offices.

GSA Number: 4-G-TN-632

Texas

Administration Bldg,

Guadalupe Mountains National Park

Pine Springs Ca: Calberson TX 79647

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619130005

Status: Excess

Comment: 2018 sq. fi., one story frame
structure, most recent use—office, off-site
use only.

Utch

100 KW Solar Photovoltaic Sys.

Natl. Bridges National Monument

P.O.Box 1

Lake Powell Co: San Juan UT 84533

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419140001

Status: Excess

Comment: Solar panels, off-site use only,
current use—generate electrical power.

Virginia

Housing

Rt. 837-——Gwynnville Road

Gwynn Island Co: Mathews VA 23066

Landholding Agancy: DOT

Property Number: 879120082

Status: Unatilized

Comment: 929 sq. ft., one story residence

Washington

Thompson Bouthouse

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

Port Angeles WA 98362~

Landholding Agency: Interiar

Property Number: 619030011

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 693 sq. ft., 1 story boathouse, no
utilities, needs rehab, off-site use only

Spracklen Utility Shed

Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 78

Amanda Park WA 98256

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030012

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 150 sq. ft., frame utility shed,
limited utilities, off-site use only.

Wisconsin

Bldg. 2

VA Medical Center

County Highway E

Tomah Co: Monroe WI 54660~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010055

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 18000 sq. ft., 3 story masonry,
needs rehab, possible asbestos, potential
utilities.

Bldg. 8

VA Medical Center

County Highway E

Tomah Co: Monroe W1 54660

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 978010056

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 2200 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame,
possible asbestos, potential utilities,
structural deficiencies, needs rehab.
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Land (by State)

Alabama

VA Medical Center

VAMC

Tuskegee Co: Macon AL 36083—

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number; 979010053

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 40 acres, buffer to ¥A Medical
Center, potential utilities, undeveloped.

slaska

Wrangell Narrows Reservation

Wrangell Co: Wrangell AK

Location: Approximately 6 miles south of
Petersburgh, Alaska along Mitkef highway.

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Mumber: 879010008

Status: Excess

Comment: 42,15 acres

California

Receiver Site

Dixon Relay Station

7514 Radio Station Road

Dixon CA 95620-9653

Location: Approximately .18 miles southeast
of Dixen, CA.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549030032

Status: Excess

Comment: 89 aares, 1560 sq. f., mﬁm seceiver
tldg..om site, subject to grazing lease,
limited utilities.

GSA Number: 8-2-CA-1162-A

Receiver Site

Delano Relay Station

Route 1, Box 1350

Delano Co: Tulare CA 83215~

Location: 5 miles west of Pixley, 17 miles

- morth of Delans.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549010044

Status: Excess

Comment: 81 acres, 15680 8g. 1., radic veceiver
bldg. on site, subject to grazing lease,
* potential utilities

GSA Mumber: 8-2-CA-1308

Colorado

Portion/Curecanti Substation

Cimarron Co: Montrose CO 81220~

Location: 2 miles east of Cimarron on
Highway 50

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 419030009

Status: Exoess

Comment: 36.39 acres, casement restrictions

GSA Number: 7-B-00-8%¢

Railroad Spur and Right-ef Way

Denver Pederal Center

Lakeweood Co: Jefforson CO 8215~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: §40120007

Status: Excess

Comment: 1.5 miles long (width varies 3510
200 ft.), limited ‘access, right-of-way
restrictions

GSA Number: 7-C~CO-441-0

Georgia

Leke Sidney Lanier

Riverside Dr.

Cainesville Co: Hall GA

Landholding Agency: GSA
Praperty Number: 549140003

Status: Excess

Comment: 8.22 acres, leased 4o City for
construction of an alum sludge dewatecing
and wash water handling facility

GSA Number: 4-D-GA-~731

Kansas

Titan Il Missile Site 6

McConnell AFB

4.8 miles east of Winfield on State Rd. 45

Winfield Co: Cowley KS.67156-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 528130010

Status: Excess

Comment: Approx. 2544 ncres, mest recent
use-—missile site complex

GSA Number: 7-D-K8-477-N

McConnell AF Facility 5-15

McConnell Air Force Base Co:'Kingman KS
87201~

Location: Two miles south of Rago on State
road 14

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 540130013

Status: Excess

Comment: 16.69 fee acres and 2.73 paved
easement, potential utilities

CSA Nuniber: 7-D-KS-477-P

Titan {i Missile Site No. 9

McCennoll Air Force Base Co: Sumner kS
67201~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130014

Status: Excess

Comment: 6.43 fee acres -and '2.96 acres
easement, subject 4o utility rights by third
parties, most recent use—misgile site

GSA Number: 7-D-KS-0477-4

Louisiana

Land—B.27 acres

VA Medical Center

2501 Shreveport Highway

Alexandria Co: Rapides LA 71301~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 878010009

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 8:27 acres, heavily wosfl with
natural drainage ravine across praperty.
must recent use—recreationfbuffer aren.

Maryland

VA Medical Center

8500 Nerth Point Road

Fort Howard Co: Baltimere MD 21052~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010020

Status: Underutilized

Comment: Approx. 10 acres, wetland end
periodically floods, most recent use—dump
gite for leaves.

Michigan

Facility 93359

Bayshere RBS

Det 6, 1st Combat Evaluation Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet M1 49711

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010058

Siatus: Excess

Comment: 2.52 acres, utilities and sanitary
facilities

GSA Number: 2-0-ME-751

Facility 83361

Bayshore RBS

Det 8, 1st Combat Evaluatien Group

Bay Shore Co: Emmet MI-49711—

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 189010061

Status: Excess

Comment: 0.14 acres, access gained through
AirForce controlled property

GSA Number: 2-D-MI-751

Minnesota

Land around Bldg. 240249, 253

VA Medical Center

Fort Snelling

St. Paul Co: Hennepin MN 55111~
Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 79010007

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 3.76 acres, patential uiilities.

North Carolina

USCG Station—Land

Oregon Inlet Coast Guard Station
Rodanthe Co: Dare NC 27968~
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120087

Status: Unutilized

Commoent: 40 acres, petential utilities

North Dakota

Valley City Radio Tower Site

1 mile south and 1 mile-eastof Valley Cily.
MNorth Dakota

Valley City Co: Barnes WD 58072~

Landholding Agency; GSA

Property Number: ‘548139078

Status: Excess

Comient:'§.74 acres wione gtory ,meta\
equipment storage bldg. 12’ X 16'8".
potential utilities

CSA Number: 7-B-ND-490

Tappen Radio Relay Tower Site

2 miles east and 1.5 miles nerth.6f Tappen

Tappen Co: Kidder ND'68487~

Landholding Agency;‘GBA

Property Number: 549130017

Status: Excess

Commernt:'5.74 Tee acres and0.59 acre
easement w/100° guyell commurication
tower, potential utilities

G8A Number: 7-B-ND-491

Oregon

Tongue Point Job'‘Corps ‘Center{Portion of)

Aastoria Co: ClotsopOR97103-

Location: On the east’by highway- 30; on the
west by city of Astoria’s sewage treatment
plant.

Landholding Agency: CSA

Property Number: 549010027

Status: Excess

Comment: 22.77 acres, land slopes. some sosd
erosion, potential utilities

CSA Number: 9-L-OR-508M

Sewer and Road Easements

Camp White

Medlord Co: JacksonQR

Location: Table Rock Rosd and Avenue A
and Kirtland Road .and Newland Read.

Landholding Agency; GSA

Property Number: 549110012

Status: Excess

Comment: 10 acres, potential utilities, mest
recent use-road and sewer line easements

GSA Number: 9-4G-<0OR~38

Land

Portiand Co: Multnomah OR 97217~
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Location: Near SE corner of North Union Ave.

and North Marine Dr.

Landholding Agen-y; GSA

Property Number: 549120006

Status: Excess

Comment: 83000 sg. ft. {140X450) land, most
recent use-part of highway right-of-way,
access is restricted.

Port Orford Radio Station

Port Orford Co; Curry OR 97465~

Landholding Agency; DOT

Property Number: 878016007

Status: Excess

Comment: 5.17 acres, radio station

Texas

Test Tract—Formerly Jet Ind.

Burleson Road

Austin Co: Travis TX 78741~

Location: Approx. 7 mi NW of U.S. Hwy 183
and approx. 3.5 mi SE of Ben White Blvd.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 519140008

Status: Excess

Comment: 75.18 acres, most recent use—one-
mile asphalt test track for electric cars,
approx. 15 acres in floodplain

GSA Number: 7-B-TX-~970

Land

Olin E. Teague Veterans Center

1901 South 1st Street

Temple Co: Bell TX 76504~

Landholding Agency; VA

Property Number: 979010079

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 13 acres, portion formerly landfili,
portion near flammable materials, railroad
crosses property. potential utilities.

VA Medical Center

4800 Memorial Drive

Waco Co: McLennan TX 76711-

Landholding Agency; VA

Property Number: 979010081

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 2.3 acres, leased to Owens-[llinois
Class Plant, expiration date 10/31/91, most
recent use—parking let.

Washington

Seaplane Base

Naval Air Station-—Whidbey Island

Oak Harbor Co: Island WA 98278~

Landholding Agency; GSA

Property Number: 549130007

Status: Excess

Comment: 5.472 acres, most recent use—
roadway and outside boat storage,
easement restrictions

GSA Number: 8-N-WA-585M

Wisconsin

VA Medical Center

County Highway E

Tomah Co: Monroe WI 54660~

Landholding Agency; VA

Property Number: 879010054

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 12.4 acres, serves as buffer
between center and private property, no
utilities.

Wyoming

Wind Site A

Medicine Bow Co: Carbon WY 82329-

Location: 3 miles south and 2 miles west of
Medicine Bow

Landholding Agency; GSA

Properiy Number: 419030010

Status: Excess

Comment: 48.75 acres, limitation-eastment
restrictions

Suitable /Unavailable Properties
Buildings (by State)
California

Bldg. 8, Coast Guard Island

USCG Support Center, Alameda

Alameda Co: Alameda, CA 94501-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879130005

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 16,900 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame,
most recent use—barracks, needs major
rehab, presence of asbestos, off-site use
only

Bldg. 9, Coast Guard Island

USCG Support Center, Alameda

Alameda Co: Alameda, CA 94501-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879130006

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 29,440 sq. ft.. 2 story wood [rame,
most recent use—office, presence of
asbestos, needs major rehab, off-site use
only

Florida

Naval Reserve Center

2610 Tigertail Avenue

Miami Co: Dade FL 33133-

Landholding Agency: CSA

Property Number: 5439120062

Status: Excess

Ceomment: 4,600 sq. ft., 2 story, concrete and
wood siding, most recent use—offices/
training rooms, vehicle maintenance GSA
Number: FL-P-192

Louisiana

Federal Building

Mississippi and Vienna Streets

Ruston Co: Lincoln Parish LA 71273~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549040005

Status: Excess

Comment: 3,492 sq. ft., 2 story, most recent
use—aoffice, listed on National Register of
Historic Places

GSA Number: 7-G-LA-0541

Morylend

Bldg. 8A

DVA Medical Center

Perry Point )

Perry Point Co: Cecil MD 21902~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010047

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 17,000 sq. ft., 1 story masonry,
needs a roof, no utilities, most recent use—
storage.

Minnesota

Blidg. 15

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue
Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417~
Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010025  °
Status: Underutilized

Comment: 15,100 sq. ft., 2 story concrele/
brick frame, asbestos present in pipe
insulation, most recent use—laundry.

Bldg. 18

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 5§5117-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010026

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 8,000 sg. ft., 3 story concrete/brick,
asbestos present on pipe insulation, most
recent use—boiler plant.

Bldg. 21

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417—

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010027

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 3,200 sq. ft., 1 story prefab/
quonset, most recent use—garage for motor
vehicles.

Bldg. 48

VA Medicsal Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenuve

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010028

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 2,000 sq. ft., 1 story concrete/block,
most recent use—incinerator/storage.

Bldg. 64

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55§17~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010029

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 380 sq. ft., 1 story prefab, potential
utilities.

Bldg. T-10

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010030

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 1,800 sq. ft., 1 story prefab/
quonset, potential utilities, most recent
use—storage.

Bidg. 43

VA Medical Center

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55441-7

Location: 54th Street and 48th Avenue S.

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010032

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 26000 sq. ft., 8 story brick/steel
frame, asbestos present on pipe insulation,
most recent use—office/storage.

Bldg. 227

VA Medical Center

Fort Snelling

St. Paul Co: Hennepin MN 55111~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010033

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 850 sq. ft., 2 story wood frame and
brick residence, utilities disconnected.

Missourf

Bldg. 208-C
6400 Stratford Avenue
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Portion U.S, Army Reserve Cesiter Mo, 4

St Louis Co: St. Louis MO 63120

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Plumibern: 540120047

Status: Exoess

Coronent: 2210 8g. §t., most recent use—
general storage, permitted to Dept wf Labor

GSA Number: 7-D-M0O-460-F

Bidg. 208-D

6400 Stratford Avenue

Portion U.8. Army Reserve Center No. 4

5t Louis Co: 8t. Louis MO 83120~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120048

Status: Excess

Comment: 750 .8q. £, most recent use—

general starage, permitied to Dept. of Labor
(-460-F

GBA Number: 7-D-M
Bidg, 222
8406 Stratiord Avenue
Portion U.S. Army Heserve Cexter Ne. 4
8t, Louis Co: 5t. Louis MO 63120~
Landholding Agency: GSA
Property Number: 549120048
Status: Excess
Comment: 16150 sq. £1., most recent use—
medical/dental, permitted to Dept. of Labor
GEA Number: 7-D-MO-48D-F
Bldg. 223-A
6400 Biratiord Avenue
Portiond].8, Avmy Reserve Center No. 4
St. Louis Co: St. Louis MO 83120~
Landholding Agency: GSA
Property Number: 545120050
Status: Excess
Comment: 77340 sq. fl., most recent use—
dormitory, permitted to Dept. of Labor
CSA Number: 7-B-MO-460-F
Bidg. 223-B
8400 Stratiord Avenue
Portien U.5. Army Reserve Center No. 3
8t. Louis ‘Co:'8t. Louis MO 63120
Landholding Agency: GBA
Property Number: 545120052
Status: Excess
Comment: 21380 sq. t., most recent use—
education bldg., permitted to Dept. sf Labor
GSA Number: 7-D-MO-9668-F
Bldg. 230
6400 Steatford Avenue
Portion U.8. Acmy Resecve Cester No. 4
St. Louis Co: St Lovis MO 63120
Landholding Agency: GSA
Property Number: 548120052
Statum Bicess
Comment: 1886 9q. Tt., most recent use—
fucility maintenance, permitted to Bept. of
Labaor
(x84 Number: 7-0-M(-460-F
Bldg. 230-A
6400 Stratford Avenue
Partion U.5. Army Reserve Center No. 4
St. Louts Co: St Louis MO 833260~
Landholding Agency: (GSA
Property Number: 546120053
Status: Excess
Comment: 1890 8g, fi., mostrecedt use—
Fucibity weainitenance, permitiod to Dopt
Labor
GBA Number: 7-D-NEO-460-F
Nildg. 232-A-H
8400 Steatford Avenue
Partion U.8. Army Reserve Genter No. 8
St. Louis Co: St. Lonis NIO 212D
Landholding Agency: GGBA

Property Number: 549120054
Status: Excess
Comment: 28260 sq,. ft., most recent use—

vocational training shep, perminted to Dept.

of Labor
CSA Number: 7-D-MO-200-F
Bidg. 224
6400 Stratford Avenue

Portion .8, Army Reserve Center'No. 4

St Louis Co: 8t Louis MO 63120-

Landholding Agency:’/GSA

Property Number: 549126055

Status: Excess

Comment: 44820 sq. ft., mest receat wse—
admin/food service, permitted to Dept. sl
Labor

CSA Number: 7-B-MM0O-486-F

Bidg. 237

6400 Stratiord Avenue

Portion 1.8, Army ReserveCenter No. 4

8. Louis Co: 5t ‘Louis'MD 63126

Landbolding Agency:'GSA

Property Number: 549120056

Status: Excess

Comment: 300 aq. ft.. mostrecent use—
slorage, permitted to Dept, wfLabor

CE8A Number: 7-D-MQG-460-F

Bldg, 244

8400 Stratiord Avenue

Portion U.8, Army Reserve Ceriter No. 4

St Louts‘Co:St. Louis, MO 63120

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Nuraber: 549420057

Status: Excess

Comment: 7480 sq. [t most yevent use—
weld/avtomotive shop. permitted to Dept.
of Labor

CSA Number: 7-D-MO-488-F

Bidg. 223C

6400 Steatford Avenue

Portion U.8. Army Reserve Ceriter No. 4

5t. ‘Lowis Co; St Lowis, MO 63120~

Landhelding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 548120058

Siatus: Excess

Comment: 123 8q. fi., permitted to Bapt. of
Labor

GSA Number: 7-D-MO-460-F

Bidg. 2248

8400 Stratiord Avenue

Poction U.8. Army Resgerve Center No. 4

51, Louis Co: St. Louis, MO63120~

Landholding Agency: CSA

Property Nuwiber: 549120059

Siatus: Excess .

Cormend: 100 sq. 7., permitted to Dept. of
Labor

C8A Numbern 7-D-MO-480-F

Bidg. 233A

6400 Stratford Avenue

Portica U.S. Army Reserve Center No. 4

8t. Louis Co: St. Louis, MO 83120~

Laadholding Agency:(GSA

Property Number: 528320080

Status: Excess

Comment: 837 8q. fi., permitted to Dopt. of
Labor

GSA Numibec 7-D-M0O-360-§

Bldg. 233F

6400 Stratford Avenue

Portion U.5. Army Reserve Center No. &

St. Louis Co: St. Louis. NIQ®@©3126-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: S4¢128061

Status: Excess

Comment: /837 Sg. £t permitted to Dept. of
Labor

CSA Number: 7-D-N(0-480-F -

New York

Bidg. 2

MNaval Station New York

207 Flushing Aveaue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 442561~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Nuniber: 540120809

Status: Excess

Gorament: 35537 5q. £, 3 story bay brick
frame, presence-of ashestes .on pipe
insulation. most recent use—office, sterage.
auto shop. acheduled e be xucated Got.
1992

CSA Numbee: 2-N-NY-797

Bidg. 8

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings WY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Propetty Nuwmber: 549120010

Status: Excess

Comment: 2700 sq. ft., 2 gtory brick frame,
most recent use—o¥fice, scheduled 1o'be
vacated Oct. 1592

CSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 4

Maval Station New York

207 ¥Flushing Avenue

Breokiyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: TSA

Property Nuriber: 546120011

Status: Excess

Comment: 80400 sq. ft., 1:story bay brick
frame, most receni use-—warehouse and
rec. center, presence of asbestos on pipe
insulation, scheduled te be vacated Oct.
1092

CSA Number: 2-N-NY-787

Bldg. 5

Naval Station New ¥ork

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 41251~

Landholding Agency:(GSA

Property Number: 545120012

Status: Excess

Comment: 3330 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
most recent use—office, scheduled toibe
vacaied Oct. 1692

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-787

Bldg. 10

Naval Statien New Yerk

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn ConkKings NY 12251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Nurdber: 540120005

Siatus: Fxoess

Comment: 3100 sq. §., 1-stery, concrete s
fiberglass frame. no utilities, mostrecent
use—storage. scheﬁuted 1o e vacated Bt
1642

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-787

Bldg. 306

Naval Station New %ok

207 Flushing Avenue

Brodklya Ce: Kings WY 11251

L &ndh(ﬂdmg Agenoy: GBA

Property Nuntber: 542120016

Status:Excess

Comment: 8364 sq. fi., 1 story tbrivk frume,
presence of asbhestoson pipe insalation,
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most recent use—storage, scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 318

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120019

Status: Excess

Comment: 3952 sq. ft., 1 story brick frame,
needs heating system repairs, potential
utils., pres. of asbestos on pipe insula, most
recent use—storage, sched. to be vacated
Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 353

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120020

Status: Excess

Comment: 870 sg. ft., 1 story brick frame,
limited utilities, needs rehab, most recent
use—storage, needs heating system repairs,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 670

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120021

Status: Excess

Comment: Concrete block gasoline station, no
sanitary or heating facilities, scheduled to
be vacated Oct. 1892

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 672

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120023

Status: Excess

Comment: 400 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame,
most recent use—pool house, scheduled to
be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R1

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120025

Status: Excess

Comment: 5274 sq. ft., 2 story single family
housing, brick veneer/wood frame,
presence of asbestos on pipe insulation,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R2

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120026

Status: Excess

Comment: 2400 sq. ft., 2 story single family
hsg., cement asbestos/wood frame, needs
heating system repairs, presence of
asbestos on pipe insulation, sched. to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R3

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120027

Status: Excess

Comment: 2400 sq. ft., 2 story single family
housing, cement asbestos/wood frame,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R4

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120028

Status: Excess

Comment: 2517 sq. ft., 3 story four-family
housing, brick asbestos/tile frame,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldgs. R5, R, R7

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120029-549120031

Status: Excess

Comment: 2140 sq. ft. each, 1-story single
family residences, brick frame, scheduled
to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-~797

Bldg. R103

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120032

Status: Excess

Comment: 1650 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
needs heating system repairs, limited utils.,
most recent use—storage, presence of
asbestos on pipe ins., scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY~797

Bldg. R103A

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120033

Status: Excess

Comment: 2620 sq. ft., 1 story concrete block
frame, limited utils., most recent use—
garage, presence of asbestos on pipe
insulation, scheduled to be vacated Oct.
1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY~797

Bldg. R104

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120034

Status: Excess

Comment: 712 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
most recent use—bachelor officers
quarters, scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY--797

Bldg. R109

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120035

Status: Excess

Comment: 2 story brick frame, limited
utilities, needs heating syst. repairs, most
recent use—storage & garage, presence of
asbestos on pipe insul., scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R426

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120036

Status: Excess

Comment: 2409 sq. fi., 1 story brick frame,
needs heating system repairs, most recent
use—storage, presence of asbestos on pipe
ins., limited utils., scheduled to be vacated
Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R448

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120037

Status: Excess

Comment: 969 sq. ft., 1 story concrete & glass
frame, limited utilities, needs major rehab,
most recent use—greenhouse, scheduled to
be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R475

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120039

Status: Excess

Comment: 1788 sq. ft., 1 story concrete block
frame, most recent use—auto hobby shop,
presence of asbestos on pipe insulation,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R476

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120040

Status: Excess

Comment: 36 sq. ft., 1 story metal frame, most
recent use—security gate house, needs
heating system repairs, scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. RG

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120041

Status: Excess

Comment: 15490 sq. ft., 3 story brick & stucco
frame, needs heating system repairs, needs
major rehab, presence of asbestos on pipe
ins., scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bidg. ReR9

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251-
Landholding Agency: GSA
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Property Number: 549120042

Status: Excess

Comment: 2800 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
most recent use—residential duplex,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GCSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. R95

Naval Station

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 779010256

Status: Excess

Comment: 41800 sq. fi., 2 story stone frame,
needs heating system repairs, pres. of
asbestos on pipe ins., needs major rehab,
NYS Historical Landmark, sched. to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bidg. RD

Naval Station

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 779010257

Status: Excess

Comment: 14120 sq. ft., 2 story brick and
stone frame, needs heating system repairs,
pres. of asbestos on pipe ins., needs major
rehab, sched. to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 305

Naval Station

207 Flushing Avenue .

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 779010258

Status: Excess

Comment: 18920 sq. ft., 2 story brick frame,
limited util., needs major rehab, presence
of asbestos on pipe insulation, needs
heating system repairs, scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Bldg. 5

V.A. Medical Center

Redfield Parkway

Batavia Co: Genesee NY 14020~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979030001

Status: Underutilized

Comment: Portion of 16800 sq. ft., 3 story,
brick and masonry bldgs., needs minor
repairs.

Texas

Peary Place #1

Naval Air Station

Corpus Christi Co: Nueces TX 78419-5000

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 779030002

Status: Excess .

Comment: 9160 sq. ft., 1 story, possible
asbestos, most recent use—remote
transmitter site.

GSA Number: 7-N-PX-402-V

Brownsville Urban System

{Grantee). .

700 South lowa Avenue

Brownsville Co: Cameron TX 78520-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879010003

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 3500 sq. ft., 1 story concrete block,
{2nd floor of Admin. Bldg.) on 10750 sq. ft.

land, contains underground diesel fuel
tanks.

Utah

Bryce Canyon Admin. Site

Near Bryce Canyon National Park

Bryce Canyon Co: Garfield UT 84717~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619140005

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 7 houses and other bldgs. on 66
acre site, seasonal use, one story wood
frame structures, 48 thru 1400 sq. ft.,
environmentally protected.

Washington

Mica Peak Radio Station

Approx. 15 miles SE of Spokane

Spokane Co: Spokane WA 99210-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120085

Status: Excess .

Comment: 25X48 ft. on 0.4 acres 1 story
concrete block, most recent use—radio
communications, only accessible from late
June to October.

GSA Number: 9-B-WA-895

Thompson Main Residence

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

Port Angeles WA 98362-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030001

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 2 story residence, no utilities,
needs rehab, off-site use only.

Thompson Older Residence

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

Port Angeles WA 98362-

Léndholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030002

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 888 sq. ft., 1 story residence, no
utilities, needs rehab, off-site use only.

Thompson Garage

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

Port Angeles WA 98362-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030003

Status: Unautilized

Comment: 240 sq. ft., 1 story garage, no
utilities, needs rehab, off-site use only.

Thompson Shop

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10 '

Port Angeles WA 98362-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030009

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 300 sq. ft., 1 story shop, no utilities,
needs rehab, off-site use only.

Thompson Powerhouse

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

" Port Angeles WA 98362-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030010

Status: Unutilized )

Comment: 160 sq. ft., 1 story powerhouse, no
utilities, needs rehab, off-site use only.

Dahinden Storage Building

Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park WA 98526~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030013

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 240 sq. ft., frame storage building.
no utilities, needs rehab, off-site use only.

Bldg. 1185 )

Lake Crescent Ranger Station

HC 62, Box 10

Carter Storage Building

Port Angeles WA 98362-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619030016

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 92 sq. ft., 1 story storage building.
no utilities, off-site use only.

Haas Barn

% Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 98526~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619040001

Status: Excess

Comment: 1408 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame
barn, potential utilities, poor condition, off-
site use only.

Haas Shed

% Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 98526~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619040002

Status: Excess

Comment: 480 sq. ft., wood frame shed, poor
condition, off-site use only.

Haas Shed

% Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 98526

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619040003

Status: Excess

Comment: sq. ft., wood frame shed, poor
condition, off-site use only.

Haas Residence

% Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 88526

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619040006

Status: Excess

Comment: 624 sq. ft., 1 story wood frame
residence, potential utilities, poor
condition, off-site use only.

Bldg. 1323

Jensen Barn

% Quinault Ranger Station

Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 98526-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619040007

Status: Excess

Comment: 4200 sq. ft., wood frame barn, most
recent use—storage, no utilities, off-site use
only.

Wyoming

Administration Bldg.

Fontenelle Camp ]

Fontenelle Co: Lincoln WY

Location: Approximately 24 miles southeast
of Labarge, off State Road 372 and on
County Road 316.

Landholding Agency: Interior
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Property Number: 619030017

Status: Excess

Comment: 4464 sq. fl., 2 story brick structure
with a 2880 agq. ft. wood frame addition,
needs rehab. possible asbestos, off-site use
only.

Bldg 13

Medical Center

N.W._ of town at the end of Fort Road

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82801~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 879110001

Status: Unutilized

{ nmment: 3613 sq. {t., 3 story wood frame
masonsy veneered, potential utilities,
possible asbestos. needs rehab.

thdg. 79

“Mudical Center

™ W. of town at the end of Fort Road

“heridan Co: Sheridan WY 82801~

1 andholding Agency: VA

tvoperty Number: 879110003

watus: Unutilized

¢ amment: 45 sq. ft., 1 story brick and tile
frame. himuted utilities, most recent use—
reservoir house. use for storage purposes.

Land (by State)
Alasha

Postion, Dyke Range

0ld Richardson Hwy.

North Pole Co: Fairbanks AK 00805~

l.andholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130018

Status: Excess

Comment: 0.73 acre—75% of land encroached
upan by private residence

SA Number; 9-D-AK-727

Arizona

Liberty Substation

Buckeye Co: Maricopa AZ 85326

l.ocation: 3 miles south of Interstate 10 on
Tuthill Road

l.andholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030001

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 15 acres, buffer area for
substation.

Culifornia

Remote Transmitter

Section 35

Red Bluff Co: Tehema CA 96030~

l.andholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879010010

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 4 acres, paved road, current use—
storage. -

f.and

VA Medical Center

Wilshire and Sawtelle Boulevards

Los Angeles Co: Los Angeles CA 90073-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 78010077

Underutilized

Comment: Approx. 30 acres of 80 acre tract, 7
acre portion contaminated, portions may
be environmentally protected.

Florida

Parcel A& B

U.S. Coast Guard Light Statien

Lots 1, 8 & 11, Section 31

Jupiter Inlet Co: Palm Beach FL 33420

Location: Township 40 south, range 43 east.

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879010009

Unutilized

Comment: 56.61 acres, area is uncleared,
vegetation growth is heavy, no utilities

lllinois

Portion, JAAP

Joliet Army Ammunition Plant

Co: Will IL 60436

Location: Approx. 15 miles south of Joliet on
the east side of Interstate 55

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130019

Status: Excess

Comment: 1.25 acres, most recent use—
aquatic sampling station, subject to
occasional flooding

DSA Number: 2-GR(1)-IL-450-FF

VA Medical Center

3001 Green Bay Road

North Chicago Co: Lake IL 60054~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010082

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 2.5 acres, currently being used as a
construction staging area for the next 8-8
years, potential utilities.

lowa

Sioux City Substation

Hinton Co: Plymouth IA 51024

Location: 1 mile south of Hinton lowa on
Highway 75.

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030003

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 34 acres, limitation—easement
restrictions, most recent use—transmission
line corridor and buffer area.

Kansas

Titan Il Missile §-17

McConnell Air Force Base Co: Kingman, KS
67068~

Location: 4 miles east of US Hwy 54 and 3
miles north on FAS 361

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549210001

Status: Excess

Comment: 10.26 acres fee and %3 acres

easement (paved), potential utilities, PCB's )

underground on 1 acre, most recent use—
missile site.

GSA Number: 7-D-KS-477-Q

Titan Il Missile S-12

McConnell Air Force Base Co: Sumner KS
67221~

Location: 1.5 miles south of Conway Springs,
KS on State Hwy 49

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549210002

Status: Excess

Comment: 16.75 acres fee and 3.79 acres
easement (paved), potential utilities, PCB's
underground on 1 acre, most recent use—
missile site.

GSA Number: 7-D-K5-477-R

Kentucky

Portion of Tract 409-2

Upper Cumberland River Basin

Pineville Co: Bell KY 40977-

Location: Portions of Lots 1 & 2 in Blk 9 of
Hull and Barclay Addition at the
intersection of Mtn. View and Tenn. Ave.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130008

Status: Excess

Comment: 0.01 acres/640 sq. f1., most recent
use—flood control project

GSA Number: 4-D-KY-0588

Massachusetts

Por. of Former Navy Ammo. Plt.

Fort Hill Street

Hingham Co: Plymouth MA 02043-

Location: Across from Bus Company Parking
Garage.

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549030017

Status: Excess

Comment: 1.129 acres, gravel pavement, most
recent use—parking lot

GSA Number 2-GR-MA-691B

Michigan

VA Medical Center

5500 Armstrong Road

Battle Creek Co: Calhoun M1 49016~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010015

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 20 acres, used as exercise trails
and storage areas, potential utilities.

Minnesota

Bldg. 43 Land Site

VA Medical Center

54th Street & 48th Avenue South

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 976010005

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 8.9 acres, most recent use—
parking, potentia} utilities.

Bldg. 227-229 Land

VA Medica! Center

Fort Snelling

St. Paul Co: Hennepin MN §5111-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010008

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 2.0 acres, potential utilities,
buildings occupied, residence/garage.

VA Medical Center

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417~

Location: Land (Site of Building 15, 16, 21, 48,
84, T10)

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010024

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 12.1 acres, most recent use—
parking, potential utilities.

Land—12 acres

VAMC

Near 5629 Minnehaha Avenue

Minneapolis Co: Hennepin MN 55417~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Nuinber: 979010031

. Status: Unutilized

Comment: 12 acres, possible asbestos, leased
to Department of Natural Resources as a
park walking trail.

Montana

Miles City Substation

‘Miles City Co: Custer MT 59301~

Location: 1 mile east of Miles City
Landholding Agency: Energy
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Property Number: 419030004 -

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 59 acres, limitation-—~easement
restrictions subject to grazing lease, most
recent use—buffer area for substation.

Custer Substation

Custer Co: Yellowstone MT 59024-

Location: 2 miles east of the town of Custer—
east of Highway 47

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 41903006

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 18 acres. buffer area for
substation.

Nebraska

Grand Island Substation

Phillips Co: Merrick NE 68865~

Location: 5 miles east of Grand Island and 4
miles west of Phillips.

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030002

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 11 acres, buffer area for
substation, right-of-way for transmission
lines for Nebraska Public Power District.

New York

Land 671

Naval Station New York

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120022

Status: Excess

Comment: 50 ft. by 25 ft., most recent use—
swimming pool concrete frame. scheduled
to be vacated Oct. 1992,

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Playing Field—675

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120024

Status: Excess

Comment: 67974 sq. ft., limited utilities, most
recent use—baseball field, scheduled to be
vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

Land R464/R474

Naval Station New York

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120043

Status: Excess

Comment: 90° X 45' each, concrete over
gravel, most recent use—tennis courts,
scheduled to be vacated Oct. 1992

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

VA Medical Center

Fort Hill Avenue

Canandaigua Co: Ontario NY 14424

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010017

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 27.5 acres, used for school balifield
and parking, existing utilities easements,
portion leased.

North Dakota

Fargo Substation

Fargo Co: Cass ND 58102-
Landholding Agency: Energy
Property Number: 419030005
Status: Underutilized

Comment: 25 acres, most recent use—
transmission line corridor and buffer. -

Pennsylvania

VA Medical Center

New Castle Road

Butler Co: Butler PA 16001~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010016

Status: Underutilized

Comment: Approx. 9.29 acres, used for
patient recreation, potential utilities.

Land No. 645

VA Medical Center

Highland Drive

Pittsburg Co: Allegheny PA 15208~

Location: Between Campania and Wiltsie
Streets.

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010080

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 52.42 acres, heavily wooded,
property includes dump area and numerous
site storm drain outfalls.

South Carolina

Georgetown Wayside Park

U.S. 701

Approx. 9-10 mi north of Georgetown

Georgetown Co: Georgetown SC 298440

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549130011

Status: Excess

Comment: 31.74 acres, approx. 1150 ft, of
highway frontage through the property

GSA Number: 4-GR-SC~521

South Dakota

Por. of Pactola Dist. Ad. Site

803 Soo San Drive

Rapid City Co: Pennington SD 57702-
Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 159130003

Status: Excess

Comment: 5.58 acres, potential utilities
GSA Number: 7-A-SD--511

Virginia

St. Helena Annex (former portion)

Treadwell and South Main Streets

Norfolk Co: Norfolk VA 23523

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120005

Status: Excess

Comment: 7.69 acres, most recent use—paved
parking lot

GSA Number: 4-GR(2)-VAS525AA

Washington

Raver Substation Co: King WA

Location: Approximately 16 miles east of
Kent.

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030012

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 10+ acres, potential utilities,
heavily treed.

West Virginia

VA Medical Center

1540 Spring Valley Drive

Huntington Co: Wayne WV 25704~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010022

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 72 acres, very rough terrain and
wooded, potential utilities

Suitable/To Be Excessed
Buildings (by State)

South C ~'ina

Bldg. # J.S. Coast Guard

Folly .sland Loran Station

Folly Island Co: Charleston SC 29401-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120096

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 2340 sq. ft., 1 story concrete block.
most recent use-——communications station

Bldg. #2 U.S. Coast Guard

Folly Island Loran Station .

Folly Island Co: Charleston SC 29401

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120097

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 2050 8q. ft., 1 story concrete block.
most recent use~communications station

Land (by State)

Michigan

U.S. Coast Guard—Air Station

Traverse City Co: Grand Traverse M} 49684
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120099

Status: Underutilized

Comment: 21.7 acres, most recent use—helo
landings

South Carolina

Land—U.S. Coast Guard

Folly Island Loran Station

Folly Island Co: Charleston SC 29401-

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120098

Status: Unutilized

Comment: 55 acres (88 acres submerged) tidal
marshland, potential utilities

Unsuitable Properties
Buildings (by State)
Alabama

6 Buildings

USCG Mobile Pt. Station

Ft. Morgan

Gulfshores Co: Baldwin AL 38542~
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Numbers: 879120001-879120005
Status: Excess

Reason: Floodway

Alaska

Bldg. No. 10, Firehouse

Jct. of 5th St. & Ave. B

Kodiak Co: Kodiak Island AK 99619-
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120100

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration
Bldg. 22

USCG Support Center, Kodiak

Jct. of 5th Street and C Avenue
Kodiak Co: Kodiak Island AK 99619-
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879130003

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration
USCG MSD Office (2 buildingg)

2958 Tongass Avenue
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Ketchikan Co: Ketchikan AK 99901~
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879130004

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration

Galley/Rec. Bldg.

USCG Base Ketchikan

1300 Stedman Street

Ketchikan Co: Ketchikan AK 89901-
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879140002

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

Supply Warehouse

USCG Base Ketchikan

1300 Stedm ap Street

Ketchikan Co: ¥etchikan AK 99901-
Landhelding Agency: DOT

Property Nuo.sber: 879140003

Status: Excess

Reuson: Secured Area

01d Barracks

USCG Base Ketchiken

1300 Stedman Street

Ketchikan Co: Ketchikan AK 99901-
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879140004

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

Bldg. 517

USCG Support Center Kodiak
Kodiak Island

Kodiak Co: Kodiak Island AK 99916-5000
Lundholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879140007

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area; Within airport runway

clear zona

Califoraia

Bldg. 17
Coest Cuard Island
USCG Support Center, Alameda
Alameda Co: Alameda CA 94501~
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879130002
Status: Unutilized
Reason: Other
Comment: Siructural deficiencies
3 Buildings :
Former Long Beach Radio Station
Palcs Verde Drive
Palos Verde Co: Los Angeles CA 80274
Iaadholding Agency: DOT
sperty Numbers; 879140008-879140010
Status: Excess
Reason: Secured Area
4 Bidgs., Loran Station
Johuston Island
APO San Francisco, CA (Sand Island)
Johnston ATOLL CA 96305- 5000
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879210064
Siatus: Excess
Reason: Secured Area

Colorado

Alemeda Facility

350 S. Santa Fe Drive

Denver Co: Denver CO 80223~
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879010014
Status: Unutilized

Rcason: Other environmental

Comment: contamination
Florida

Bldg. #3, Recreation Cottage
USCG Station

Marathon Co: Monroe FL 33050~
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Numbers: 879210008
Status; Unutilized

Reason: Secured Area; Floodway

Hawaii

14 Buildings

USCG Base Honolulu

Sand Island

Honolulu Co: Honolulu HI 86819-4398

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879140011-879140024

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area; Within 2000 ft. of
flammable or explosive materiat.

9 Bldgs., Loran Station

Kure island

FPO San Francisco, CA Co: Honolulu HI
96619-0006

Landholdirg Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879210005

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

Barracks/Recreation Bldg.

Loran Station Upolu Point

Box 2

Hawi Co: Hawaii HI 96719-0002

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879210008

Status: Fxcess

Reason: Secured Area

Transmitter Bldg.

Loran Station Upolu Puint
Hawi Co: Hawaii HI 96719-0002
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 872210007
Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

Illinois

Former Martin L. King Cenier

3312 West Grenshaw Avenue

Chicagn Co: Cook IL €0624-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 542130005
tatus: Excess

Reason: Qther

Comment: Extensive deterioration

GSA Number: 2{R}-F-11-891

Massachusetts

115 Buildings :
Messachusetts Military Reservation
Bourne Co: Barnstable MA 02542~
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Numbers: 870210009-879210123
Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration

New Jersey

Bldg. 120

USCG Training Center Capc May
North side of Munro Ave.

Cape May Co: Cape May NJ 08204~
Location: Opposite GSK Bldg. 204
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879236007
Status: Unutilized

Reason: Secured Area

New Mexico

Farmington Office and Yard

900 La Plata Highway

Farmington Co: San Juan NM 87499~
Landholding Agency: Intericr

Property Number: 619010001

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Within airport ranway clear zone

New York

Pilum Island Light Station

Plum Island

Southfield Township Co: Suffolk NY

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 548030004

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

CSA Number: 2-A-NY-748

3 Buildings

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Numbers: 549120013-5491200: 4,
549120038

Stetus: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Electrica! subatation

GSA Number: 2-N-NY~797

Hospital Area Steam Tunnel

Naval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 11251~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120045

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Structurally unsound

GSA Number: 2-N-NY-797

North Street Steam Tunsel
Neval Station New York

207 Flushing Avenue

Brooklyn Co: Kings NY 112561-
Landholding Agency: GSA
Property Number: 549120046
Status: Excess

Reason; Other

Comment: Structurally unsound
GSA Number: 2-N-NY-737

North Cuiolina

Bldg. 9

VA Medical Center

1100 Tunne} Road

Asheville Co: Buncoinbe NC 28805~
Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010008
Status: Underutilized

Reason: Other

Comment; Friable asbestos.

Orsgon

Eugene District Office Site
751 South Danebo

- Eugene Co: Lane OR 97402~

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619010003

Status: Underutilized

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or
explosive material

USCG Air Station North Bend

2000 Connecticut Avenue

North Bend Co: Coos OR 97549-2339

Laadholding Agency: DOT
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Property Number: 879140001
Status: Excess
Reason: Secured Area

Storage Building

USCG Marine Safety Office

6767 North Basin Avenue

Portland Co: Multnomah OR 97217-3992,
Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 878210002

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration

Puerto Rico

Mona Island

Punta Este Co: Mona Island PR
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879010004
Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Inaccessible

Texas

3 Buildings

Olin E. Teague Veterans Center

1901 South 1at Street

Temple Co: Bell TX 76504~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Numbers: 979010050-979010052
Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Friable asbestos.

Washington

Dahinden Chicken Coop
Quinault Ranger Station
Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park WA 90526~
Landholding Agency: Interier
Property Number: 619030014
Statue: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Chicken coop

Dahinden Quthouse

Quinault Ranger Station
Route 2, Box 78

Amanda Park WA 98526
Landholding Agency: Interior
Property Number: 619030015
Status: Unutilized

Reasor: Other

Comment: Detached latrine
Haas Chicken Coop

% Quinault Ranger Station
Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 08526~
Landholding Agency: Interior
Property Number: 619040004
Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Chicken coop

Haas Lean-to

Quinault Ranger Station
Route 2, Box 76

Amanda Park Co: Grays Harbor WA 08526~
Landholding Agency: Interior
Property Number: 619040005
Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Lean-to

Bldg. #38—Stehekin District
Company Creek Road

Stehekin Co: Chelan WA 96853
Landholding Ageney: Interior
Property Number: §19130001

Status: Unutilized
Reason: Other
Comment; Extensive deterioration

Bldg. 689—Comfort Station

Olympic Hot Springs Wilderness
Backcountry

Port Angeles Co: Clallam WA 98362-8708

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619130002

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment; Extensive deterforation

Bldg. 2562—Storage Shed

Olympic Hot Springs Wilderness
Backcountry

Port Angeles Co: Clallam WA 98362-6798

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619130003

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration

Bldgs. L-103, L-234

Mount Rainier National Park

Longmire Maintenance Complex

Longmire Co: Pierce WA 98397-

Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 618130007-619130008

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Extensive deterioration

2 Buildings

USCG Station Cape Disappointment

Foot of Canby Road

Ilwaco Co: Pacific WA 98624-0460

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Numbers: 879140005~879140008

Status: Excess

Reason: Secured Area

Bldg. #1, USCG Support Center

1519 Alaskan Way South

Seattle Co: King WA 98134~

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879210003

Status: Excess )

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammeable or
explosive material; Secured Area

Wyoming

Bldg. 95

Medical Center

N.W. of town at the end of Fort Road

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82601~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Numher: 978110004

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Sewage digester for disposal plant.

Bldg. 96

Medical Center

N.W. of town at end of Fort Road

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82861~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 879110005

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Pump house for sewage disposal
plant.

Structure 99

Medical Center

N.W. of town at the end of Fort Roed

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82003~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 878110008

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Mechanical acreen for sewage
disposal plant.

Structure 100

Medical Center

N.W. of town at the end of Fort Road

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82801-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979110002

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Dosing tank for sewage disposal
plant.

Structure 101

Medical Center

N.W. of town at the end of Fort Road

Sheridan Co: Sheridan WY 82801~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 978110008

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Chlorination chamber for sewage
disposal plant.

Land (by State)

Alaska

Nike Site, Tract 104

Jig Battery “D"

Eielson Defense Area

Fairbanks Co: Fairbanks AK 99701-
Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120001

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Property is landlocked
GSA Number: 9-D-AK-058-AD
Sanak Harbor Daybeacon

Sanak Island

Sanak Co: Aleutian AK
Landholding Agency: DOT
Property Number: 879010012

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment: Isolated area on Arctic Coast

Arizona

Elliott Homes—Cana}

West of 77th Ave. and South of Cholla Street
Peoria Co: Maricopa AZ 85345-
Landholding Agency: Interior

Property Number: 619130006

Status: Surplus

Reason: Other

Comment: Lateral canal

Californio

Elverta Substation

736 W. Elverta Road

Elverta Co: Sacramento CA 95626~
Landhelding Agency: Energy
Property Number: 419030008
Status: Underutilized

Reason: Secured Area

DVA Medical Center

4951 Arroyo Road

Livermore Co: Alameda CA #5650~
Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010623
Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other

Comment; 750,000 pal water reserveir.

Colorado

Sunset Canyon Field Statior
Boulder Co: Boulder CO 80382
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Location: 5 miles west of Wall Street on
County Road 118

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549030019

Status: Excess

Reason: Floodway

GSA Number: 7-C-CO-602

Beaver Creek Well Site

Approx. 1%z miles east of Brush

Brush Co: Morgan CO 80723-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120064

Status: Excess

Reason: Floodway

GSA Number: 7-B-CO-804

Georgia

(P) Dobbins AFB/(P) NAS Atlanta

N.E. Quadrant of Intersection between
Fairground & South Cobb Drive

Marietta Co: Cobb GA 30060-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549140001

Status: Surplus

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or
explosive material

GSA Number: 4-GR-GA-557 & 4-GR-GA-~
587A

Kentucky

E.C. Clements Job Corps Cntr.

1 Mile East of Morganfield, Ky.

Morganfield Co: Union KY 42437~

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549120002

Status: Excess

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or
explosive material; Within airport runway
clear zone

GSA Number: 4-L-KY-432-F

Louisiana

Land—3.4 acres

VA Medical Center

2501 Shreveport Highway

Alexandria Co: Rapides LA 71301-

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010010

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or
explosive material

Michigan

Middle Marker Facility

Yipsilanti Co: Washtenaw MI 48198

Location: 549 ft. north of intersection of
Coolidge and Bradley Ave. on East side of
street

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879120006

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Within airport runway clear zone

Minnesota

VAMC

VA Medical Center

4801 8th Street No.

St. Cloud Co: Sterns MN 56303~

Landholding Agency: VA

Property Number: 979010049

Status: Underutilized

Reason: Within 2000 ft. of flammable or
explosive material

Missouri

Portion (120.60 acres)
Harry S. Truman Dam & Reservoir

County Road BB Co: St. Clair MO 63077~
Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549140005

Status: Excess

Reason: Floodwa

GSA Number: 7-D-MO-607E

Montana

Dawson County Substation

Glendive Co: Dawson, MT 59330~

Location: 3 miles east of Glendive, MT on
highway 20

Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030011

Status: Underutilized

Reason: Secured Area

Anaconda Substation Co: Deer Lodge, MT
Location: 4 miles southeast of Anaconda
Landholding Agency: Energy

Property Number: 419030013

Status: Unutilized

Reason: Other environmental

Comment: contamination

New York

Tracts 1, 2, 3, & 4,

VA Medical Center

Bath Co: Steuben NY 14810~

Location: Exit 38 off New York State Route

17.
Landholding Agency: VA
Property Numbers: 979010011-879010014
Status: Unutilized
Reason: Secured Area

North Dakota

VAM & ROC—Land—8.1 acres
2101 Elm Street, N.

Fargo Co: Cass ND 58102~
Landholding Agency: VA
Property Number: 979010018
Status: Underutilized

Reason: Floodway

VAM & ROC—Land—8.9 acres
2101 Elm Street, N,

Fargo Co: Cass ND 58102-
Landholding Agency: VA
Property Number: 879010019
Status: Underutilized

Reason: Floodway

Washington

Snoqualmie Substation
King County, WA

Location: 12 miles southwest of North Bend.

Landholding Agency: Energy
Property Number: 419030007
Status: Unutilized

Reason: Secured Area

Portion

Chehalis-Mayfield access road right-of-way

Approx. 2 mi. east of Onalaska Co: Lewis
WA 98570-

Landholding Agency: GSA

Property Number: 549140008

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Inaccessible .

GSA Number: 9-B-WA-1014

Land

Puffin Island Light House Res.

San Juan Co: San Juan WA

Landholding Agency: DOT

Property Number: 879010013

Status: Excess

Reason: Other

Comment: Island

{FR Doc. 92-4341 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 4210-29-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Joint Tribal/BIA/DO1 Advisory Task
Force on Bureau of indlan Affairs
Reorganization, Public Meeting
AGENCY: Department of the Interior.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Public Law 101~
512, the Office of the Assistant
Secretary—Indian Affairs is announcing
the forthcoming meeting of the Joint
Tribal/BIA/DOI Advisory Task Force
on Bureau of Indian Affairs
Reorganization (Task Force).

DATES: March 17, 18, and 19, 1992; 8 a.m.
to 5:30 p.m. on March 17 and 9 a.m. to
5:30 p.m. on March 18 and 19; Bally's
Casino Resort, 3645 Las Vegas
Boulevard South, Las Vegas, Nevada.
Adjournment time on March 17, 1992,
may be later than the 5:30 p.m. time set
above in order to accommodate all those
persons signing up to present comments
to the Task Force. The meeting of the
Task Force is open to the public.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Veronica L. Murdock, Designated
Federal Officer, Office of the Assistant
Secretary—Indian Affairs; MS 4140 MIB;
1849 C Street NW.; Washington, DC
20240; Telephone number (202) 208-4173.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Task
Force welcomes public oral and written
comments, and it regularly schedules
public comment time during each
meeting. In order to broaden Tribal
Government participation, however, the
first day of this meeting of the Task
Force has been designated as a “Public
Hearing" to obtain Tribal Government,
Indian and Tribal Organization, and
individual comments on the “1991
Cumulative Report of the Joint Tribal/
BIA/DOI Advisory Task Force on
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Reorganization" and on other Task
Force activities. The order for speaking
at this Public Hearing will be
determined by the order in which
persons sign up to speak and in the
following categorical order: (1) Tribal
Council Chairpersons and persons
designated in writing to speak on behalf
of Tribal Governing Bodies, (2)
Representatives of National, Regional,
Inter-Tribal, and Tribal organizations,
and (3) individuals speaking on their
own behalf. Persons wishing to present
testimony or speak to the Task Force
may sign up in advance by calling
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Veronica L. Murdock at (202) 2084173
until 4 p.m. on March 12, 1992. Sign up
sheets will also be available at the
meeting site on March 16, 1992, from 2
p.m. until 10 p.m. in the Task Force work
room and on March 17, 1992, from 7:30
a.m. to 10:15 a.m. at the Task Force
registration table at the meeting room.
Speakers are encouraged to prepare
written testimony, background material,
comments, and other documents for
presentation to the Task Force because
time for oral presentations will be
limited. All written documentation
should be submitted with an original
and 50 copies to ensure distribution to
all Task Force members during this
meeting. Also written comments may be
submitted by individuals unable to
attend the meetings. The Task Force
appreciates written comments at any
time, but comments mailed to the Task
Force for this meeting should be
received prior to March 12, 1992, to
ensure their consideration at this
meeting. Written comments received too
late for consideration at this meeting
will be made a part of the official record
and used for discussion at future
meetings of the Task Force. Written
comments for this meeting are to be
addressed to Veronica L. Murdock,
QOffice of the Assistant Secretary—
Indian Affairs, Mail Stop 4140 MIB,
Department of the Interior, 1849 C Street
NW., Washington, DC 20240. The Task
Force will discuss the comments
obtained from the public, identify goals
and objectives and the means for
achieving these during the remainder of
the Task Force's activities, and discuss
the means by which public comments
will be incerporated into future
activities. The Task Force will also
continue old business with
concentration on Area/Agency
structures, the Bureau's budget process,
and the directives systems under which
the Bureau operates.

Datad: February 25, 1992.
Eddie F. Brown,
Assisient Secretary—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 92-4617 Filed 2-27-02; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Fish and Wiidlife Service

Grizzly Discovery Center, West
Yellowstone, Montana

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Receipt of Application for a
Permit.

SuMMARY: The following applicant
applied for a subpermit under the Fish
and Wildlife Permit number PRT 704930

for the purposes of holding a threatened
species for zoological exhibition and
educational purposes. This is consistent
with the purposes of section 10(a)(1)(A)
of the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
as amended.

ADDRESSES: Applicant: Lewis S.
Robinson, I1I, President, Firehole Land
Corporation, P.O. Box 1020, West
Yellowstone, Montana 59758.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The applicant proposes to develop an
87-acre parcel of lend in West
Yellowstone, Montana, adjacent to the
west entrance of Yellowstone National
Park. This proposed development is now
known as “Grizzly Park” and would
feature as its main attraction the
“Grizzly Discovery Center.” The
proposed Grizzly Discovery Center
would be a grizzly bear (Ursus arctos
horribilis) exhibition facility for which
the applicant is seeking an Endangered
Species Permit to hold and display up to
28 grizzly bears. The purpose of this
zoological exhibit will be to house
grizzly bears in “natural exhibit areas”
for the education and entertainment of
paying visitors. The Grizzly Discovery
Center will provide information on
grizzly bears and their habitat in the
Yellowstone Ecosystem and will include
an “Imax" theater for this purpose. The
applicant requests that grizzly bears for
this facility be obtained from a variety
of sources including zoos, research
centers, and wild “orphan,” or
“problem” bears in the possession of
State wildlife agencies, pending the
agencies' determination to remove them
from the wild under provisions of the
Interagency Grizzly Bear Guidelines.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Written comments should be submitted
to the Field Supervisor, Fish and
Wildlife Enhancement, P.O. Box 10023,
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse,
301 South Park, room 484, Helena,
Montana 59626, telephone {406) 449-5322
or FTS 585-5322. Comments must be
received within 60 days of the date of
this publication.

Documents and other information
submitted with this application are
available to the public by appointment
during normal business hours at the
above Fish and Wildlife Enhancement
Office. For further information,
interested persons should contact the
Field Supervisor at the above address.

Author

Dale Harms, State Supervisor, Fish
and Wildlife Enhancement, P.O. Box
10023, Federal Building and U.S.
Courthouse, 301 South Park, room 464,

Helena, Montana 59626, telephone (406)
449-5225 or FTS 585-5225.

Authority: Endangered Species Act of 1973,
as amended.

Dated: February 21, 1992,
Robert D. Jacobsen,
Acting Regional Director.
[FR Doc. 924599 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

Availability of the Draft Environmental
Assessment and Land Protection Plan;
Proposed Establishment of Mandalay
National Wildlife Refuge Terrebonne
Parish, LA

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability of the
draft environmental assessment and
land protection plan for the proposed
establishment of Mandalay National
Wildlife Refuge.

SUMMARY: This notice advises the public
that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Southeast Region, proposes to establish
a national wildlife refuge in the vicinity
of Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana. The
purpose of the proposed refuge is to
protect and manage approximately
15,000 acres of nationally significant
freshwater marshes and wetlands in the
Bayou Penchant Basin of southcentral
Louisiana for the benefit of migratory
waterfowl and other wildlife. A Draft
Environmental Assessment and Land
Protection Plan for the proposed refuge
has been developed by Service
biologists in coordination with the
Louisiana Department of Wildlife and
Fisheries, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, The Nature Conservancy,
and other federal and state agencies and
private conservation organizations. The
assessment considers the biological,
environmental, and socioeconomic
effects of establishing the refuge. The
assessment also evaluates five
alternative actions and their potential
impacts on the environment. Written
comments or recommendations
concerning the proposal are welcomed,
and should be sent to the address
below.

DATES: Land acquisition planning for the
project is currently underway. The draft
assessment will be available to the
public for review and comment on
March 16, 1992, Written comments must
be received no later than April 30, 1992
to be considered.

ADDRESSES: Comments and requests for
copies of the assessment and further
information should be addressed to Mr.
Charles R. Danner, Chief, Branch of
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Project Development, Office of Refuges
and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 75 Spring Street SW., room
1240, Atlanta, Georgia 30303.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
primary objectives of the proposed
refuge are to provide (1) wintering
habitat for migratory waterfowl, (2)
production habitat for wood ducks and
mottled ducks, (3) habitat for a natural
diversity of wildlife. {4) habitat for
nongame migratory birds, (5) habitat for
threatened and endangered species, and
{6) opportunities for environmental
education, interpretation, and wildlife-
oriented recreation. The proposed refuge
would also serve as a focal point for the
overall protection and management of
the Bayou Penchant Basin in
cocperation with other federal and state
agencies, conservation organizations,
and the private sector.

The preposed refige area is located in
Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana, about 5
mziles west of Houma and 20 miles east
of Morgan City. The proposed area is
bisected by the Gulf Intracoastal
Waterway and lies south of the Bayou
Black Ridge between Houma and
Morgan City near U.S. Highway 90.
Three major oil and gas fields are
located within the boundary of the
proposed refuge.

The area’s biological diversity is high.
Thousands of migratory waterfow! are
attracted to the area’s freshwater
marshes, including mallards, blue- and
green-winged teal, gadwalls, wigeons,
and mottled ducks. Wood ducks are
common, both as migrants and breeders,
and mottled ducks commonly nest
throughout the area. American coots
heavily use this part of coastal
Louisiana, as do several other species of
rails and gallinules. Pintails, lesser
scaups, geese, and shovelers also winter
in the area. It is not uncommon for this
area to reach peaks of 75,000 or more
ducks.

In addition, the proposed refuge area .
provides critical spring and fall habitat
for neotropical migratory birds. Wading
birds also use the area in significant
numbers and several rookeries are
rresent. One major rookery consists of
several thousand pairs of white ibis,
great egrets, little blue herons, snowy
egrets, and tricolored herons. A few
roseate spoonbills also nest in the area.

Bald eagles use the proposed refuge
heavily and at least four active nests
have been documented. One nest near
Hansons Canal in the proposed refuge
area fledged two young in 1989. The
proposed refuge area represents the
primary core nesting area for bald
eagles west of Florida. The area’s
marshes also support high populations

of other wildlife, including nutria,
alligators, and white-tailed deer.
Freshwater fishing for largemouth bass,
crappie, and catfish is popular in the
canals and open water areas.

The draft environmental assessment
was developed by the Service in
consultation with representatives from
the Louisiana Department of Wildlife
and Fisheries, The Nature Conservancy,
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Ducks Unlimited, the USDA Soil
Conservation Service, the ’
Environmental Protection Agency, and
the National Marine Fisheries Service.
The bioclogical, environmental, and
socioeconomic effects of acquiring
approximately 15,000 acres of
frestiwater marshes and wetlands for
the establishment of the refuge have
been considered. Five alternatives and
their potential impacts on the
environment are presented and
evaluated. The Service believes the
preferred alternative, Protection and
Management of Approximately 15,000
Acres by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, is a positive step in preserving a
nationally significant wetland
ecosystem for the benefit of migratory
waterfowl, neotropical migrant birds,
endangered species, and other native
wildlife.

Dated: February 20, 1892,
James W. Pulliam, Jr.,
Regional Director.
[FR Doc. 92-4547 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

Issuance of Permit for Marine
Mammals

On November 21, 1991, a notice was
published in the Federal Register, Vol.
56, No. 225, Page(s) 58705, that an
application had been filed with the Fish
and Wildlife Service by The Seattle
Aquarium (PRT-763288) for a permit to
import 1 male Alaskan Sea otter
(Enhydra lutris lutris) for public display.

Notice is hereby given that on 02/10/
92, as authorized by the provisions of
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.)
and the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531, et seq.), the
Fish and Wildlife Service issued the
requested permit subject to certain
conditions set forth therein.

The permit documents themselves are
available for public inspection by
appointment during normal business
hours (7:45—4:15) at the Fish and Wildlife
Service's Office of Management
Authority, 4401 North Fairfax Drive,
room 432, Arlington, Virginia 22203 {703/
358-2104).

Other information in permit file is
available under the Freedom of
Information Act to any person who
submits a written request to the
Service's Office of Management
Authority at the above address, in
accordance with procedures set forth in
Department of the Interior regulations,
43 CFR 2.

Dated: February 25, 1992,

Maggie Tieger,

Acting Chief, Branch of Permits, Offive of
Management Authority.

{FR Doc. 924624 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

Intent To Prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Proposed Patoka River Wetlands
Project in Pike and Gibson Counties,
IN

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

suMmMmARY: This Notice advises the
public that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) intends to prepare an
EIS for the proposad Patoka River
Wetlands Project {Project) located in
southwestern Indiana along the Patoka
River near the communities of Oakland
City and Winslow in Pike and Gibson
Counties. The Project is proposed to
protect and manage wetlands in a
significant bottomland hardwood forest
ecosystem.

The EIS will evaluate eight
preliminary alternatives on the basis of
their biological and socioceconomic
impacts. Preparation of the EIS is in
response to new resource and
socioeconomic impacts uncovered
during the preparation of an
Environmental Assessment for the
proposed establishment of a national
wildlife refuge in the same area.

This Notice is being furnished as
required by the National Environmental
Policy Act {NEPA) Regulations {40 CFR
1501.7) to obtain suggestions and
information from other agencies and the
public on the scope of issues to be
addressed in the EIS. Comments and
participation in this scoping process are
solicited.

DATES: Written comments should be
received by March 30, 1992, A Service
office located adjacent to the proposed
project in Winslow, Indiana, is currently
open from 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, for personal comments
and input, phone (812) 789-2102.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to: Regional Director, U.S.
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Fish and Wildlife Service, Bishop Henry
Whipple Federal Building, 1 Federal
Drive, Fort Snelling, Minnesota 55111~
4056; Attention Jeanne Holler, RE-AP.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William McCoy, Project Leader, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 510,
Winslow, Indiana 47598-0510, (812) 789
2102.

Copies of a map of the proposed
Wetlands Project are available from the
Project Leader.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Service preposes to restore, protect and
manage a significant bottomland
hardwood forest wetland complex
within an area totalling approximately
21,000 acres along the Patoka River in
southwestern Indiana.

The purposes of the Patoka River
Wetlands Project are to:

1. Restore, protect, and manage a
bottomland hardwood forest ecosystem
for the many values associated with
these wetlands.

2. Restore, protect, and manage
uplands that complement and/or protect
wetlands.

3. Restore, protect, and manage
migratory bird habitat with special
emphasis on habitat for wood ducks.

4. Restore, protect, and manage
habitat for endangered and threatened
species of plants and animals.

5. Increase public opportunities for
outdoor recreation and environmental
education that are compatible with the
primary resource objectives of the
Project area.

6. Provide more responsive wildlife
extension services and restore wetland
habitat in southwestern Indiana per
landowner requests according to
guidelines of the Service's Partners for
Wwildlife Program.

7. Improve water quality in the Patoka
River wztershed to reduce adverse
impacts on human health and wildlife
productivity, enhance the fishery
resource, and increase the
attractiveness of the water resources for
wildlife-oriented public recreation.

Primary alternatives to be considered
in preparation of the EIS are:

1. No Action—Rely on existing
Federal, State, and local government
laws, regulations, and ordinances to
protect resources.

2, Waterbank/Wetland Reserve—
Rely on Department of Agriculture
wetland protection or set-aside
programs to provide protection of
existing or restored wetlands along the
Patoka River.

3. Expansion of Land Use and Zoning
Regulations—Encourage Federal, State,
and local governments to enact new

laws and regulations to protect the
Patoka River's resources.

4. Acquisition/Management by
Others—This alternative would involve
other Federal, State, non-profit, and
citizen's groups in the protection of the
area's resources through fee title,
easement, and lease acquisition.

5. Private Lands Agreements—Rely on
a program of technical outreach
sponsored by the Service and Indiana
Department of Natural Resources to
assist landowners in the restoration and
enhancement of wildlife and fish
habitats in the area.

6. Acquisition of 20,774 acres by the
Service for the Patoka River National
Wildlife Refuge as Previously Defined
in the Environmental Assessment—
Under this alternative, the Service
would establish a national wildlife
refuge and acquire fee title, easements,
and leases from willing sellers, subject
to appropriated funds.

7. Acquisition of Interests in Lands by
the Servige as Wildlife Management
Areas from within a 20,774-acre
Selection Area—Under this alternative,
the Service would acquire fee title,
easements, and leases to habitats within
a selection area based upon availability
of funds and willing sellers. These areas
would be known as wildlife
management areas and would be
actively managed by the Service.

8. Acquisition of Interests in 7,505
acres by the Service for the Patoka
River National Wildlife Refuge, and

" Acquisition of Interests in Other Lands

within a 13,269-acre Selection Area to
be Managed as Wildlife Management
Areas—This alternative combines
features of alternatives 7 and 8. The
Service would acquire fee title,
easements, and leases from willing
sellers to establish a national wildlife
refuge from within a 7,505-acre national
wildlife refuge acquisition boundary.
The Service would also acquire fee title,
easements, and lease interests from
willing sellers within a 13,269-acre
selection area to be managed as wildlife
management areas. All acquisition
would be subject to appropriation of
funds.

The purpose for considering the
acquisition alternatives is to provide
long term assurance that critical
wetland habitat would be preserved
while promoting conservation of our
Nation’'s wetlands in accordance with
national plans.

The Department of the Interior
developed a National Wetlands Priority
Conservation Plan as directed by
section 301 of the Emergency Wetlands
Resources Act of 1986. The North
Central Region of the Service developed
a Regional Wetlands Concept Plan that

identified priority wetland habitat for
preservation based on areas where
wetland losses are highest and where
the threat of additional loss is greatest.
Since forested, bottomland wetlands
have experienced a high rate of loss, the
Patoka River was identified as a high
priority area for preservation.

Additional focus has been placed on
the Patoka River area as a result of the
North American Waterfowl
Management Plan signed by the US. -
and Canada in 1986. The plan calls for
restoration of continental waterfowl
populations by the year 2000 through
partnerships of Federal, State, and
provincial agencies as well as private
conservation organizations and
individuals.

One of the partnerships formed is the
Lower Mississippi Valley Joint Venture
to emphasize the protection and
restoration of bottomland hardwood
wetlands. The New Madrid Wetlands
Project Initiative was developed as one
of several thrusts by this multi-agency
group. The goal of this initiative is to
acquire, develop, and manage important
waterfowl] habitat in the four
cooperating States of Indiana, Illinois,
Kentucky, and Missouri.

Sites identified for protection
represent the most important habitat
still in existence. A total of 30,000 acres
have been identified for acquisition by
different agencies in Indiana. Of this
total, approximately 21,000 acres along
the Patoka River have been identified in
the New Madrid initiative for
acquisition by the Service.

At this time the Service doés not have
a preferred alternative. The major
impacts expected, should the proposed
action be carried out, are the conversion
of cropland to wildlife habitat use,
curtailment of timber harvest, improved
economic conditions due to tourism, and
change in land ownership from private
to Federal. The possible impacts on the
surface mining of coal have yet to be
quantified. These anticipated impacts
will be highly variable between
alternatives.

The major issues expected include
Service acquisition policy, avian
diseases related to the poultry industry,
wetland and water level management,
effects on the tax base, local
employment, effects on adjacent
cropland, effects on rights to surface
mine coal resources, loss of cropland,
and effects on existing and proposed
public roads.

Additional studies and report
completed since release of the original
Environmental Assessment in May 1989,
include:
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Coal Reserve Evaluation of the
Proposed Patoka River National Wildlife
Refuge. October 1991. Office of Surface
Mining.

Plants and Plant Community Survey.
19N. Indiana Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Nature Preserves.

Fish Survey of the Patoka River. July
1991. Indiana Department of Natural
Resources, Division of Fisheries.

Wetland Development and
Management Alternative Concept
Management Plan. April 1991. U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

Hydrographics of Daily Water
Elevations at Four Selected Points on
the Patoka River, 1974 through 1989.
January 1991. U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, Louisville, Kentucky.

The environmental review of this
project will be conducted in accordance
with the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4371 et seq.), NEPA
Regulations (40 CFR part 1500-1508),
other appropriate Federal regulations,
and Service procedures for compliance
with those regulations.

The Draft EIS will be made available
to the public on or before July 1, 1992,
Public meetings will then be announced
and held to solicit additional comment
for preparing the Final EIS.

Dated: February 21, 1992.

Marvin E. Moriarity,

Acting Regional Director.

[FR Doc. 924465 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-56-M

Bureau of Land Management
[G010-4351-10/G2-0104]

Albuquerque District, New Mexico;
Emergency Closure of Public Lands,
New Mexico

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that all
public lands in sections 11, 12, 13, 14, 24,
25, T. 29 N., R. 9 E,, NMPM, and sections
17, 18, 19, 20, 28, 29, 31, T. 20 N., R. 10 E,,
NMPM located in the vicinity of the No
Agua Peaks, New Mexico, also known
as the Buffalo Pifion Ranch, are closed
to unauthorized vehicles.

The purposes of this closure is to
protect resident and migratory herds of
wild ungulates from the displacement
caused by motorized vehicles and to
protect forest resources. The area will
be closed to all vehicles, except
authorized vehicles.

The authority for this closure is found
in 43 CFR 8341.2. Any person who

violates the closure is subject to fines of
not more than $1,000 or imprisonment
for not longer than 12 months or both.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 28, 1992. The
closure will remain in effect until
rescinded or modified by the authorized
officer upon completion of the
transportation planning for the North
Unit Transportation Access Area.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chuck Schultz, Supervisory Mutli-
Resource Specialist, Taos Resource
Area, 224 Cruz Alta Road, Taos, New
Mexico 87571. Phone (505) 758-8851; FTS
479-8801.

Dated: February 20, 1992,
Robert T. Dale,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 924555 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-FB-N

[iD-010-02-4350-08]

Management Framework Plan
Amendment Draft and Environmental
Assessment Avallability; Cascade
Resource Area; ID

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of availability of draft
Management Framework Plan
Amendment; and draft Area of Critical
Environmental Concern Designations.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the BLM Planning
Regulations (43 CFR part 1600) and the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA, section 102(2)(C)) the Boise
District, BLM has prepared a draft
amendment to the Cascade Resource
Management Plan on a proposal to
designate six sites as areas of critical
environmental concern (ACECs) and to
consider transfer of four parcels of land
from Federal ownership. This notice is
also issued pursuant to § 1610.7-2(b) of
the BLM Planning Regulation. The draft
plan amendment and an environmental
assessment (EA) prepared on the
amendment are now available for public
review and comment.

DATES: The 90—day public comment
period for the draft plan amendment will
close on May 29, 1992. Written
comments should be mailed to the
address listed below. Public meetings
have not been scheduled.

ADDRESSES: Written Comments should
be mailed to: Cascade Area Manager,
Bureau of Land Management, 3948
Development Avenue, Boise, ID 83705,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Fend, Cascade Area Manager or
Fred Minckler, Team Leader at the"
Bureau of Land Management, 3984

Development Avenue, Boise, ID 83705,
telephone (208) 384-3300.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Cascade Resource Management Plan
{RMP) is a land use plan for public lands
within the Cascade Resource Area
administered by BLM in southwest
Idaho. The Boise District has prepared
an amendment which addresses special
management actions and designation of
six sites ranging in size from 40 acres to
1,250 acres as ACECs to protect Allium
aaseae (Aase’e onion), an onion species
being considered by the U.S. Fish and
Wwildlife Service for listing as threatened
or endangered. The six sites are:
Cartwright Canyon, 400 acres; Hulls
Gulch, 120 acres; Sand-capped Knob, 40
acres; Sand Hollow, 1,250 acres; Willow
Creek, 1,060 acres and Woods Gulch, 40
acres. Resource use limitations proposed
for these areas address: Livestock
grazing; motorized vehicle use; rights-of-
way; mineral leasing, location and
disposal; water developments and fire
suppression and rehabilitation. The
draft amendment also considers
possible transfer of four parcels of
public land from Federal ownership. An
environmental assessment (EA) has
been prepared on the amendment. The
draft amendment and the EA have been
distributed for public review and
comment. Additional copies are
available at the Boise District Office at
the address listed above.

Dated: February 21, 1992,
Rodger E. Schmitt,
Associate District Manager.

(FR Doc. 924576 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 um)
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M

[AZ-050~-4410-02]

Arizona: Avallability of the Final Yuman
District Resource Management Plan
Amendment and Environmental
Assessment, Yuma District

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of Availability of the
Yuman District Resource Management
Plan Amendment and Environmental
Assessment, Yuma District .

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 1976 and section 102(2}(c) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Bureau of Land Management
has prepared an amendment and
environmental assessment to its Yuma
District Resource Management Plan.
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The management actions prescribed
in the Final Amendment include: (1) No
surface occupancy on oil and gas leases
in ripdarian areas; {2) categorization of
desert tortoise habitat; (3) designation of
the Bill Williams Riparian Management
Area; (4) adjustments in lands available
for disposal; (5) additions to lands
identified for acquisition; (6) withdrawal
of the La Posa Long-Term Visitor Area;
(7} adjustments to District off-highway
vehicle designations; and (8)
adjustments in competitive-use, off-
highway vehicle area designations.

The protest period will begin upon
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register and will run for 30 days, after
which the decision will become final.

The document contains procedures for
protesting the plan or any part of it.
These procedures can also be found in
the Code of Federal Regulations (43 CFR
1610.5-2).

Except for any portions under protest,
the Bureau of Land Management's
Arizona State Directory may approve
the plan after 30 days from the date of
this notice.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A limited
number of copies of the Amendment and
Environmental Assessment are
available upon request to the Yuman
District Manager, Bureau of Land
Management, 3150 Winsor Avenue,
Yuma, Arizona 85365. There are also
copies available for review at the above
location.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Environmental Protection Specialist
Dave Curtis, Bureau of Land
Management, 3150 Winsor Avenue,
Yuma, Arizona 853865, telephone (602}
726-6300.

Dated: February 19, 1992.
Mervin Boyd,
Acting District Manager.
[FR Doc. 92-4490 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING. CODE 4310-32-M

[AZ-020-00-4320~12]

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

AcTION: Correction of Federal Register
publication.

On February 3, 1892, the location for
the Kingman Resource Area Grazing
Advisory Board meeting was incorrectly
published in the Federal Register
Volume 57, No. 22, Page 4052. The
correct location for the meeting will be
the Kingman Resource Area Conference
Room, 2475 Beverly Avenue, Kingman,
Arizona 86401.

Dated: February 20, 1992.
Henri R. Bisson, ’
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 92-4579 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}]
BILLING CODE 4310-32-M

(1D-050-4212-13; I-26669]

Realty Action: Private Exchange
Involving Public Land in Blaine County,
ID; Amendment

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management;
Interior.

ACTION: Amendment to Notice of Realty
Action, 1-26669; exchange of public and
private land in Blaine County, Idaho.
Original Notice of Realty Action was
published in the Federal Register on
March 9, 1989 (Vol. 54, No. 45, page
10054).

SUMMARY: Publication of this
amendment reinstitutes the segregation
of the public land and closes them to the
operation of the public land laws,
including the mineral laws, for a period
of two years from date of publication of
this amendment in the Federal Register.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Detailed
information concerning this action is
available from the Shoshone District
office of the Bureau of Land
Management, 400 West F Street,
Shoshone, Idaho 83352 or telephone
(208) 886-2206.

Dated: February 19, 1992.
Mary C. Gaylord,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 924580 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M

(1D-030-02-4212-11]
Realty Action; ID

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior,

ACTION: Amendment of Pocatello
Resource Management Plan (RMP),
notice of Realty Action (NORA),
Recreation and Public Purposes (R&PP)
Act Classification {(IDI-27984} in
Bannock County, ID,

NOTICE: Notice is hereby given that the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) has
amended the Pocatello RMP to provide
for the management of certain lands
acquired by Quit Claim Deed and lease
relinquishment in Bannock County,
Idaho. Notice is further given that
portions of these lands have been
examined and found suitable for lease
under the R&PP Act, as amended (43
U.S.C. 8689 et seq.) to the Boy Scouts of
America for a scout camp.

*The effective date of this R&PP
classification will be 80 days from the
date of Federal Register publication. The
lease will be subject to the following
terms and conditions:

1, Development in accordance with
the approved plan of development.

2, Civil Rights requirements.

3. Nine (9) specific environmental
protection stipulations will be made a
part of the lease.

4, All conditions contained in Sections
1-8 of Lease Form 2912-1,

SUMMARY: The following described
acquired lands have been examined and
through the public supported land use
planning process have been identified to
be managed through muitiple use
management pursuant to the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 17186).

Boise Meridian, Idaho

T.7S.R.36E,
Sec. 34, E%.SEY.
T.8S,R.36E,
Sec. 2, Lot 4, SWUNWY%, WhSW;
Sec. 3, Lot 1, S¥aNEY, EVLSEY%SW Y4, SEY;
Sec. 10, NEYs, ERELNWY4, N%ASEY:,
E%SWYSEYs, SEVLSEY:;
Sec. 11, W% W;
Sec. 14, Wik;
Sec. 15, NEUNEY4, EV2SEVNEY,
EYEY%SEY%;
Sec. 22, EANEWUNEY4, SEVANE%, E%SE Y,
E%BNWYSWY; '
Sec. 23, NW¥%, WH1SW;
Sec. 26, NWYWNWY,, SKUNWY, SWi:
Sec. 27, EANEY;
Sec. 34, SEX4ANEY%, NE%SEY,
N%SEY%SE%, SEY4SEYSEYa;
Sec. 35, W4, SWIANEW, WWSEY.
T.8S.,R.36E,
Sec. 2, Lots 3-5, S¥aN, SEVUSWY,,
N%SWi.

Comprising 3,137.54 acres.

The public lands obtained by lease
relinquishment are deseribed as:

Boise Meridian, Idaho

T.8S,R.38E,
Sec. 3, WAHSEUSWY;
Sec. 10, WHREVINWY,, WXWSWLSEY;
Sec. 15, WXSEYNEY., WHEXSEY:
Sec. 22, WHINE%NEY., SWHUNEY%, WHh
NWYSEY:; SWYUSEY%;
Sec. 27, E¥SEY:;
Sec. 34, SWSEWSEY,, NEXNEYs;
T.9S,R. 36 E,
Sec. 3, Lot 1.

Comprising 422.50 acres.

The following public lands have been
examined and found suitable for R&PP
Act lease. These lands are hereby
classified as suitable for lease under the
provisions-of the R&PP Act (Act of June
14, 1926 as amended).

Boise Meridian, Idaho

T.8S,R.36E.,
Sec. 36, W2 W%SWY,;
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Sec. 27, EY2SEY4;
Sec. 34, E%EY%;
Sec. 35, W2WY., SEViSW .
T.9S.,R.36E,
Sec. 2, Lot 5, SWYANWY,, NW¥SWY,,
E2WY;
Sec. 3, Lot 1.

Comprising 668 acres.

The classification is based on the
following reasons:

1. The lands are physically suitable to
Boy Scout camp site development.

2. The lands meet the guidelines for
lease as contained in 43 CFR 2741.5.

3. These lands are valuable for public
purposes as stated in 43 CFR 2430.4(a)
and may properly be classified for lease
under the R&PP Act as stated in 43 CFR
2430.4(c).

The previously described 668 acres of
land are hereby segregated from
appropriation under the public land
laws, except the R&PP Act, including the
mining laws for a period of 18 months.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Detailed
information concerning the conditions of
the lease can be obtained by contacting
Debbie Kovar, Realty Specialist, at (208}
236-6860.

Planning Protest

Any party that participated in the
plan amendment and is adversely
affected by the amendment may protest
this action as it affects issues submitted
for the record during the planning
process. The protest shall be in writing
and filed with the Director (760), Bureau
of Land Management, 1800 “C" Street
NW., Washington, DC 20240, within 30
days of this notice.

R&PP Act Lease Comments

For a period of 45 days from the date
of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register, interested parties may
submit comments to the District
Manager, Bureau of Land Management,
940 Lincoln Road, Idaho Falls, Idaho
83401. Objections will be reviewed by
the State Director who may sustain,
vacate, or modify this realty action. In
the absence of any planning protests or
objections regarding the R&PP Act lease,
this realty action will become the final
determination of the Department of the
Interior.

Dated: February 21, 1992.
Lloyd H. Ferguson,
District Manager.
[FR Doc. 92-4554 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-66-M

[MT-020-02-4333-08]

Montana, South Dakota Resource
Management Plan Amendment—Fort
Meade Recreation Area

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Miles City District Office, Interior.

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
amendment to the South Dakota
Resource Management Plan for the Fort
Meade Recreation Area in Meade
County, South Dakota.

SUMMARY: The South Dakota Resource
Area is initiating a revision of the
Recreation Management Plan for the
Fort Meade Recreation Area near
Sturgis, South Dakota. The revision will
update the present plan, which was
approved in 1981 and incorporated into
the South Dakota Resource Management
Plan (RMP) in 1985. The revision will
therefore constitute an amendment to
the RMP.

The revised plan will prescribe long-
term management objectives,
allocations and actions for all affected
resources in the recreation area. No
major issues have been identified to
date. The plan amendment will
consolidate past planning efforts and
provide more detailed management
guidance for some resources. Potential
issues include the balancing of public
demands for increased development and
dispersed recreational activities and
management actions necessary to
ensure human health and safety.
Disciplines represented in the
preparation of the plan amendment will
include forestry, archeology, fisheries,
wildlife, recreation, range, watershed,
realty, geology and law enforcement.
Opportunities for public involvement
will include scoping of issues and
concerns, periodic updates on progress
and review of the final plan amendment.
Various state and federal agencies,
including the South Dakota Game, Fish
and Parks Department, the Department
of Veterans Affairs and the public will
be involved. Contact with agencies and
the public will be made through
meetings, update letters and written
comments.

DATES: Comments and
recommendations of issues and
concerns to be considered will be
received until at least 30 days after
February 28, 1992,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark W. Stiles, Area Manager, South
Dakota Resource Area, 310 Roundup

Street, Belle Fourche, South Dakota
57717, phone (605) 892-2526.

Sandra E. Sacher,

Acting District Manager.

[FR Doc. 92-4578 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-DN-M

INSTITUTE OF AMERICAN INDIAN
AND ALASKA NATIVE CULTURE AND
ARTS DEVELOPMENT

Request for Nominations to the Board
of Trustees

AGENCY: Institute of American Indian
and Alaska Native Culture and Arts
Development (aka Institute of American
Indian Arts).

ACTION: Request for nominations.

SUMMARY: The Board directs the
administration of the Institute of
American Indian and Alaska Native
Culture and Arts Development,
including soliciting, accepting, and
disposing of gifts, bequests, and other
properties for the benefit of the Institute
The Institute, established under Public
Law 99-498 (20 U.S.C. 4411 et seq.).
provides scholarly study of and
instruction in Indian art and cuiture, and
establishes program which culminate in
the awarding of degrees in the various
fields of Indian arts and culture.

The Board consists of thirteen
members appointed by the President of
the United States, by and with the
consent of the U.S. Senate, who are
American Indians or persons
knowledgeable in the field of Indian art
and culture. This notice requests
nominations to fill five appointments on
the Board of Trustees.

DATES: Nominations will be accepted
until March 30, 1992.

ADDRESSES: Nominations may be sent to
the Chairman, Board of Trustees,
Institute of American Indian Arts, Post
Office Box 1836, Santa Fe, New Mexico
87504.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William Stewart Johnson, Chairman of
the Board of Trustees, Institute of
American Indian Arts, Post Office Box
1836, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504, 505~
088-6288.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public
Law 99-498 (20 U.S.C. 4412{a)(2)(B).
requires the President to publish in the
Federal Register an announcement
regarding nominations of the
Presidentially appointed members of the
Board of Trustees of the Institute. On
February 22, 1991 (56 FR 8099, February
26, 1991), the President delegated to the
Chairman of the Board of Trustees the
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responsibility to publish an
announcement regarding these
nominations in the Federal Register. All
nominations submitted will be
forwarded to the President for
consideration.

Dated: February 21, 1992, Santa Fe, New
Mexico.
William Stewart johnson,
Chairman, Board of Trustees, Institute of
American Indian Arts.
[FR Doc. 92-4553 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 0000-00-M

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[investigation No. 731-TA-518 (Final)]

Aspherical Ophthalmoscopy Lenses
From Japan; Commission
Determination To Conduct a Portion of
the Hearing In Camera

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Closure of & portion of a
commission hearing to the public.

SUMMARY: Upon request of respondent,
and subsequent request of petitioner, in
the above-captioned final investigation,
the Commission has unanimously
determined to conduct a portion of its
hearing scheduled for February 26, 1992,
in camera. See Commission rules
207.23(a), 201.13 and 201.35(b)(3) (19 CFR
267.23(a), 201.13 and 201.35(b)(3)). The
remainder of the hearing will be open to
the public. The Commission
unanimously has determined that the 10-
day advance notice of the change to a
meeting was not possible. See
Commission rule 201.35{a), (c){1) (19
CFR 201.35(a), (c)(1)).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robin L. Turner, Esq., Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 500 E Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone 202-
205-3103. Hearing impaired individuals
are advised that information on this
matter may be obtained by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202-
205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission believes that good cause
exists in this investigation so as to make
it appropriate to hold a portion of the
hearing in camera. The majority of the
information collected by the
Commission is business proprietary
information (BPI) because there is one
domestic producer. In light of these
facts, the Commission has determined
that a full discussion of petitioner's
financial condition and of many of the
indicators that the Commission

examines in assessing material injury by
reason of subject imports could only
take place if at least part of the hearing
was held in camera In making this
decision, the Commission nevertheless
reaffirms its belief that wherever
possible its business should be
conducted in public.

The hearing will include the usual
public presentations by petitioner and
by respondent, with questions from the
Commission. In addition the hearing will
include in camera sessions for
discussion of petitioner’s BPI, for
discussion of respondent’s BPI, and for
comparative discussion of BPI submitted
by respondent and BPI of petitioner, as
necessary. For any in camera session,
the room will be cleared of all persons
except: Those who have been granted
access to business proprietary
information under a Commission
administrative protective order (APQO)
and are included on the Commission’s
APO service list in this investigation.
See 19 CFR 201.35(b) (1}, (2). In addition,
if petitioner's BPI will be discussed in
the in camera session, personnel of
petitioner also will be granted access to
the closed session. See 19 CFR 201.35(b)
(1), (2). In the alternative, if respondent's
BPI will be discussed in the in camera
session, personnel of respondent also
will be granted access to the closed
session. See 19 CFR 201.35(b) (1), (2).
The time for the parties’ presentations
and rebuttals in the in camera session
will be taken from their respective
overall allotments for the hearing. All
those planning to attend the in camera
portions of the hearing should be
prepared to present proper
identification.

Authority: The General Counset has
certified, pursuant to Commission Rule 201.39
(19 CFR 201.39) that, in her opinion, a portion
of the Commission's hearing in Aspherical
Ophthalmoscopy Lenses from Japan, Inv. No.
731-TA-518 (Final) may be closed to the
public to prevent the disclosure of business
proprietary information.

Issued: February 25, 1992.

By order of the Commission.

Kenneth R. Mason,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 924628 Filed 2-25-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-M

—

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Intent To Engage in Compensated
Intercorporate Hauling Operations

This is to provide notice as required
by 49 U.S.C. 10524(b)(1) that the named
corporations intend to provide or use
compensated intercorporate hauling

operations as authorized in 49 U.S.C.
10524(b).

1. Parent corporation—American
Telephone & Telegraph Company, 32
Avenue of the Americas, New York,
New York 10013.

2. Subsidiaries—AT&T Paradyne
Corporation (Delaware), AT&T
Universal Card Service Corp.
(Delaware)}, NCR Corporation
(Maryland).

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr.,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 92-4604 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

[Docket No. AB-3 {(Sub-No. 98X)]

Missouri Pacific Raiiroad Co.
Abandonment Exemption—in St. Louls
County, MO

Applicant has filed a notice of
exemption under 39 CFR 1152 subpart
F—Exempt Abandonments, to abandon
its 6.2-mile line of railroad between
milepost 15.8, near Billman Spur, and
milepost 22.0, near Broadway Junction,
in St. Louis County, MO.

Applicant has certified that: (1) No
local traffic has moved over the line for
at least 2 years; (2) any overhead traffic
on the line can be rerouted over other
lines; and (3) no formal complaint filed
by a user of rail service on the line (or a
State or local government entity acting
on behalf of such user) regarding
cessation of service over the line either -
is pending with the Commission or with
any U.S. District Court or has been
decided in favor of the complainant
within the 2-year period. The
appropriate State agency has been
notified in writing at least 10 days prior
to the filing of this notice.

As a condition to use of this
exemption, any employee affected by
the abandonment shall be protected
under Oregon Short Line R. Co.—
Abandonment—Goshen, 360 [.C.C. 91
(1979). to address whether this condition
adequately protects affected employees,
a petition for partial revocation under 49
U.S.C. 10505(d) must be filed.

Provided no formal expression of
intent to file an offer of financial
assistance has been received, this
exemption will be effective on March 29,
1992 (unless stayed). Petitions to stay
that do not involve environmental
issues,! formal expressions of intent to

t A stay will be routinely issued by the
Commission in those proceedings where an
informed decision on environmental issues (whether
raised by a party or by the Section of Energy and
Environment in its independent investigation)

Continued
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file an offer of financial assistance
under 49 CFR 1152.27(c)(2),2 and trail
use/rail banking statements under 49
CFR 1152.29 must be filed by March 9,
1992.3 Petitions to reopen or requests for
public use conditions under 49 CFR
1152.28 must be filed by March 19, 1992,
with: Office of the Secretary, Case
Control Branch, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423,

A copy of any petition filed with the
Commission should be sent to
applicant's representative: Joseph D.
Anthofer, 1418 Dodge Street, room 830,
Omaha, NE 68179.

If the notice of exemption contains
false or misleading information, use of
the exemption is void ab initio.

Applicant has filed an environmental
report which addresses environmental
or energy impacts, if any, from this
abandonment.

The Section-of Energy and
Environment (SEE} will prepare an
environmental assessment (EA). SEE
will issue the EA by March 4, 1992.
Interested persons may obtain a copy of
the EA from SEE by writing to it {room
3219, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, DC 20423) or by calling
Elaine Kaiser, Chief, SEE at (202) 927~
6248. Comments on environmental and
energy concerns must be filed within 15
days after the EA becomes available to
the public.

Environmental, public use, or trail
use/rail banking conditions will be
imposed, where appropriate, in a
subsequent decision.

Decided: February 24, 1992.

By the Commission, David M. Konschnik,
Director, Office of Proceedings.

Sidney L. Strickland, Jr.

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 924605 Filed 2~-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M

JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE
UNITED STATES

Meeting of the Judicial Conference
Advisory Committee on Appellate
Rules

AGENCY: Judicial Conference of the
United States.

SUBAGENCY: Advisory Committee on
Rules of Appellate Procedure.

ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: There will be a one-day
meeting of the Advisory Committee on
Appellate Rules. The meeting will be
open to public observation but not
participation. The meeting will
commence at 9 a.m.
DATES: April 30, 1992,
ADDRESSES: Administrative Office of the
United States Courts, 811 Vermont
Avenue, NW,, room 638, Washington,
DC 20544.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr., Secretary,
Comnmittee on Rules of Practice and
Procedure, Washington, DC 20544,
telephone (202) 633-6021.

Dated: February 21, 1892,
Joseph F. Spaniol, Jr.,
Secretary, Committee on Rules of Practice
and Procedure.
[FR Doc. 92-4588 Filed 2~27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 2210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment and Training
Administration

Investigations Regarding

" Certifications of Eligibility To Apply for

Worker Adjustment Assistance

Petitions have been filed with the
Secretary of Labor under section 221{a)
of the Trade Act of 1974 {“the Act") and
are identified in the appendix to this

notice. Upon receipt of these petitions,
the Director of the Office of Trade
Adjustment Assistance, Employment
and Training Administration, has
instituted investigations pursuant to
section 221(a) of the Act.

The purpose of each of the
investigations is to determine whether
the workers are eligible to apply for
adjustment assistance under title II,
chapter 2, of the Act. The investigations
will further relate, as appropriute, to the
determination of the date on which total
or partial separations began or
threatened to begin and the subdivision
of the firm involved.

The petitioners or any other persons
showing a substantial interest in the
subject matter of the investigations may
request a public hearing, provided such
request is filed in writing with the
Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance, at the address shown below,
not later than March 9, 1992.

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments regarding the
subject matter of the investigations to
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance, at the address shown below,
not later than March 8, 1992.

The petitions filed in this case are
available for inspection at the Office of
the Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance, Employment and Training
Administration, U.S. Department of
Labor, 200 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20210.

Signed at Washington, DC this 18th day of
February 1992.

Marvin M. Fooks,

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance.

APPENDIX
i . Uni ; Date Date of - ;
Petitioner: Union/workers/firm— Location received petition Petition NO.T Articles produced )
Aliled Signal, Inc. (workers) Eatontown, NJ................ 02/18/92 | 02/10/92 26,849 | Tank generators.
Baxter Healthcare, Corp (workers) Savage, MD 02/18/92 | 11/17/91 26,850 | Intravenous infusion pumps.
Classic Leather Corp (COMPAaNy)..........cccevrienreemeensed .| 02/18/82 | 01/24/92 26,851 | Sheepskin leather.
Concurrent Computer Corp. (workers) | 1 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,852 | Computers,

cannot be made prior to the effective date of the
notice of exemption. See Exemption of Out-of-
Service Rail Lines, 5 1.C.C.2d 377 (1989). Any entity
seeking a stay involving environmental concerns is
encouraged to file its request as soon as possible in
order to permit this Commission to review antl act
on the request before the effective date of this
exemption.

* See Exempt. of Rail Abandonment—Offers of
Finan. Assist., 4 1.C.C.2d 164 {1987).

9 By letter filed February 8 (confirmed by letter
filed February 19), 1992, Gateway Trailnet, Inc.
(Gateway). requested that a notice of interim trail
use/rail banking (NITU) be issued. Gateway
indicates that a copy of each letter was served on
applicant. Under 49 CFR 1152.28(b)(5). the railroad
must reply to a request for interim trail use within
10 days after the request is filed in an exemption
proceeding. Computed under 49 CFR 1152.25(d}{3).
the actual due date for applicant’s reply to

Gateway's request was February 18, 1992. No reply
had been filed with the Commission as of February
24, 1992. Accordingly, in order to meet the target
publication date, the Commission is consirained to
defer action on the trail use request pending a reply.
Applicant is admonished to comply with the
Commission's tules, including prompt replies to any
additional trail use requests filed in this proceeding.
The Commission will accept a late-filed trail use
request as long as it retains jurisdiction to do so.
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ApPPENDIX—Continued

Petitioner: Union/workers/firm— Location regeaifzad 23&%:4 Petition No. Aticles produced
D & R Cedar (company) 02/18/92 | 01/23/92 26,853 | Red cedar shakes and shingle.
DeKalb Energy Co (company).... Bakersfield, CA.. | 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,854 | Oil, gas axploration, production.
DeKalb Energy Co {(company) .| Artesia, NM. .| 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,855 | Oil, gas exploration, production.
DeKalb Energy Co (company) .... Williston, ND... | 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,856 | Oil, gas exploration, production.
Electronic Measurements, inc (workers)... .| Neptune, NJ ... .| 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,857 | Power supplies.
ENSCO Drilling Co (company ................ Broussard, LA .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,858 | Drilling contractor.
Gerber Childrenswear, Inc. (company) .. Ephrata, PA ... | 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,859 | Cloth diapers.
Gerber Childrenswear, Inc. (company) .. Tempe, AZ.. | 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,860 | Cloth diapers.
Gerber Childrenswear, Inc. (company) .. Pelzer, SC... | 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,861 | Cloth diapers.
Gotden Ribbon Corp (company) Boulder, CO .| 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,862 | Computer printer ribbons.
Grimes Aerospace Corp (1AM) Columbus, OH | 02/18/982 | 02/03/92 26,863 | Fuel controf valves.
Hailiburton Services (workers) .| Lafayette, LA 70 | 02/18/92 | 01/22/92 26,864 | Oilfiold services.
ISC-Bunker Ramo (company) . .| Fostoria, OH .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,865 | Provide computer systems.
ISC-Bunker Ramo (company) . .| Sharonville, OH. .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,866 | Proyides computer systems.
ISC-Bunker Ramo (company) . .| Dayton, OH........ .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,867 | Provide computer systems.
1SC-Bunker Ramo (company). .| Broadview Hgts, OH......| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,868 | Provide computer systems.
ISC-Bunker Ramo (company) ...... .| Columbus, OH... | 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,869 | Provides computer systems.
K W Well Service, Inc {company)... .| Abilene, TX..... 4 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,870 | Oit, gas well servicing.
Mid-West Waltham Abrasives Co (workers)..... .| New Castle, IN.. | 02/18/92 | 02/07/92 26,871 | Bonded and coated abrasives.
National-Oilwell (company) Garland, TX... | 02/18/92 | 01/27/92 26,872 | Oil drilling.
NCR Corp NCRIU Middletown, O .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,873 | Computer equipment.
Stevenson Co-Ply, Inc (company) Stevenson, WA. .| 02/18/92 | 01/31/92 26,874 | Softwood plywood.
TMBR/Sharp Drilling, Inc. (company) .| Midland, TX... .| 02/18/92 | 01/31/92 26,875 | Oil, gas well drilling.
Trainer Surveys, Inc. (company) Shreveport, LA.. .| 02/18/92 | 02/03/92 26,876 | Logging and perforating services.
Trico Products Corp (UAW) Buffalo, NY 02/18/92 | 01/27/92 26,877 | Wirndshield wiper systems.

[FR Doc. 92-4630 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M

[TA-W-26,713])

Atlas Wireline Services, Abilene, TX;
Notice of Termination of Investigation

Pursuant to Section 221 of the Trade
Act of 1974, an investigation was
initiated on January 6, 1992 in response
to a worker petition which was filed on
January 6, 1992 on behalf of workers at
Atlas Wireline Services, A Division of
Western Atlas International,
Incorporated, Abilene, Texas. The
workers are eéngaged in activities related
to exploration and drilling for
unaffiliated firms in the oil and gas
industry.

The petitioning group of workers is
subject to an ongoing investigation for
which a determination has not yet been
issued (TA-W-26,588). Consequently,
further investigation in this case would
serve no purpose, and investigation has
been terminated.

Signed at Washington, DC this 21st day of
February 1992.
Marvin M. Fooks,

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance.

{FR Doc. 924631 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M

{TA-W-26,765]

Atias Wireline Services, Midiand, TX;
Termination of Investigation

Pursuant to Section 221 of the Trade
Act of 1974, an investigation was
initiated on January 27, 1992 in response
to a worker petition which was filed on
January 27, 1992 on behalf of workers at
Atlas Wireline Services, a Division of
Western Atlas International,
Incorporated, Midland, Texas. The
workers are engaged in activities related
to exploration and drilling for
unaffiliated firms in the oil and gas
industry.

The petitioning group of workers is
subject to an ongoing investigation for
which a determination has not yet been
issued (TA-W-26,588). Consequently,
further investigation in this case would
serve no purpose, and the investigation
has been terminated.

Signed at Washington, DC this 21st day of
February 1992,

Marvin M. Fooks,

Director, Office of Trade Adjustment
Assistance.

|FR Doc. 92-4632 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M

(TA-W-26,5231

North American Refractories Co.,
Womeilsdort, PA; Negative
Determination Regarding Application
for Reconsideration

By an application dated February 12,
1992, Local #3269 of the United

Steelworkers of America (USW)

requesied administrative
reconsideration of the subject petition
for trade adjustment assistance. The
denial notice was signed on January 23,
1992 and will soon be published in the
Federal Register.

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.18(c)
reconsideration may be granted under
the following circumstances:

(1) If it appears on the basis of facts
not previously considered that the
determination complained of was
erroneous;

(2) If it appears that the determination
complained of was based on a mistake
in the determination of facts not
previously considered; or

(3) If in the opinion of the Certifying
Officer, a misinterpretation of facts or of
the law justified reconsideration of the
decision.

The workers produce refractory
products for U.S. steelmaking firms.

In order for a worker group to be
certified eligible to apply for adjustment
assistance benefits, it must meet all
three of the Group Eligibility
Requirements—(1}, a significant
decrease in employment; (2), an absolute
decrease in sales or production and (3),
an increase of imports which
contributed importantly to worker
separations and declines in sales or
production. The “contributed
importantly” test is generally
demonstrated through a survey of the
workers' firm's customers.

Investigation findings show that the
workers' petition did not meet the
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“contribution importantly” test of the
Group Eligibility Requirements of the
Trade Act. The Department's survey of
North American’s major declining
customers indicated that none of the
respondents purchased imported
refractory products during the period
under investigation.

The investigation findings show that
although some special types of
refractory products are imported from a
company in Scotland, Womelsdorf never
produced the imported products. With
respect to the Japanese refractory
products, North American purchased
Japanese technology in 1983 and
imported products in the mid-1980s for
reshipment; however, North American
never produced these products. North
American still imports a small quantity
of Japanese refractory products but the
types and quantities needed do not lend
themselves for production at
Womelsdorf.

Company officials indicated that
worker separations occurred at
Womelsdorf mainly because of the slow
business conditions in U.S. steelmaking
and a corporate restructuring.

Conclusion

After review of the application and
investigative findings, I conclude that
there has been no error or
misinterpretation of the law or of the
facts which would justify
reconsideration of the Department of
Labor's prior decision. Accordingly, the
application is denied.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 20th day of
February 1992.

Stephen A. Wandner,

Deputy Director, Office of Legislation &
Actuarial Services, Unemployment Insurance
Service.

[FR Doc. 924833 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4510-30-M

Employment Standards Administration
Wage and Hour Division

Minimum Wages for Federal and
Federally Assisted Construction;
General Wage Determination
Decislons

General wage determination decisions
of the Secretary of Labor are issued in
accordance with applicable law and are
based on the information obtained by
the Department of Labor from its study
of local wage conditions and data made
available from other sources. They
specify the basic hourly wage rates and
fringe benefits which are determined to
be prevailing for the described classes
of laborers and mechanics employed on

construction projects of a similar
character and in the localities specified
therein.

The determinations in these decisions
of prevailing rates and fringe benefits
have been made in accordance with 29
CFR part 1, by authority of the Secretary
of Labor pursuant to the provisions of
the Davis-Bacon Act of March 3, 1931, as
amended (46 Stat. 1494, as amended, 40
U.S.C. 276a) and of other Federal
statutes referred to in 29 CFR part 1,
appendix, as well as such additional
statutes as may from time to time be
enacted containing provisions for the
payment of wages determined to be
prevailing by the Secretary of Labor in
accordance with the Davis-Bacon Act.
The prevailing rates and fringe benefits
determined in these decisions shall, in
accordance with the provisions of the
foregoing statutes, constitute the
minimum wages payable on Federal and
federally assisted construction projects
to laborers and mechanics of the
specified classes engaged on contract
work of the character and in the
localities described therein.

Good cause is hereby found for not
utilizing notice and public comment
procedure thereon prior to the issuance
of these determinations as prescribe in 5
U.S.C. 553 and not providing for delay in
the effective date as prescribed in that
section, because the necessity to issue
current construction industry wage
determinations frequently and in large
volume causes procedures to be
impractical and contrary to the public
interest.

General wage determination
decisions, and modifications and
supersedeas decisions thereto, contain
no expiration dates and are effective
from their date of notice in the Federal
Register, or on the date written notice is
received by the agency, whichever is
earlier. These decisions are to be used
in accordance with the provisions of 29
CFR parts 1 and 5. Accordingly, the
applicable decision, together with any
modifications issued, must be made a
part of every contract for performance
of the described work within the
geographic area indicated as required by
an applicable Federal prevailing wage
law and 29 CFR part 5. The wage rates
and fringe benefits, notice of which is
published herein, and which are
contained in the Government Printing
Office (GPO) document entitled
“General Wage Determinations Issued
Under The Davis-Bacon Related Acts,”
shall be the minimum paid by
contractors and subcontractors to
laborers and mechanics.

Any person, organization, or
governmental agency having an interest

in the rates determined us prevailing is
encouraged to submit wage rate and
fringe benefit information for
consideration by the Department.
Further infurmation and self-
explanatory forms for the purposes of
submitting this data may be obtained by
writing to the 11.S, Department of Labor,
Employment Standards Administration,
Wage and Hour Division, Division of
Wage Determinations, 200 Constitution
Avenue, NW,, room 5-3014,
Washingten, OC 20210.

New General Wage Determination
Decisions

The numbers of the decizions added
to the Government Printing Office
document entitled “General Wage
Determinations Issued Under the Davis-
Bacon and Related Acts” are listed by
Velume, State, and page numbers(s).

Sulume I
Virghnia:
VA91-64 (FEB. 28, 1992)....... p. All,
VA®1-73 (FEB. 28, 1992) ....... p. All.
VA®1-77 (FEB. 28, 1992) ...... p. All

Volume II:

Missouri MO91-13 {FEB. 28, p. AlL
1092).

Modification to General Wage
Determination Decisions

The numbers of the decisions listed in
the Government Printing Office
document entitled “General Wage
Determinations Issued Under the Davis-
Bacon and Related Acts” being modified
are listed by Volume, State, and page
number(s). Dates of publication in the
Federal Register are in parentheses
following the decisions being modified.

Volume I:
Pennsylvania:
PAS1-1 {FEB. 22, 1991).......... p. 843
p. 954,
PA91-2 (FEB. 22, 1991).......... p. 965
pp. 966, 570.
PA81-18 (FEB. 22, 1991)........ p. 1085.
p. 1086.
Virginia:

VA91-10 (FEB. 22, 1991) ...... p. AllL
VA91-33 {FEB. 22, 1991) ....... p. All,

Volume II:
1Mlinois 1L91-1 (FEB. 22, 1991}.. p. 69.
Wisconsin WI91-10 (FEB. 22,
1991).
Volume 1II;

California
CA91-1 (FEB. 22, 1991).......... p. All
CA91-2 (FEB. 22, 1991).......... p. All,
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General Wage Determination
Publication

General wage determinations issued
under the Davis-Bacon and related Acts,
including those noted above, may be
found in the Government Printing Office
(GPO) document entitled “General
Wage Determinations Issued Under The
Davis-Bacon And Related Acts”. This
publication is available at each of the 50
Regional Government Depository
Libraries and many of the 1,400
Government Depository Libraries across
the country. Subscriptions may be
purchased from: Superintendent of
Documents, U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, DC 20402 (202) 783-
3238.

When ordering subscription(s), be
sure to specify the State(s) of interest,
since subscriptions may be ordered for
any or all of the three separate volumes,
arranged by State. Subscriptions include
an annual edition (issued on or about
January 1) which includes all current
general wage determinations for the
States covered by each volume.
Throughout the remainder of the year,
regular weekly updates will be
distributed to subscribers.

Signed at Washington, DC, this 21st day of
February 1992,

Alan L. Moss,

Director, Division of Wage Determinations.
[FR Doc. 82-4405 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-27-M

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

National Endowment for the
Humanities

Agency Information Collection Under
OMB Review

AGENCY: National Endowment for the
Humanities, National Foundation on the
Arts and the Humanities.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The National Endowment for
the Humanities (NEH) has sent to the
Office of Management and Budget
{OMB] the following proposals for the
collection of information under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. chapter 35).

DATES: Comments on this information
collection must be submitted on or
before March 30, 1992.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to Ms.
Susan Daisey, Assistant Director,
Grants Office, National Endowment for
the Humanities, 1100 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW,, room 310, Washington,
DC 20506 (202-786-0494) and Mr. Daniel

Chenok, Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office Building,
726 Jackson Place, NW., room 3002,
Washington, DC 20503 {202-395-7316).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Susan Daisey, Assistant Director,
Grants Office, National Endowment for
the Humanities, 1100 Pennsylvania
Avenue, NW.,, room 310, Washington,
DC 20508, (202) 786-0494 from whom
copies of forms.and supporting
documents are available.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: All of the
entries are grouped into new forms,
revisions, extensions, or reinstatements,
Each entry is issued by NEH and
contains the following information: {1)
The title of the form; (2) the agency form
number, if applicable; (3) how often the
form must be filled out; {4) who will be
required or asked to report; (5) what the
form will be used for; (8) an estimate of
the number of responses; (7) the
frequency of response; (8) an estimate of
the tota! number of hours needed to fill
out the form; {9) an estimate of the total
annual reporting and recordkeeping
burden. None of these entries are
subject to 44 U.S.C. 3504(h).

Category: Extension .

Title: Summary Report for Institu
Participants {(ES).

Form Number: OMB #3136-0057.

Frequency of Collection: Annual.

Respondents: Individuals; academic
scholars—teachers, administrators.

Use: Used by staff and reviewers to
evaluate projects funded by the
Endowment.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
43,
Frequency of Response: Annually,

Estimated Hours for Respondents to
Provide Information: 3 per Respondent.

Estimated Total Annual Reporting
and Recordkeeping Burden: 129 hours.

Title: Summary Report for Institute
Participants {EH).

Form Number: OMB #3136-0058.

Frequency of Collection: Annual.

Respondents: Individuals; academic
scholars—teachers, administrators,

Use: Used by staff and reviewers to
evaluate projects funded by the
Endowment.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
19.
Frequency of Response: Annually.
Estimated Hours for Respondents to
Provide Information: 3 per respondent.

Estimated Total Annual Reporting
and Recordkeeping Burden: 57 hours.

Title: Forms for Reporting Project
Activities.

Form Number: 3136-0126.

Frequency of Collection: Annual,

Respondents: Individuals; academic
scholars—teachers, administrators.
Use: Used by staff and reviewers to
evaluate projects funded by the
Endowment.
Estimated Number of Respondents:
2,144,
Frequency of Response: Once.
Estimated Hours for Respondents to
Provide Information: 1 per respondent.
Estimated Total Annual Reporting
and Recordkeeping Burden: 4,288 hours.
Thomas 8. Kingston,
Assistant Chairman for Operations.
[FR Doc. 924582 Filed 2-27-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 7536-01-M

Humanities Panel; Meeting

AGENCY: National Endowment for the
Humanities, NFAH

AcTION: Notice of meetings.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
{Public Law 92-463, as amended), notice
is hereby given that the following
meetings of the Humanities Panel will
be held at the Old Post Office, 1100
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20506:

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.
David C. Fisher, Advisory Committee
Management Officer, National
Endowment for the Humanities,
Washington, DC 20508; telephone 202/
786-0322. Hearing-impaired individuals
are advised that information on this
matter may be obtained by contacting
the Endowment’s TDD terminal on 202/
786-0282.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed meetings are for the purpose
of panel review, discussion, evaluation
and recommendation on applications for
financial assistance under the National
Foundation on the Arts and the
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended,
including discussion of information
given in confidence to the agency by
grant applicants. Because the proposed
meetings will consider information that
is likely to disclose: (1) Trade secrets

and commercial or financial information

obtained from a person and privileged
or confidential; or (2) information of a
personal nature the disclosure of which
would constitute a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant
to authority granted me by the
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to
Close Advisory Committee meetings,
dated September 9, 1991, I have
determined that these meeting will be
closed to the public pursuant to
subsections {c)(4). and (8) of section
552b of title 5, United States Code.

-
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1. Date: March 12-13, 1992.

Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.

Room: 415.

Program: This meeting will review
applications to the Preservation Program
for projects submitted to the Division of
Preservation and Access Programs, for
projects beginning after July 1, 1992,

2. Date: March 13, 1992,

Time: 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.

Room: 315.

Program: This meeling will review
applications for Centers for Advanced
Study submitted to the Division of
Research Programs, for projects
beginning after July 1, 1992,

3. Date: March 25, 1992,

Time: 9 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Room: 315.

Progrom: This meeting will review
applications for Distinguished Teaching
Professorships, submitted to the

- February 15, 1992 deadline in the
Challenge Grant Program and reviewed
in the Division of Education Programs,
for projects beginning after September
1992.

4. Date: March 27, 1992,

Time: 9 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

Room: 315.

Program: This meeting will review
applications for Distinguished Teaching
Professorships, submitted to the
February 15, 1992 deadline in the
Challenge Grant Program and reviewed
in the Division of Education Programs,
for projects beginning after September
1992,

David C. Fisher,

Advisory Committee, Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 92-4581 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BiLLING CODE 7546-01-M

NATIOMAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Directorate for Education and Human
Resour ces; Division of Research
Career Development; Graduate
Research Tralneeship Program;
Program Announcement and
Guldetines; Closing Date: May 15, 1992

This Printed Information Contains the
Esgence of the Announcement for This
Program, and is not a Full Copy of the
Actual Brochure Containing the
Guidelines for Submission. Before
Submitting a Proposal, Obtain a Printed
Copy of the Guidelines by Writing or
Calling the Publications Office of NSF.

The national Science Foundation
(NSF) supports graduate students
through a variety of mechanisms.
Graduate fellowships provide portable
support to enalbe individual students
the widest latitude in planning their
graduate study. Research assistantships
permit graduate students to participate

with senior investigators in research
projects at the forefront of science and
engineering.

With this document, the National
Science Foundation announces a new
program of Graduate Research
Traineeships (GRT) beginning in 1992,
The principal objective of this program
is to increase the numbers of talented
American undergraduates enrolling in
doctoral programs in critical and
emerging areas of science and
engineering. Proposals are solicited from
institutions whose existing facilities and
staff can accommodate additional
graduate students in Ph.D. programs of
high quality.

This program is aiso intended to
contribute to strengthening the Nation's
human resource base in all geographical
sectors and among all underrepresented
groups. NSF has made a commitment to
human resource development within the
scientific and technological community,
and the GRT Program will promote
diversity with respect to both student
and institutional participation. As an
integral part of this strategy, proposals
are encouraged from departments of
comprehensive university systems in
which one or more institutional
components enroll significant numbers
of women and/or minorities
underrepresented in graduate science or
engineering programs. Such proposals
should include explicit plans for
recruitment of minority students form
the system feeder institutions to
graduate programs of departments in
science or engineering in the research-
intensive graduate institutions of such
systems.

Graduate Research Traineeship
awards are packages of student support.
The colleges and universities that
receive the awards are responsible for
the selection of trainees. retention of
trainees, and administration of
traineeships.

Approximately 180 traineeship
positions will be made in this
competition on a fully-funded basis (ie.,
up to a maximum of 5 years svpport per
traineeship). Within each award,
traineeships will provide initially a
$14,000/year stipend and a $7,500/year
cost-of-educaticn allowance in lieu of
tuition and fees normally charged to
students of similar academic standing
(unless such charges are optional or
refundable). A one-time $3,500 per
trainee project enhancement allowance
to be directly matched by the institution
as stated under conditions of Awards
below will be provided in the initial
year of an award. Successful proposers
are encouraged to design flexible
periods of support for their trainees,
thereby enhancing the impact of the

program on Science and Engineering
graduate education.

Eligibility Information
Eligible Institutions

Any university or other academic
institution in the United States and its
territories that awards a Ph.D. in a field
of science or engineering normally
supported by the NSF is eligible to
submit proposals.

Focus on Proposed Critical Area

Each proposal must be developed
around a selected, and fully justified,
critical area of anticipated national
human resource priorities.

Eligible Disciplinary (Focus) Area

The disciplinary aree of the propos.|
must lead to the Ph.D. in the proposed
area or in a related area.
Interdisciplinary or multidisciplinary
proposals must include only
combinations of fields of science and
engineering that are normally supporied
by the Foundation, including researct. in
engineering education or science
education.

The Foundation normally will not
support biomedical research with
disease-related goals, including work on
the etiology, diagnosis, abnormality, cr
malfunction in human beings or anir.ais.
Animal models of such conditions or
development or testing of drugs or otker
procedures for their treatment also are
not generally eligible for support.

Eligible Students

Only U.S. citizens or permanent
residents are eligible for appointmen! to
a GRT. Verification of citizenship status
of trainees will be required.

Numbers of Submissions

Only one proposal may be submitted
by a department or comparable
organizational unit within the
institution. There is no limit, however,
on the number of departmental units
within an eligible institution submitting
GRT proposals.

Proposals must request a minimum of
five traineeships. There is no limit on
the maximum number of traineeships
that may be requested in an individual
proposal or by all proposals submitted
by an institution.

Principal Investigator

The principal investigator designated
in a GRT proposal will have overall
responsibility for the administration of
the awards and for discussions with
NSF. This individual should be the
department head, other senior officer, or
faculty member who can represent the
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focus area and lead the effort toward
achievement of the goals and objectives
stated in the proposal.

Proposal Preparation

Proposals submitted in response to
this program announcement should be
prepared and submitted in accordance
with the guidelines provided in the NSF
brochure, Grants for Research and
Education in Science and Engineering
(GRESE), NSF90-77(8/90). Single copies
of this brochure are available at no cost
from the Forms and Publications Unit,
phone (202) 357-7861, or via e-mail
{Bitnet:pubs@nsf or
Internet:pubs@nsf.gov).

Proposal Format

A GRT submission consists of the
following:

(1) One copy of NSF Form 1225
(attached to the original signed copy of
the proposal).

(2) Five complete sets of basic
proposal documents (one original signed
proposal) as specified and assembled in
the order given below (page limits must
be strictly observed):

* Completed Cover Page (NSF Form
1207). including one copy of the
“Certification Regarding Lobbying," if
applicable. :

* Table of Contents.

* Summary (200 words maximum).

* Narrative—The Proposal Content
topics (maximum ten single-spaced
pages) are described in the following
section and should be treated in the
order indicated.

* Basic data regarding degree
productivity. In tabular form provide
statistics by participating departments
indicating ethnic and gender distribution
of the following: (1) Ph.D. degrees
awarded in each of the past three years;
(2) number of graduate students
currently enrolled in Ph.D. programs;
and (3) average number of years to
complete Ph.D. degree.

* Basic data regarding other sources
of graduate support. In tabular form
provide statistics by participating
departments indicating the following: (1)
Source of funding; (2} number of
students receiving indicated funding, (3)
level of funding {amount per student);
and (4) duration of funding.

* A list of principal faculty
participants, followed by a brief
biographical sketch or curriculum vitae
for each individual, including a brief list
of major publications, descriptions of
their research and teaching programs
(maximum two pages per individual).
The number of graduate students
currently being trained by each faculty
participant should also be indicated.

¢ Appendices, if any. The use of
appendices is strongly discouraged, and
should be included only in exceptional
circumstances. The Foundation will
accept them as part of the proposal if
submitted, but will not require
evaluating panelists to review them.

Proposal Content

The proposal narrative must contain
(in the order given) in sufficient detail
for review by evaluating panelists the
following:

(1) A strong case for the national need
for additional doctoral professionals in
the critical disciplinary area;

{2) An explanation of how the
relevant aspects of the component
disciplines of multidisciplinary
proposals are integrated into the chosen
focus area;

(3) Evidence of research and teaching
excellence in the fields covered by the
proposal;

(4) A justification of the proposed
number of graduate research
traineeships requested by the institution
relative to its ability to accommodate
additional graduate students in the
proposed focus area, including evidence
that the requested student support
represents a truly new effort, and does
not represent simply a replacement of
other support by NSF funds;

(5) A description of the training to be
provided, including any new enhanced
activities that are planned and a plan
for retention of students to completion
of the Ph.D.;

(6) A plan for student recruitment for
traineeships. For relatively new fields of
national importance there may be a
need for extensive recruitment efforts. In
these cases, a delay of up to two years
may be requested with respect to
participant support costs to allow time
for recruitment of undergraduates.
Proposers would be expected, in such
cases, to present a complete strategy for
stimulating student interest;

(7) A description of the institution’s
commitment to and plans for recruiting
minorities underrepresented in science
and engineering, women, and students
with disabilities for the traineeships
requested;

(8) The institution's commitment for
matching the departmental project
enhancement allowance and a plan for
its use. Examples of possible use
include: Supplementing the stipend and/
or the cost-of-education allowance,
purchasing research equipment,
strengthening human resource
development programs, or recruiting
students. Institutions may supplement
project enhancement allowances to a
greater extent than the amount matched

by NSF. Creative use of these funds for
program development is encouraged.

Proposal Submission

Copies of all forms to be used may be
found in the NSF GRESE publication
further described below. All proposal
copies, including one copy bearing
original signatures, should be mailed to:
Proposal Processing Unit—room 223,
Attention: Graduate Research
Traineeship Program, National Science
Foundation, 1800 G Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20550.

Proposals may also be submitted
electronically. For information, contact
the Electronic Proposal Submission
Program Director, Office of Information
Systems (OIS), phone (202) 357-8767, or
via e-mail, nsfprops@nsf (Bitnet) or
nsfprops@nsf.gov(Internet). Proposals
submitted electronically will be dated
when they enter the NSF system.

Proposal Deadline

Proposal must be postmarked not later
than May 15, 1992.

Proposal Review

Proposals will be reviewed in
accordance with the general ciriteria
described in GRESE. In addition, each
proposal will be evaluated on the
following criteria:

» The quality of the ongoing research
and teaching effort in the proposed
critical area, including cited indicators
of quality;

¢ The need for additional Ph.D.’s in
the proposed program, including
citations of demands in, and national
importance of, the chosen focus area;

¢ The institution’s existing capacity to
utilize the requested number of
traineeships for additional graduate
sutdents (including cited current and
projected numbers of graduate students
in the selected area, and the institution’s
plans for handling more students);

¢ The institution's record for
producing Ph.D's in the selected area {if
it is an established area), and the
projected Ph.D. productivity resulting
from the proposed activity:

* The recruiting plan for appointing
trainees, including the institution’s plans
to interest and appoint eligible
minorities, women, and students with
disabilities;

¢ The appropriateness of the
proposed training and retention
programs, including the integration of
activities associated with
multidisciplinary programs;

¢ The proposed use of the project
enhancement allowance, including the
matching institutional funds.
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Award Information

Announcement of Awards

The foundation expects to announce
Graduate Traineeship Awards in Fall,
1992. Traineesliip positions may be filled
at any time after awards are made.

Conditions of Awards

Each new traineeship will be funded
by the Foundation for up to $25,000 for
the first year. Of this $25,000, a minimum
of $14,000 is designated for stipend
suppert of the trainee, and $7,500 is
provided for a cost-of-education
allowance to the institution. The
balance of $3,500 will be available, on a
one-time basis, subject to a 100% match
from the institution, to assist the
institution with the costs of
strengthening its capabilities in the
proposed focus area.

The Foundalion expects to provide
fully funded support for up to a
maximum of five years.

The Foundaticn may elect to adjust
the terms of grants to keep the stipends
and the cost-of-education allowances of
GRT's approximately equal to those for
NSF Graduate Research Fellowships.
~ All traineeship appointments by a

graniee institution must be made in the
area specifiad in the successful
proposal. Since traineeships are
designed to support truly new efforts on
the part of the institution, it is expected
that newly recruited graduate students
will be the principa! recipients of
traineeships. Any plan that anticipates
appointment of current graduate
students to traineeships should be
described and justified in the proposal.
No student may be appointed to a
graduate research traineeship for a
period of more than five years.

NSF will permit institutions to require
appropriate service of trainees by
appointment to positions that can
generate additional income to cover any
difference between the cost-of-
education allowance and tuition. Any
such regnired service must be
contribuiory to the progress of the
trainee towerd a Ph.D. and must not be
expccted to delay that progress. Except
as provided above in the various
allowances, no other indirect costs will
be included in GRT awards.

Grant Administration

Except as modified by this program
announcement, standard NSF guideiines
on propcsal submission and general
information ¢n awards, declination. and
withdrawals are as stated in the NSF
booklet Grants for Research and
Education in Science and Engineering
(GRESE) (NSF 80-77). Grants awarded
as a result of this announcement are

administered in accordance with the
terms and conditions of NSF GC-1,
“Grant General Conditions. Copies of
these documents are available at no cost
from the NSF Forms and Publications
Unit, phone (202) 357-7861, or via e-mail
{Bitnet:pubs@nsf or
Internet:pubs@nsf.gov). More
comprehensive information is contained
in the NSF Grant Policy Manual {(NSF
86-47, July 1986), for sale through the
Superintendent of Ducuments.
Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402. The telephone
number at GPO is {202) 783-3286 for
subscription information.

If the submitting institution has never
received an MSF award, it is
recommended that anpropriale
administrative officials becaine familiar
with the policies and precedures in the
NSF Grant Policy Manual which are
applicable to most NSF awards. If a
proposal is recommended for an award,
the NSF Division of Grants and
Contracts will request certain
organizational, menagement, and
financial information. These
requirements are described in Chapter
HI of the NSF Grant Policy Manual.

Contact Person

Roosevelt Jobnsan (202) 357-9453,
Program Director.
Dated: February 24, 1992.

Roosevelt Johnson,

Program Director.

[FR Doc. 924618 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7555-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-320]

GPU Nuclear Corporation; Avallabitity
of Safety Evaluation for Post-
Defueling Monitored Storage of Three
Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission has published its Safety
Evaluation Report associated with GPU
Nuclear Corporation’s (the licensee)
proposal for long term storage of Three
Mile Island Nuclear Station, Unit 2,
termed Post-Defueling Monitored
Storage, or PDMS, by the licensee.

Copies of the Safety Evaluation
Report have been placed in the NRC's
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washingten, DC 20555, and in the Local
Public Document Room, Government
Publications Section, State Library of
Pennsylvania, Walnut Street and
Commonwealth Avenue, Harrisburg,
Pennsylvania 17105, for review by

interested persons. Single copies of the
Safety Evaluation may be requested in
writing from Michael Masnik, Senior
Project Manager, OWFN MS: 11-B-20,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 21st day
of February 1992,

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Richard F. Dudley, Jr.,
Acting Director, Non-Power Reactors,
Decommissioning and Environmental Project

Directorate, Divisior of Advanced Reactors,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

|FR Daoc. 924622 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7640-G1-M

[Docket No. 56-322}

Long Island Lighting Co.; Shoreham
Nuciear Power Station; Environmental
Assessment and Finding of no
Significant impact

The U 8. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the NRC or Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
te Facility License No. NPF-82 issued to
Long Island Lighting Company (LILCO
or the licensee} for the possession of the
Shoreham Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1
(SNPS or the {acility), located in Suffolk
County, New York.

Environmental Assessment
Identification of Proposed Action

The proposed amendment would
change license conditions and Technical
Specifications (TS) to allow the
possession and management of
Shoreham by the Long Island Power
Authority (LIPA).

The proposed action is in accordance
with the licensee's and LIPA's joint
application dated June 28, 1990, and as
supplemented June 13, June 27, October
31, and December 5, 1991.

The Need for the Proposed Action

Under the 1989 Settlement Agreement
between New York State and LILCO,
LILCO is contractually committed never
to operate Shoreham as a nuclear
facility and to transfer the Shoreham
facility to LIPA for decommissioning.
The proposed amendment would
transfer the SNPS Facility Operating
License (Possession Only License or
POL) to LIPA. There will be no physical
changes to the Shoreham facility
associated with this amendment other
than the change in owner to Long Island
Power Authority.
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Environmental Impacts of the Proposed
Action

The Commission has completed its
evaluation of the proposed changes to
the license conditions and TS. The
proposed changes involve transferring
the Possession Only License from LILCO
to LIPA. Under the proposed
amendment, all responsibilities and
obligations associated with the
Possession Only License, Technical
Specifications, as well as applicable
plans, procedures, and programs
referenced therein will be transferred to
LIPA. Accordingly, LIPA’s activities
after license transfer will be consistent
with the Defueled Safety Analysis
Report (DSAR) and the established
safety margins. The direct
environmental impacts of LIPA's
activities under the license transfer are
within those previously evaluated by
LILCO in their DSAR and the
Commission's approval of the POL on
June 14, 1991. There will be no changes
to the facility or the environment as a
result of the license amendment and the
corresponding administrative and
managerial changes to the TS reflecting
the change in ownership and the
permanently defueled condition of the
plant. Accordingly, the Commission
concludes that this action would result
in no radiological or non-radiological
environmental impact.

Alternative to the Proposed Action

It has been determined that there is no
impact associated with the proposed
amendment; any alternatives to the
amendment will have either no
environmental impact or greater
environmental impact. The principal
alternative would be to deny the
proposed transfer. This would not
reduce the environmental impacts
associated with the facility as currently
licensed.

Alternative Use of Resources

This action does not involve the use of
resources not considered in the Final
Environmental Statement for the
Shoreham Nuclear Power Station.

Agencies and Persons Consulted

The NRC staff reviewed the licensee's
request and did not consult other
agencies or persons.

Finding of no Significant Impact

Based on the foregoing environmental
assessment, the Commission concludes
that the proposed action will not have a
significant affect on the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, the
Commission has determined not to
prepare an environmental impact
statement for the proposed amendment.

A Notice of Consideration of Issuance
of Amendment to Facility Operating
License and Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination
and Opportunity for Hearing in
connection with this action was
published in the Federal Register on
March 20, 1991, (56 FR 11781). On April
19, 1991, the Scientists and Engineers for
Secure Energy and the Shoreham
Wading River Central School District
(the petitioners) filed petitions and
comments to intervene and request for
hearing concerning the license transfer
application. The NRC staff (staff)
addressed the petitioner's comments in
their Safety Evaluation concerning this
amendment and concluded that nothing
in the petitioner's comments affects the
staff's proposed no significant hazards
consideration.

For further details with respect to this
action, see the request for amendment
dated June 28, 1990, and supplements of
June 13, June 27, October 31, and
December 5, 1992, which are available
for public inspection at the
Commission's Public Document Room,
the Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20555, and at the
Shoreham-Wading River Public Library,
Route 25A, Shoreham, New York 11786~
9697.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 24th day
of February 1992.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Seymour H. Weiss,

Director, Non-Power Reactors,
Decommissioning and Environmental Project
Directorate, Division of Advanced Reactors
and Special Projects, Office of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation.

[FR Doc. 924620 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION ON
MANAGEMENT OF THE AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAMS

Meetings

The President’'s Commission on the
Management of the Agency for
International Development Programs
will hold a public meeting on
Wednesday, March 18, 1992,

The subject of discussion will be the
Commission’s Draft Action Plan findings
and recommendations on management
of A.LD. programs.

DATE: Wednesday, March 18, 1992.
TIME: 2 to 6 p.m.

PLACE: 1333 H Street, NW., Third Floor,
Washington, DC, Postal Rate
Commission Hearing Room.

Persons or organizations wishing to be
heard by the Commission or to receive
copies of the draft should call Ms.
Brenda Jones at (202} 647—4399 or write
to The President’s Commission on the
Management of A.LD. Programs, 320
Twenty-First Street, NW., room 5665 NS,
Washington, DC, 20523-0062.

Dated: February 25, 1992.
Frank B. Kimball,

Executive Director, Presidential Commission
on the Management of A.1.D. Programs.

[FR Doc. 924623 Filed 2-27-92; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 8116-01-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-30381; File No. SR-DTC-
92-05]

Self-Regulatory Organizations; The
Depository Trust Co.; Notice of Filing
and Immediate Effectiveness of a
Proposed Rule Change Concerning
Revised Service Fees

February 18, 1992.

Pursuant to section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934
(“Act"}),! notice is hereby given that on
February 10, 1992, The Depository Trust
Company (“DTC") filed with the
Securities and Exchange Commission
(“Commission”) the proposed rule
change as described in Items I, I and Iil
below, which items have been prepared
by the self-regulatory organization. The
Commission is publishing this notice to
solicit comments on the proposed rule
change from interested persons.

I. Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Change

DTC is filing the proposed rule change
to revise its fee schedule in accord with
its estimated 1992 service costs (see
Exhibit A), including an additional fee of
$0.65 to the deliverer per pending
delivery order cancellation for the new
PEND service.

11 Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Purpose of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

In its filing with the Commission, DTC
included statements concerning the
purpose of and basis for the proposed
rule change and discussed any
comments it received on the proposed
rule change. The text of these
statements may be examined at the
places specified in Item IV below. DTC

115 U.S.C. 78s(b)(1).
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has prepared summarles, set forth in
sections {A), (B), and (C) below, of the
most significant aspects of such
statements.

(A) Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement of the Purpose of, and
Statutory Basis for, the Proposed Rule
Change

The purpose of the proposed rule
change, which will be effective for
services provided after February 29,
1992, is to adjust the fees charged for
various services to bring them closer to,
or to, their respective estimated service
costs for 1992.

Prior to 1985, DTC attempted to relate
service fees to their respective service
costs at intervals of several years.
During these intervals, unit service costs
could diverge substantially from current
fees, necessitating large changes when
service fees were realigned with their
costs. To prevent such divergence after
adopting major fee changes at its
December 1985 meeting which moved
toward cost-based fees, the DTC Board
then adopted and announced a new
procedure, as follows;

In adopting new fees, the Board also
declared its belief and intention that DTC
should revise its basic fee schedule each year
so that, through modest changes gradually
over approximately five years, DTC service
fees will be based on service cost in the
absence of policy considerations which
would justify limited exceptions. Large
changes in service fees after intervals of
several years would thereby be avoided.

The present fee schedule for DTC
services, marked the completion of that
5-year effort to bring DTC service fees
and costs into alignment. To ensure that
this alignment continues, the
depository's Board recently completed a
review of DTC's estimated service costs
for 1992 and has adopted changes in a

number of service fees designed to move
those fees closer to estimated 1992
service costs.

DTC believes that the proposed rule
change is consistent with the
requirements of section 17A of the Act
and the rules and regulations thereunder
applicable to DTC because the fees will
more equitably be allocated amount
DTC participants,

(B) Self-Regulatory Organization's
Statement on Burden on Competition

DTC does not believe that the
proposed rule change will impose any
burden on competition not necessary or
appropriate in furtherance of the
purposes of the Act,

(C) Self-Regulatory Organization’s
Statement on Comments on the
Proposed Rule Change Received from
Members, Participants or Others

DTC informed participants and other
users of its services of the proposed fee
revisions (other than the fee for deliver
order cancellations in the new PEND
service) by a memorandum dated
January 13, 1992, entitled 1992
Revisions of DTC Service Fees.”
Because participants have supported
gradual moves toward cost-based fees
in the past and because, overall, the
subject fee changes are modest, a formal
period for participant comment was not
considered necessary this year.

II1. Date of Effectiveness of the
Proposed Rule Change and Timing for
Commission Action

The foregoing rule change has become
effective pursuant to section 19(b)(3)(A})
of the Act and subparagraph (e} of the
rule 19b—4 thereunder, because the
proposed rule change establishes or
changes a due, fee, or other charge
imposed by the self-regulatory

organization. At any time within 60 days
of the filing of such rule change, the
Commission may summarily abrogate
such rule change if it appears to the
Commission that such action is
necessary or appropriate in the public
interest, for the protection of investors,
or otherwise in furtherance of the
purposes of the Act.

1V. Solicitation of Comments

Interested persons are invited to
submit written data, views and
arguments concerning the foregoing.
Persons making written submissions
should file six copies thereof with the
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, 450 Fifth Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20549. Copies of the
submission, all subsequent amendments,
all written statements with respect to
the proposed rule change that are filed
with the Commission, and all written
communications relating to the proposed
rule change between the Commission
and any person, other than those that
may be withheld from the public in
accordance with the pravisions of 5
U.S.C. section 552, will be available for
inspection and copying in the
Commission’s Public Reference Room at
the address above. Copies of such filing
will also be available for inspection and
copying at the principal office of DTC.
All submissions should refer to the file
Number SR-DTC-92-05 and should be
submitted by March 19, 1992

For the Commission by the Division of
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated
authority.®

Margaret H. McFarland,
Deputy Secretary.
BILLING CODE 0010-01-M

2 17 C.F.R. 200.30-3(a)(12).
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Exhibit A
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