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Title' T—AGRIGULTURE
Chdpter Vill—Commodity Stabiliza-
* tion Service {Sugar), Department of

‘Agriculiure
SUBCHAPTER G—DETERMINATION OF
PROPORTIONATE SHARES -

[Sugar Dstermination 855.6, Amdt. 1]

PART 855—MAINLAND CANE
SUGAR AREA

the area may be increased substantially
over the present level because of a deficit
in at least one other domestic area and
that the production from the present
1959-crop proportionate share acreage
may be less than the quota and earryover
requirements.

To provide for quota requirements and
a more normal carryover of sugar, this
determination permits the harvesting for
sugar of all 1959-crop acreage of sugar-
cane which is now growing, some of
which, except for this action, would be

— plowed-out or devoted to other uses. In
Proportionate Shares for Farms, 1959 “the Mainland Cane Sugar Area, plant-

Crop

Pursuant to the provisions of the Sugar
Act of 1948, as amended, paragraph (b)
of §855.6 of this chapter (23 FR. 5419
is hereby amended to read as follows:

(b) Farm proportionate share. The
1959-crop proportionate share for each
farm shall be the number of acres of
1959-crop sugarcane thereon, provided
that such sugarcane was planted prior
to the date of issuance of this paragraph.

STATEMENT OF BASES AND CONSIDERATIONS

When the original determination was
jssued in July of 1958, it was estimated
that the production of sugar from the
1958 crop of sugarcane in the Mainland
Cane Sugar Area would be about 620,000
tons, and considering the then effective
quota of 685,000 tons, that the effective
inventory on January 1, 1959, would be
about 160,000 tons. Since this inventory
represented a reduction from the effec-
tive inventory of a year earlier, the de-
termination established total 1959-crop
proportionate shares 10 percent higher
than the 1958 level,

Latest available estimates indicate
that the production of sugar from the
1958 crop will approximate 575,000 tons.
The 1958 quota for the Mainland Cane
Sugar Area was established finally at
720,000 tons, with increases resulting
principally from Puerto Rican and
Hawailan quota deficits which were
caused by adverse weather conditions
and a labor strike, respectively., As a
result of quota increases and the lower-
than-estimated production from the 1958
crop, the area was unable to market its
quota fully and its effective inventory
fell below desirable levels. Recent devel-
opments indicate that the 1959 quota for

-— ings normally occur in the autumn. In

most of the area, it would not be prac-
ticable to plant 1959-crop cane after the
date of this action and possible late
plantings would have no appreciable ef-
fect on the total production of 1959-crop
sugar. However, certain growers might
plant at a late date partly to establish
acreage records. Therefore, to promote
equity among growers, this action does
not cover such late plantings.
Accordingly, I hereby find and con-
clude that the aforesfated amendment
will effectuate the applicable provisions
of the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended.

(Sec. 403, 61-Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. 1153. Inter-
prets or applies secs. 301, 302, 61 Stat. 929,
930, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1131, 1132)

Issued this 4th day of March 1959,

[sEAL] TRUE D. MORSE,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R., Doc. 59-2008; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:48 a.m.]

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing
Service (Marketing Agreements and
Orders), Depariment of Agriculture

[Navel Orange Reg. 159, .@.mdt. 1}

PART 914—NAVEL ORANGES
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
- NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

(2) Findings. (1) Pursuant fo the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 14, as amended (7 CFR Part
914), regulating the handling of navel
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oranges grown in Arizona and desig-
nated part of California, effective under
the applicable provisions of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ¢t seq.; 68
Stat. 906, 104D, and upon the basis of

the recommendation and information .
submitted by-the Navel Orange Admin-

istrative Committee, established under
the said amended marketing agreement
and order, and upon other available in-
formation, it is hereby found that the
limitation” of handling of such navel
oranges as hereinafter provided will
tend to eﬁectuate the declared policy of
the act.-

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rule-making procedure,

and postpone the effective date of this °

amendment, until 30 days after publica-
tion hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (60

Stat. 237; 5 U.S.C. 1001 e} seq.) because.

the time intervening between the date
when__ information upon which this
amendment is based became available
and the time when this amendment

- must become effective in order to effec~

tuate the declared policy of the act is
insufficient, and this amendment relieves
restrictions on the handling of navel

1714 ~oranges grown in Arizona and designated

part of California.

(b) Order, as amended. 'The provi=-
sions in paragraph (b) (1) 1) and (i) of
§ 914.459 (Na¥el Orange Regulation 159,
24 F.R. 1493) are hereby amended to read
as follows:

(i) District 1: 665,280 cartons;
. (i) District 2: 628,320 cartons.
(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. 753, as amended; 7 US.C.
608c)

Dated: March 3 1959

[sEAL] S. R. SmutH,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable
- Dipision, Agricultural Mar=
kKeting Service.
[FR. Doc. 59-2007; Filed, Mar. 6,

8:48 a.m.]
-

1959;



Saturday, March 7, 1959

[Navel Orange Reg. 160]

PART 914—NAVEL ORANGES

GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG-
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling

§ 914.460 Navel Orange Regulation 160.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuanit to the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 14,-as amended (7 CFR Part
914), regulating the handling of navel
oranges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended_ (7 U.S.C. 601-¢et seq.; 68 Stat.
906, 1047), and upon the basis of the
recommendation and information sub-
mitted by the Navel Orange Administra-~
tive Committee, established under the
said amended marketing agreement and
order, and upon other available infor-
mation, it is hereby found that the limi-
tation of handling of such navel oranges
as hereinafter provided will tend to ef-
fectuate the declared policy of the act.

(2) Itis hereby further found thatitis
impracticable and confrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice, en-
gage in public rule-making procedure,

and postpone the effective date of this -

section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (60 Stat.
237; 5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) because the
time intervening between the date when
information upon which this section is
based became available and the time
when this section must become effective
in order to effectuate the declared policy
of the act is insufficient, and a reason-
able time is permitted, under the cir-
cumstances, for preparation for such
effective time; and good tause exists for
making the provisions hereof effective as
hereinafter set forth. The commiftee
held an open meeting during the current
~ week, after giving due notice thereof, to
consider supply and market conditions
for navel oranges and the need for reg-
" ulation; interested persons were afforded
an opportunity to submit information
and views at this meeting; the recom-
mendation and supporting information
for regulation during the period speci-
fied herein were promptly submitted to
the Department after such meefing was
held; the provisions 'of this section, in-
cluding its effective time, are identical
with the aforesaid recommendgtion of
the committee, and information con-
. cerning such provisions and effective
time has been disseminated among han-
dlers of such navel oranges; it is neces-
sary, in order to effectuate the declared
policy of the act, to make this section
effective during the period herein speci-
fied; and compliance with this section
will not require any special preparation
on the part of persons subject hereto
which cannot be completed on or before
the effective date hereof, Such commit-
tee meeting was held on March 5, 1959.
(b) Order. (1) The respective quan-
tities of navel oranges-grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period be-
ginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., March 8,
1959, and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t.,
March 15, 1959, are hereby fixed as fol-
lows: Ty ’

FEDERAL REGISTER

(i) Distriet 1: 554,400 cartons;

(ii) Distriet 2: 646,800 cartons;

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement;

(iv) District 4: Unlimited movement.

(2) Al navel oranges handled during
the period specified in this section are
subject also to all applicable size restric-
tions which are in effect pursuant to this
part during such period.

(3) As used in this section, “handled,”
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,”
“District 4,” and “‘carton” have the same
meaning as when used in said amended
marketing agreement and order.

(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. '753, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
608c)

Dated: March 5, 1959.

[sEAL] S. R. SMITH,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable
Division, Agricultural Mar-
. keting Service.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2052; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
i 11:26 am.]

-

[Lemon Reg. 781]

PART 953—LEMONS GROWN IN
' CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA

Limitation of Handling
§ 953.888 Lemon Regulation 781,

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 53, as amended (7 CFR Part
953; 23 F.R. 9053), regulating the han-
dling of lemons grown in Californja and
Arizona, effective under the applieable
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.; 68 Stat. 906, 1047,
and upon the basis of the recommenda-
tion and information submitted by the
Lemon Administrative Committee, estab-
lished under the said amended marketing
agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of handling of such
lemons as hereinafter provided will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the

act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rule-making procedure,
and postpone the effective date of this
section until 30 days after publication
hereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER (60 Stat.
237; 5 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) because the
time intervening between the date when
information upon which this section is
based become available and the time
when this section must become effective
in order to effectuate the declared policy
of the act is insufficient, and a reasonable
time is permitted, under the circum-
stances, for pgeparation for such effective
time; and good cause exists for making
the provisions hereof effective as herein-
after set forth. The Committee held an
open meeting during the current week,
after giving due notice thereof, to con-
sider supply and market conditions for
lemons and the need for regulation; in-
terested persons were afforded an oppor-
tunity to submit information and views
at this meeting; “the recommendation
and supporting information for regula-
tion during the period specified herein
were promptly submitted to the Depart-
ment after such meeting was held; the

1701

provisions of this section, including its
effective time, are identical with the
aforesaid recommendation of the com-
mittee, and- information concerning
such provisions and effective time has
been disseminated among handlers of
such lemons; it is necessary, in order to
effectuate the declared policy of the act,
-to make this section effective during the
period herein specified; and compliance
with this section will not require any spe-
cial preparation on the part of persons
subject hereto which cannot be coms=
pleted on or bhefore the effective date
hereof. Such committee meeting was
held on March 4, 1959.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan-
tities of lemons grown in California and
Arizona which may be handled during
the period beginning at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t.,
March 8, 1959, and ending at 12:01 a.m.,
P.s.t., March 15, 1959, are hereby fixed
as follows: :

(i) Distriet 1: 13,020 cartons;

(ii) District 2: 172,980 cartons;

(iii) Distriet 3: Unlimited movement.

(2) As used in this section, “handled,”
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,”
and “carton” have the same meaning as
when used in the said amended market-
ing agreement and order.

(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. 753, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
608¢)

Dated: March 5, 1959.

[sEAL] S. R. SwarH,
Director, Fruit and Vegetable

Division, Agricultural Mar-
keting Service.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2037; TFiled, Mar, 6, 1959;
9:03 a.m.}

Title 15—COMMERGE AND
FOREIGN TRADE

Chapter lll—Bureau of Foreign Com-~
merce, Depariment of Commerce

SUBCHAPTER B—EXPORT REGULATIONS
[9th Gen. Rev. of Export Regs. Amdt. 117]

PART 373—LICENSING POLICIES AND
RELATED SPECIAL PROVISIONS

PART 382—DENIAL OF EXPORT
PRIVILEGES

Miscellaneous Amendments

1. Section 373.65 Ultimate consignee
and purchaser statements, paragraph (a)
Scope, subparagraph (2) Exemptions is
amended by revising subdivision (i) to
read as follows:

() An Import Certificate is required
in support of the license application, in
accordance with §373.2 {(or as appli-
cable, a Swiss Blue Import Certificate as
provided in § 373.67, or a Yugoslav End-~-
Use Certificate as provided in § 373.70).

2. Section 382.51 Supplement 1; Tabdle
of denial and »robation orders currently
in effect, paragraph (b) Table of denial
and probation orders is amended in the
following respects:

1 This amendment was published in Cur-
rent Export Bulletin 812, dated February 26,
1959.
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a. The following entries are added fo the list:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

)

‘9630, 10 F\R. 12245, 3 CFR, 1945. Supp.,

Effective| Expiration date'of . - - FEDERAL
Name and address date of order Export privileges affected REGISTER
order N gitation

AN Tomsen A/S, Nvhavn 61, | J-14-59 | 3-81-50.cceacunccncnnan General and validated licensesyd. 24 F.R. 438,
Copenhagen 5, Denmark, - I all commodities, any desti 1-17-59,

nation, also exports to Can- F.R, 1202,
ada. (Company related to 2-19-59,
~ Alt Tomsen & Co., which

Al Tomsen & Co., Warburg- do..:._| 3-31-59. Generalandvahdatedhcenses, 24 T.R. 438,
strasse 33, Hamburg 36, all commodities, any desti- 1-17-59,
Germany, — n(zl\txon, also exports to Can- | 24 ?s-%g 1202,

ada. \ > 5

American Markeb Stores, | 2- 3-59 11—3-Ro do. 2¢ F.R. 910,
Frankfurt/Main-Westhafon, (On probation 114~ . 59,
Germany., uration)*

Comptoir Commercial Andre | 10- 8-58 definite. cacmamaaeann Generaland validated licenses, | 23 F.R. 7931,
et Cie,, 4 bisrue du Bouloi, | © - all commodities, any desti- 14~
Paris 1 Franes, . nation, also exports to Can- |-

- ada, (Party related to CE-
EI, which see,)

Dan Elektric 8. A., Nvhavn | 1-14-59 | 8-31-59 cmecaemeccacanan Generalandvalidatedhcenses, 24 F.R. 438,

61, Copenhagen 5, Denmark, all commodities, any desti- 1-17-59.
N nation, also exports to Can- | 2¢ F.R. 1292,
. ada. (Company related to | 2-19-59,
Alf)Tomsen & Co which
- see,

Detroit International Parts | 2-19-59 | 8-31-50 oo ooccueen General and vahdated li- | 24 F.R. 1377,
Co., 3233145 North 29th St,, (On probatlon 9-1- censes, all commodities, any 2-25-59,
Phﬂadelphla Pa. §9—2-19-60)* destination, also exports to

Canada. (éompany related
to S)amuel D. Zellat, which
. see ‘

Europalsche Verkaufs  der | 2-3-59 | 11-3-50 oo cmecae QGeneral and validated 1-| 24 F.R. 910,
Amerlcan Market Stores (On probation 114~ censes, all commodities, any 2~6-59. -
GmbH., Frankfurt/Main- 59—duration) * _destination, also exports to |
Westhafen, Gemmnv. Canada, -

Goodman, Isadore 6412 | 2-19-59 | 5-19-59 do 24 F.R. 1377,
I\orthbth st. Philadelphxa, ~ 2-25~59.
HanLe Moebelwerkstaette | 4-21-54 | Duration . eeoeoeeen.- General and validated - | 19 F.R. 2432,
GmbH., Hanke und Holey censes, all commodities, any 4~24-54,

GmbH., Blumenstrasse 10, ~|, destination, also exports to
Berlin- Spandzm, Germany. Canada. (Related to Hanke
Chemte, ot al., which see.)

Imperial Metal Products Co., | 2-19-59 { 8-81-59cmaccamcaaan General and validated li- | 24 F.R. 1377,
3279745 North 29th St., Phﬂ- - (On probation 9-1- censes, all commodities, any 2~25-59.
adelphia, Pa. 53--2-19-60)* destination, also exports to

Capada. (Companyrelated
= tos)amuel D. Zellat, which
, see,

Nicetown Auto Parts Co., {-..do do do Do. 7
%th and Price Sts., Chester, - I

Pan Maritime Cargo Service, | 3-16-59 | 4-16-59--——ceucauicean- General and validated H- 24 F.R. 1477
Ine., 232° Water St., New censes, all commodities, ex- 2-27-59.-
York, NJY, ported to any destination

, including Canada by means
- or manner other than alr -
- ~ shipment.

Sigmund-Joseph Co., 2-19-59 | 8-31-59.ccunncc-uao-| General and vahdated -] 24 F.R. 1377,
3239/45 North 29th St,, Phil- (On prohation 9-1- censes, all commodities, any 2-25-59.
adelphia, Pa, 59—2-19-60)* ) t(i_)estixgatlon, also exports to

anada,

Wahle, Kurt O, doing | 2~ 3-59 | 11-3-59. do 24 F.R. 910,
business as Amer!can Mar- R (On probation 11~4- 2-6~59,
ket Stores, Frankfurt/Main- 69—duration)*

‘Westhafen, Germany, . '
Zellat, Benjamin Park Drive | 2-18-59 | 8-31-59 General and validated H-| 24 F.R. 1377,
Maner Apts., Philadelphia, (On probation 9-1- censes, all commodities, any 2-25~59.

Pa. 58—2-10-60)* destination, also exports to
Canada. (Party relaied to
Samuel D, Zellat, which
ses.) < \

Zellat, Jozeph, 6413 North 11th do. do. - do. Do,
St., "Philad delphia, Pa. : " .

chlnz, Samuel D,, 5450 Wis- do. 8-31-59. General and validated licenses, Do,
sackon Ave,, Philadelphia, (On probatxon 9—1— all commodities, any desti-

Pa, 53—2-19-60)* léatl()l&, also exports to
. ana
Zgllat, Sizmund, 101 Over- |...do..... 8-31-59 e General and validated licenses, Do,

brook Pky,, FPhiladelphis,
Pa,

(On probation 9-1~
59-—2-19-60)*

all-commodities, any desti-
nation, ‘also exports to
Canada. (Party related to
San)luel D. Zellat, which
see

. 'This amendment shall become effective
as of February 26, 1959.

(Sec. 8, 63 Stat. 7; 50 U.S.C. App. 2023. E.O.
EO.
9919, 13 F.R. 59, 3 CFR, 1948 Supp.)

LORI.NG K. Macy,
Director,
Bureau of Foreign Commerce.

[FR. Doc. 59-1082; Filed, Mar, 6, 1859;
- + 8:45 am.]

Title 5—ADMINSTRATIVE
PERSOHNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE
COMPETITIVE SERVICE

Housing and Home Finance Agehcy

- Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, paragraph (a)(9). of
§ 6.342 is revoked and paragraph (d) (B
and (2) is added as set out below.

§ 6.342 Housing and Home Finarice
Agency.
® *® ] = L]
(d) Federal National Mortgage Asso-
ciation. (1) The President,
(2) The Vice President.

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended;
5 U.S.C. 631, 633) .

UNITED STATES C1vil. SERV~
ICE COMMISSION,

IseAL]l Wwm. C. HuLy,
N E:z:ecutwe Asszstant
[FR. Doc. 59—2006 Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;

8:48 am.] _ -

Title 14—~GiViL AVIATION

Chapter I—Civil Aeronautics Board—
Federal Aviation Agency
SUBCHAPTER B—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS
[Reg. No. ER-255] N
PART 292—CLASSIFICATION AND

EXEMPTION OF ALASKAN AIR
CARRIERS

Alaska
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board

- ab its office in Washington, D.C., on the

3d day of March 1959. .

Throughout Part 292 of the Board’sy
Economic Regulations, there is reference
made to “the Territory of Alaska.” How-
ever, with the admission of Alaska to

*Although the named person or firm is entitled to all export privileges during this probation penod these ptivﬂeges statehood, the word “Territory” is now
may be revoked upon a finding that the probation has been violated.

b. The following entry is amended to read as follows: <

. Effective] Expiration date of . anzﬁu.

. Name and address date of order Esxport privileges affected REGISTER

. order citation
Meyns, Peter & Co., Movns, 1-20-569 | Duration. ccceecaea., - Genei-al and validated 1i- | 24 F.R. 742,
Peter, Gartrudenku-chhotlo, censes, - all_ commodities, 2-3-59,
Hamburg 1, West Germany. tm:(rJ destinationyalsoexports
anada,

inappTopriate. Accordingly, the Board is
amending Part 292 by deleting all refer-
ence to the words “the Territory of
Alaska’ and inserting in lieu thereof the
word “Alaska’.

Since this amendment is editorial in
nature, notice and public - procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the amend-
ment may be made effective immediately.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Board hereby amends Part 292 of the

-
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Economic Regulations (14 CFR Part 292)
effective Maxrch 3, 1959.

By deleting the words “the Territory
of Alaska” wherever found and inserting
in lieu thereof the word “Alaska’”.

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743, 49 U.S.C. 1324)
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEAL] MABEL MCCART,
- Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2001; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:47 am.] -

[Reg. No. ER-256]

PART 293—CLASSIFICATION AND EX~
- EMPTION OF ALASKAN AIR TAXI
OPERATORS

Alaska

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the
3d day of March 1959.

Throughout Part 293 of the Board’s
Economic Regulations, there is reference
made to “the Territory of Alaska.” How-
ever, with the admission of Alaska to
statehood, the word “Territory’> is now
inappropriate. Accordingly, the Board
is amending Part 293 by deleting all ref-
erence to the words “the Territory of
Alaska” and inserting in lieu thereof the
word “Alaska”,

Since this_amendment is editorial in
nature, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the amend-
ment may be made eflective immediately.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Board hereby amends Part 293 of the
Economic Regulations (14 CFR Part 293)
effective March 3, 1959:

By deleting the words ‘““the Territory
of Alaska’” wherever found and inserting
in lieu thereof the word “Alaska’.

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 748, 49 U.S.C. 1324)
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[seaL} MaBEL McCaRT,
Acting Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 659-2002; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:47 a.m.]

[Reg. No. ER-257]

PART 296—CLASSIFICATION AND
EXEMPTION OF INDIRECT AIR
CARRIERS *

Applicability to State of Alaska

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics

Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 3d day of March 1959.

In promulgating its Economic Regula-
tions, the Board has provided separate
exemption authority and regulations to
govern the operations of indirect air
carriers of property,. depending upon
whether they are engaged in interstate
air transportation or in either overseas
or foreign air transportation. Part 296
of the Economic Regulations governs in-
terstate air freight forwarder activities,
and Part 297 provides the authority for
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freight forwarder activities in overseas

-or foreign air transportation. ,

In issuing its proposed revision of
Part 297 (Draft Release No. 100, dated
November 6, 1958) , the Board gave public
notice of its intention to exclude United
States-Alaska operations from Part 297
when Alaska became a state, and to pro-
vide some other vehicle for the regulation
of such operations. The attached
amendment, and an amendment to Part
297 being issued contemporaneously
herewith, carry out the Board’s pro-
nouncement by finalizing the exclusion
of such operations from Part 297 and
providing for their regulation under
Part 296. Continued regulation of such
operations through Part 296 is particu-
la.rly appropriate in view of the change
in the nature of the service conducted be-
tween Alaska and the other states, ef-
fective- upon the date of Alaskan
statehood, from <“overseas” to “inter-
state” air trensportation, and is con-
sistent with the present separation in the
authorization, classification and regula-
tion of indirect air carriers of property
which the Board desires to preserve.

Air freight forwarder operations con-

ducted solely within Alaska have also
been authorized and regulated by the
Board under Part 296. These purely
“intrastate” operations within Alaska,
which were formerly regulated by the
Board as infra-territorial operations,
will continue to be authorized and regu-
lated in accordance with Part 296, pur-
suant to section 8(d) of the Alaska
Statehood Act, until such {ime as the
Congress or the legislature of the State
of Alaska may provide otherwise.

The Board finds that the circum-
stances which warranted the exemption
granted in the Air Freight Forwarder
Investigation, Docket No. 5947 et al., to
freight forwgrders apply equally to serv-
ices to be performed by such forwarders
between the several states, or the District
of Columbia, and the State of Alaska,
and continue to apply to their services
within Alaska,.

Accordingly, the Board is amending
footnote 2 of Part 296 to express the
present scope of the authorization
granted by Part 296. As heretofore

noted, a corresponding amendment to

Part 297 of the Board’s Economic Regu-
lations is being adopted contemporane-
ously herewith.

Since this amendment imposes no ad-
ditional burden upon the indirect air
carriers subject to Part 296, the Board
finds that notice and public procedure
thereon are unnecessary and that it may
be made effective immediately.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends
Part 296 of the Economic Regulations
(14 CFR Part 296) effective March 3,
1959 by amending footnote 2 which re-
lates to the words “interstate air trans-
portation” in paragraph (a) fo §296.1
to read as follows:

2 “Interstate air transportation” shall have
the meaning ascribed to it in section 101(21)
of the Federal Aviation Act and the word
“State” used therein shall include Alaska.

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743. Interpret or apply
secs. 101, 416, 72 Stat. 738, 769, 771; 49 U.S.C.
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1301, 1386; and 8(d) of the Alaska Statehood
Act, 72 Stat. 339)
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[seAL] MABEL MCCART,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doe. 59-2003; Filed, Mar, 6, 1959;
8:47 am.]

[Reg. No. ER-258]

PART 297—INTERNATIONAL AIR
FREIGHT FORWARDERS

Effect of Statehood on Alaska

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C,,
on the 3d day of March 1959.

In promulgating its Economic Regu-
lations, the Board has provided sep-
arate exemption authority and regula-
tions to govern the operations of
dndirect air carriers of property, de-
pending upon whether they are engaged
in inferstate air transportation or in
either overseas or foreign air transporta-
tion. Part 296 of the Economic Regu-~
lations governs interstate air freight
forwarder activities, and Part 297 pro-
vides the authority for freight forwarder
activities in overseas or foreign air trans-
portation.

In issuing its proposed revision of Part
297 (Draft Release No. 100, dated No-
vember 6, 1958), the Board gave public
notice of its intention to exclude United
States-Alaska operations from Part 297
when Alaska became a state, and to pro-
vide some other vehicle for the regula-
tion of such operations. 'The attached
amendment, and an amendment to Part
296 being issued contemporaneously
herewith, carry out the Board’s pro-
nouncement by finalizing the exclusion
of such operations from Part 297 and
providing for their further regulation
under Part 296. Continued regulation
of such operations through Part 296 is
consistent with the change, effective
upon the date of Alaskan statehood, in
the nature of the service conducted be-
tween Alaska and the other states from
“overseas” to “interstate” air transpor-
tation, and is consistent with the present{
separation in the authorization, classi-
fication and regulation of indirect air
carriers of property which the Board de-
sires to preserve. No interested person
has objected to the exclusion of such au-
thorization from Part 297, and in view
of the fact that Alaska has now become
g state, the Board deems it to be in the
public interest to finalize this particular
amendment to Part 297 immedialely
without awaiting final Board action on
the various other proposals in the Draft
Release.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
formulation of this amendment, and due
consideration has been given to all rele-
vant comment presented.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends

Part 297 of the Economic Regulations

(14 CFR Part 297, effective March 3,
1959, by adding a footnote 1 to the word
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“overseas” in the first clause of § 297.1,
toread:

1 As defined in section 101(21) of the Act.
By reason of the change in Alaska’s status
from a territory to a state, air transporta-
tion between a place in any state of the
United States other than Alaska, or the
District of Columbia, and any place in the
State of Alaska, now constitutes “ihterstate”
rather than ‘“ovérseas” air transportation.
Such operations are governed by applicable
provisions of Part 296 of this chapter.

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743. “Interpret or ap-
ply secs. 101, 416, 72 Stat. 737, 771; 49 U.S.C.
1301, 1386)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

{sEAL] MABEL MCCART,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2004; Fded, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:48 a.un.]

[Reg. No. ER-259] .

PART 223—CLASSIFICATION AND EX-
EMPTION OF AIR TAXI OPERATORS <

Prohibition Against Conduct of Air
Transportation Within Alaska

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D. C
on the 3d day of March 1959.

Under the exemption authority of
Part 298 of the Board’s Economic Reg-
ulations, air taxi operators are permitted
to engage in air transportation between
Alasks and any other State, but are spe-
cifically prohibited by § 298.7(¢) from
offering or performing any service within
Alaska. Pursuant to section 8(d) of the
Alaskan Statehood Act, the Board’s eco-
nomic regulatory jurisdiction is being
continued over purely intrastate opera-
tions in Alaska unfil such time as the
Congress or the legislature of that State
may provide otherwise. The Board does
not propose to make any substantive
changes in the regulation at this time.
Language changes necessary in Part 298
as . a result of the change in the status
of Alaska are effected by the attached

rule which amends the definition of the.

word “point” and amends section 298
(b) and (c¢) to remove the reference to
“Territory of Alaska” and to make an
appropriate reference to Part 293 for
authorization of service in Alaska.

Since this amendment is minor in na-
ture and does not impose any additional
burden on any person, the Board finds
that notice and public procedure hereon
are unnecessary and not required in the’
public interest.

In consideration of the foregomg, the
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends
Part 298 of the Economic Regulations
(14 CFR Part 298), effective March 3,
1959, as follows:

1. By deleting the definition of “point”
in §298.1(a)(3) and substituting a

definition to read as follows: -

(3) “Point”, when used in connection
with any territory or possession of the
United States or the State of Alaska,

means any airport or place where air- -

craft may be landed or taken off, includ-
ing the area within a 25-mile radius of
such airport or place; when used in con-
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nection with the econtinental ™ United
States (excluding Alaska), it shall have a,
similar meaning but shall be limited to
the area within a 3-mile radius of such
airport or place. -

2. By deleting the words “other than
the Territory of Alaska” from paragraph

(b). of § 298.7; and

- 3. By amending paragraph (¢) of
§ 298.7 to read as,follows: !

(e) No service shall be offered or per-
formed by an air taxi operator within

Alaska (see Parts 292 and 293 of this®

chapter~for a,uthonzatlon of servme in
Alaska).

(Sec. 204(a), 72 Stat. 743; 49 U.S.C. 1324. In-
terpret or apply sec. 416, Stat. 771; 49
U.S.C. 1386; and 8(d) of the Alaska Sta’ce-
hood Act, 72 Stat. 339)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

' [sEaL] MAaBEL MCCART
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2005; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:48 am]

Title 26—INTERNAL REVEN%E

- 195 .

Chapter |—Internal Revenue Service,
Depariment of the Treasury

SUBCHAPTER E-~ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, AND
OTHER EXCISE TAXES

i [T.D. 6368]
PART 296—TOBACCO MATERIALS,

TOBACCO PRODUCTS, AND CIGA-~

RETTE PAPERS AND TUBES .
Losses Caused by Disaster

Losses of tobacco products and ciga-
rette papers and tubes caused by a dis-
aster occurring after December 31, 1954,
and not later than September 2, 1958.

It has been determined that it may

‘not be possible, in' some instances, for

claimants to comply with the provisions
of regulations in subpart B of the Miscel-
laneous Regulations Relating to Tobacco
Materials, Topacco Products, and Cig-
arette Papers and Tubes (26 CFR Parf
296), which require persons replacing or
giving credit for_ tobacco products or

cigarette papers or tubes lost and the .

recipients of such replacements or
credits to join in the claimns. Atcord-
ingly, it has been deemed desirable to
amend the regulations to liberalize the
requirement in this respect so that an
otherwise allowable claim may be con-
sidered for allowance. To accomplish
this purpose and in order to make a
clarifying change, 26 CFR Part 296" is

- amended as follows:

§ 296.53 _ l'{&mendment]

7 PARAGRAPH 1. Section 296,53 is amended
by inserting, ih the second sentence, im-~
mediately before the word ‘“rendered”,
the word “lost,”.

§296.54 [Amendment]l-’' .

Par. 2. Section 296.54 is amended by
striking the period at the end of the sec~
ond sentence and inserting in lieu thereof
the following: “:

. 'Title 10, United States Code.
-§ 44.1 Purpose and cancellations,

Provided, That theA

.assistant regional commissioner may

allow & claim which otherwise is in com-
pliance with fthe requirements of this
subpart even though the person (or per-
sons) receiving such replacement or
credit does not join in the claim, if the -
failure to join in the claim is the resulﬁ
of (a) such person’s death, (b) inability ~
to locate such person, or (e) such per-
son’s refusal to join in the claim.”

Par. 3. A new section, reading as fol-
lows, is inserted mmédlately following
§ 296.57:

§ 296.57a Evidence of replacement.

‘Where, as provided in § 296.54, a pos-
Sessor alleged to have received replace-
inent does not join in the claim, the

- claimaht must establish by. documentary

evidence (such as receipts or receipted
copies of invoices) the replacement to
the possessor as required by § 296.59. -

Because the time for filing claims un-
der Subpart B of 26 CFR Part 296 ex-
pires on March 2, 1959, and because of
the liberalizing nature of these amend=
ments, it is found that it is impracti-
cable and contrary to the public interest
to issue this Treasury decision with no-
tice and public procedure thereon under
section 4(a) of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 5 U.S.C. 1003),
or subject to the effective date limita-
tion of section 4(¢) of such Act. Ac-
cordingly, this Treasury decision shall
be effective on September 3, 1958.

(68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7805; sec. 209 of ~

Pub. Law 85-859) .
[sEAL] Dana LATHAM,
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
- D. B. STRUBINGER,
Acting C'ommzssumer of Customs.
Approved: March 3, 1959.

FRED C. SCRIBNER, JT., S
"Acting Secretary of the Treasury.

[F-R. Doc. 50-1897; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:47 am.] -

Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter I—Ofiice of the Secretary of
~  Defense

SUBCHAPTER C—MILITARY PERSONNEL

PART 44—ADMINISTRATIVE
DISCHARGES

The Secretary of Defense approved the
following on January 14, 1959:

Sec.

44.1
44.2
44.3
44.4
445

Purpose and cancellations,
Applicability.
Administration.
Definitions.

Pre-service activities.

* 44,6~ Standards for discharge.

44,7 Reasons for discharge.
44.8 Procedures for discharge,

AvuTHORITY: §§44.1 to 44.8 issued under
sec. 161 of the Revised Statutes (5 U.S.C. 22);
sec. 1162 and Chapters 361, 569, and 861 of

This part revises the standards and
procedures governing the administrative
discharge of enlisted persons from the

<o

‘
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Armed Forces. Former Part 44 (13 F.R.
5879) and any other existing regulations
in conflict with the provisions of this
part are superseded and cancelled ninety
days after date of issue of this part.

§ 44.2 Applicability.

The policies and regulations set forth
herein are applicable to the Army, the
Navy, the Air Force, the Marine Corps,
and by agreement with the Secretary”
of the Treasury, to the Coast Guard,
and to all Reserve components thereof,

§ 44.3 Administration.

Each of the Armed Forces to which
these policies and the regulations in this
part are applicable will, prior to the can-
cellation date of former Part 44 (13 F.R.

-5879) issue appropriate regulations
under this part.

§ 44.4 Definitions, |

(a) Military behavior. “Military be-
havior” as used herein refers to the con-
duct of the individual while a member
of an Armed Service.

(b) Military record. “Military rec-
ord” as used herein includes an indi-
vidual’s military behavior and perform-
ance of duty, and reflects the character
of the service he has rendered while a
member of an Armed Service. .

(¢) Honorable Discharge. An “Hon-
orable Discharge” is a separation from
an Armed Service with honor.

(d) General Discharge. A “General
Discharge™ is a separation from an
Armed Service under honorable condi-
tions of. an individual whose military
record is not sufficiently meritorious to
warrant an Honorable Discharge.

s
§ 44.5 Pre-service activities,

Except for misrepresentations (includ-
ing omissions) made in connection with
his enlistment or induection, activities
that a member of the Armed Forces
engaged in before he acquired status in
the Armed Forces may not be considered
in determining the type and character
of discharge or separation to be issued.
The type and character of the discharge
will be determined solely by the mem-
ber’s military record.

§ 44.6 Standards for discharge.

The type ‘and character of discharge
or separation and the reasons therefor
will be determined in accordance with
the following standards: N

(a) Honorable Discharge. Issuance
of an Honorable Discharge is condi-
tioned upon: ,

(1) Proper military behavior: Ordi-
narily, an Honorable Discharge will not
be issued if an individual has been con-
victed of an offense by General Court-
Martial or has been convicted by more
than one Special Court-Martial in the
current enlistment, period of obligated
service, or any extensions thereof. R

(2) Proficient and indusitrious per-
formance of duty having due regard to
the rate, rank or grade held and the
capabilities of the individual concerned.

(3). Eligibility for discharge by v1rtue
of one of the following reasons:

(1) Expiration of enlistment or ful-
fillment of service obligation, as

- applicable.

- separation from the service
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(ii) .Convenience of the Government.

(iii) Hardship or dependency.

(iv) Minority.

(v) Disability.

(vi) Unsuitability.

(vil) Security.

(viii) When directed by the Secretary
of the Department concerned.

(ix) Resignation—own convenience.

Special considerations: An individual
may, where otherwise ineligible, receive
an Honorable Discharge if he has, during
his current enlistment, period of obli~
gated service, or any extensions thereof,
received a personal decoration as de-
fined by the respective services, of is
discharged as a result of a disability
incurred in line of duty. In each of the
above situations, the individual’s mili-
tary record should form the basis for
the action taken.

(b) General Discharge. Issuance of
a General Discharge is conditioned
upon;

(1) Military record not suﬁiclently
meritorious to warrant an Honorable
Discharge.

(&) Ehglblhty for discharge by virtue
of one of the reasons listed in paragraph
€a) (3) of this section.

(¢) Undesirable Discharge. An Un-
desirable Discharge is an administrative
“Under
Conditions Other than Honorable.” It
is issued for unfitness, misconduct or
for security reasons. It will not be issued
in lieu of trial by court-martial except
upon the determination by an officer
exercising General Court-Martial juris-
diction or by higher authority that the
interests of the service as well as the
individual will best be served by ad-
ministrative discharge.

Special considerations: Notwithstanding
the foregoing, whenver the particular
circumstances in a given case so warrant,

an administrative discharge other than '

an Undesirable Discharge may be issued.
§ 44.7 Reasons for discharge.

(a) Ezxpiration of enlistment or ful-
fillment of service obligation (as appli-
cable). Discharge with an Honorable
or a General Discharge as warranted by
the individual’s military record (§ 44.6
(a) or (b), as applicable).

(b) Convenience of thé Government.
Discharge with an Honorable or a Gen-
eral Discharge as warranted by the

~individual’s military record, for the

following reasons:

(1) General demobilization, reduction
in authorized strength or by an order
applicable to all members of a class of
personnel specified in the order.

(2) Acceptance of a commission or
appointment in any branch of the Armed
Services, for active duty only.

(3) National health, safety or interest.

(4) To permit immediate enlistment
or reenlistment.

(5) Erroneous induction or enhst-
ment.

(6) To provide for the discharge of
individuals serving in unspecified enlist-
ment.
~ (7) In the case of women, marriage,
pregnancy, parenthood, or custody of
children under age 18,
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(8) For other good and sufficient rea-
sons when determined by the Secretary
of the Department concerned.

(c) Resignalion —own convenience.
Discharge with an Honorable or a Gen-
eral Discharge as warranted by the in-

-gividual’s military record, on an individ-

ual basis, in accordance with regulations
of the Service concerned.. Such dis-
charge may be effected as early release
for the convenience of the Government.

(d) Dependency or hardship. (1) Dis~
charge or separation or release by reason
of dependency or hardship with an Hon-
orable or a General Discharge, as war-
ranted by the individual’'s military
record. Discharge may be directed when
it is considered that undue and genuine
dependency or hardship exists, that the
hardship or dependency is not of a tem-~
porary nature, and that conditions have
arisen or been aggravated to an excessive
d>gree since entry into the Service and
the member has made every reasonable
effort by means of application for Family
Allowance and voluntary contributions

- which have proven inadequate; that the

discharge of the individual will result
in the elimination of, or will materially
alleviate the condition and that there
are no means of alleviation readily avail-
able other than by such discharge.

(2) Undue hardship does not neces-
sarily exist solely because of altered pres-
ent or expected income or because the
individual is separated from his family
or must suffer the inconveniences nor-
mally incident to military service.

(e) Minority. Discharge by reason of
minority with an Honorable or General
Discharge as warranted by the individ-
ual’s military record, or release by void-
ance of enlistment upon determination
that the individual’s age was misrepre-
sented upon enlistment or induction as
follows:

(1) Males, if enlisted and under 17
years of age, or inducted and under 18
years and six months of age, when veri-
fied, release from military control by
discharge, release or voidance of en-
listment.

(2) If an enlisted man, enlisted with-
out proper consent and having passed
his 17th birthday, but not his 18th birth-
day, discharge upon application of par-
ent or legal guardian as prescribed by
law.

(3) If an enlisted man having passed
his 18th birthday when verified—retain
if otherwise qualified.

(4) Females, if enlisted and under 18
years of age, or inducted and under the
age prescribed by law for such induction,
release from military control by dis-
charge, release or voidance of enlistment.

(53) If an enlisted woman enlisted
without proper consent, having passed
her 18th birthday, but not her 21st birth-~
day, when verified—discharge upon ap-
plication of parent or legal guardian as
prescribed by law.

Nore: The enlistment of & minor with
false representation as to age without proper
consent will not in itself be considered as
fraudulent enlistment.

(f) Disability. Discharge by reason of
physical disability, with an Honorable or
General Discharge as warranted by the
individual’s military record, when it has
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. been defermined as 2 result of medical
findings that the individual is physically
unfit to perform the duties of his office,
rank, grade or rating.

(g) Unsuilability., Discharge by rea-
son of unsuitability, with an Honorable
or General Discharge as warranfed by
the individual’s military record. Such
discharge will be effected when it has
been determined that an individual is
unsuitable for further military service
because of:

(1) Inaptitude: Applicable to those
persons who are best described as inapt,
due to lack of general adaptability, want
or readiness of skill, unhandiness, or in-
ability to learn.

(2) Character and behavior disorders:
Character and behavior disorders, dis-
orders of intelligence, and transient per-
sonality disorders due to acute or special
stress as defined in “Joint Armed Forces
Nomenclature and Method of Recording
Psychiatric Conditions—1949” (SR 40—
1025-2; NavMed P-1303; AFR 160-13A).

3 Apathy, defective attitudes and in-
ability to expend effort constructively:
As significant observable defect, appar-
ently beyond the control of the individ-
ual, elsewhere not readily describable.

(4) Enuresis.

° (5) Alcoholism: Chronie, or addiction
to alcohol.

(6) Homosexual tendencles.

(7) Special considerations: For ofther-
good and sufficient reasons when deter-
mined by the Secretary of the Depart-
ment concerned.

(h) Security, Discharge with -the
character of discharge and under condi-
tions stipulated by the Secretary of De-
fense in directives which deal explicitly-
with this matter when retention is not
clearly consistent with the interest of
national security.

(i) Unfitness. Discharge by reason of
unfitness, with an Undesirable Dis-
charge, unless the particular circum-
stances in a given case warrant a gen-
eral or honorable discharge, when it has
been determined that an mdlvidual’s mil-
jtary record is ¢haracterized by one or
more of the following: |

(1) Frequent inveolvement of a dis-
creditable nature with civil or military
authorities.

(2) Sexual perversion mcludmg but
not limited to (1) lewd and lascivious
acts, (i) homosexual acts, (iil) sodomyy
(iv) indecent exposure, (v) indecent acts
with or assault upon a child, or (vi) other
indecent acts or offenses. -

(3) Drug addiction -or the unauthor-
ized use or possession of habit-forming
narcotic drugs or merijuana.

. (4) An established pattern for shirk-
ing.

(5) An established pattern showing
dishonorable failure to pay just debts.

(6) For other good and sufficient
reasons when determined by the Secre=
tary concerned.

(j) dMisconducti. Discharge by reason - . ey .
-Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and’

of misconduct, with an Undesirable dis-

charge,-unless the particular circum-

stances in a given case warrant a general |

or honorable discharge, ‘when one or

more of the following conditions have

been determined:

(1) Conviction by civil authorities
(foreign or domestic) or action taken

—
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which is tantamount to & finding of
guilty of an offense for which the maxi-
mum penalty under the UCMJ is death
or confinement in. excess of one\year;

or which involves moral turpitude; or

where the offender is adjudged a juve-
nile delinquent, wayward minor, or
;youthful offender as a result of an
offense involving moral turpitude. If
the offense is not listed in the MCM
Table of Maximum Punishments or is
not closely related to an offense listed
ftherein, the maximum punishments
authorized by the U.S. Code or the Dis-
trict of Columbia Code, whiclrever is
lesser, applies. For the purpose of this
subparagraph only, an individual shall
be considered as having been convicted
even though an appeal is pending or is
subsequently. filed.

(2) Procurement of a fraudulent en-.

listment, induction or period of obligated
' service through any deliberate material
misrepresentation or concealment which,
except for such misrepresentation or
concealment, may have' resulted in
rejection.

(3) Prolonged unauthorized absence:
When unauthorized continuous absence
of one year or more has been established
but punitive discharge has not been
authorized by competent authority.

§ 44.8 Procedures for discharge.

In accordance with the standards
outlined in this part, the following pro-
cedures Wwill be adhered to in effecting
administrative discharges: .

(a) Honorable Discharge. A separa-
tion with an Honordble Discharge may
be effected by the individual’s céommand-
ing officer or higher guthority when the
individual is eligible for or subject to
discharge and it has been determined
that he merits an Honorable Dlscharge
under the prescribed standards.
© (b) General Discharge. A separa,tlon
with a General Discharge may be

effected by the individual’s commanding .

officer or higher authority when the
individual is eligible for or is subject to
discharge and it has been determined
under the prescribed standards and in
accordance with any preseribed ad-
ministrative procedures that a General
Discharge is warranted.

(¢) Discharge for unsuitability. An
individual recommended for an honor-

~able or general discharge for reason of
unsuitability shall be afforded the oppor-

tunity to make a statement in his own
‘behalf.

(d) Undesirable Discharge. An Un-
desirable Discharge will be effected only
by authority of a properly approved ad-
ministrative action conforming to the

“prescribed standards, during which the

following procedures and  safeguards
have been observed: B

(1) "The individual if subject to such
discharge will, if his whereabouts is
known, be properly advised of the basis
for the contemplated action and afforded
an opportunity to request or_-waive, in
writing, the following privileges:

-

.~ (1) 'To have his case heard by a Board~

of_ not less than three officers. In the
case of non-regular component mem-
bers, all boards so convened shall'include

appropriate numbers from the Reserve -

components. In the case of female mem-
bers, all boards so convened shdll mclude
at least one female officer.

(ii) To appear in person before such
board, subject to his availability, eg,
not in civil confinement.

(iii) To be represented by counsel,
who, if reasonably available, should be a
lawyer. )

Giv) To submit statements in his own
behalf.!

(2) Separation with an Undesxrable
Discharge may be effected by an officer
exercising general court-martial jlris-
diction or by higher authority (including
departmental héadquarters) after review
of the findings and ‘recommendations
made by any board which was convened
to consider the case. N

(3) Except for Reservists, Depart~
mental Secretaries are authorized to
waive the requirements sef forth in sub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph (except
subdivision (iv)), when such action is
deemed in the best interest of the mili-
tary service. Departmental Secretaries
will advise the Assistant Secretary of
Defense (Manpower, Personnel and Re-
serve) By memorandum not }ater than
15 July each year of'any such actions
taken during the preceding fiscal year,
and the reasons therefor. The reportz
ing requirement of this paragraph has
been assigned Report Control Symbol
DD-MP&R(A) 370.

MauricE W. ROCHE,
Administrative-Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 59-1083; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:45 a.m.] -
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIﬁR

Bureau of Land Managemeni
- ALASKA |

Reservation ‘of Lunds

priation under the public land laws, in-
cluding the-mining and mineral leasing
laws. 'The applicant desires the land for
expansion of the Alaska Native Health
Service Hospital site at Barrow, Alaska,

For a period of sixty days from the
date of publication of this notice, all per-
sons who wish to submit comments, sug-

—~gestions, or objections in connectlon with

The Public Health Service, Depart-”‘%he proposed withdrawal may present

Inent of Health, Education, and Welfare
has filed an application, Serial Number
F-022930 for the withdrawal of the lands
described below, from all forms of appro-

their views in writing to the undersigned
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, P.O.
Box 1050, Fairbanks, Alaska,

°

\

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

The determination of the Secretary on
the application will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will
be sent to each inferested party of
record.

The lands involved in tHe application
are:

Barrow Area

Starting From Corner No. 1 of Tract B of
U.S. Survey 2244, go S. 76°58’ W., 72.60 feet
to the Point of Beginning; thence S. 13°02’
E.,, 552.09 feet; thence S. 76°58’- W., 356.98
feet; thence S. 13702’ E., 450,000 feet; thence
N.'76°58" E., 835.82 feet to a point on the edge
of Nerravak Lagoon; thence in a Northwest-
erly direction along the edge of the lagoon
1,114 feet plus or minus; thence S 76°58’ W.,
372.6 feet to the Point of Béginning.

Containing 13.35 acres, more or less.

RICHARD L. QUINTUS,
Operations Supervisor,
- Fairbanks.

[F.R. Doc. 59-1988; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:45 am.}

Fish and Wildlife Service
[Director’s Order 1, Amdt. 1]

DESIGNATED OFFICIALS OF THE BU-
REAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND
WILDLIFE

Delegation of Authority With Respect
to Contracts and Leases for Space

Marcr 3, 1959.
Director’s Order No. 1, Designated of-
ficials of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries
and Wildlife—delegation of authority
with respect to contracts and leases for

space, is hereby amended as follows:
1. Paragraphs (1), (2) and (3) of
subsection (a) of section 1 are amended

to read in their entirety as follows:

(1) Headquariers organization. As-
sistant Directors; Chief, Division of Ad-
ministration; and Chief and Assistant
Chief, Branch of Property Management,
unlimited as to amount.

(2) Regional offices. Regional Direc-
tors, Administrative Officers and Prop-
erty Management Officers, $100,000.

(3) Field units. Project leaders and
their assistants, and chiefs of field.par-
ties, open market purchases not exceed-
ing $2,500 in any one case, and purchases
from established contracts and emer-
gency purchases, unlimited as toamount.

2. Subsection (b) of section 3 is
amended to read in its entirety as
follows: —

(b) Auithorized officers—(1) Head-
quarters organization. Assistant Direc-
tors; Chief, Division of Administration;
and Chief and Assistant Chief, Branch
of Property Management, unlimited as
to amount.

(2) Regional offices. Regional Direc-
tors, Administrative Officers and Prop-
erty Management Officers, $100,000.

No, 46——2

FEDERAL REGISTER

(Secretary’s Order No. 2509, Amdts, 16 and
25; Commissioner’s Order No. 4)

A. V. TUNISON,
Acting Director.

[F.R. Doc. 59-1987; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:45 a.m.} -

ATOMIC ENERGY GOMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-291
YANKEE ATOMIC ELECTRIC CO.

Application for License; Notice of
Hearing and Order

It appears that: (a) Pursuant to the
Commission’s findings and order of Oc-~
tober 31, 1957, a construction .permit,
No. CPPR-5, was issued to applicant,
Yankee Atomic Electric Company (here-
inafter called Yankee), on November
4, 1957. Paragraph D of the construc-
tion permit, as amended by Amendment
No. 2 issued October 28, 1958, provided
that the permit would expire by April
30, 1959, uniess applicant submitted suf-
ficient information relating to its finan-
cial resources to enable the Commis-
sion to make a finding that the company
has adequate financial resources to meet
the requirements of the law and regu-
lations.

(b) Applicant submitted additional
information relating to its financial re-
sources in Amendments Nos. 11 and 12
to ils license application, docketed on
December 23, 1958, and February 18,

1959, respectively. Both amendments -

are available for public inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
1717 H Street NW., Washington, D.C.
Applicant has requested the Commis-
sion to enter an order finding that
Yankee has adequate financial resources
to meet the requirements of the Atomic
Energy Act and the Commission’s rules
and regulations and to delete Paragraph
D from the construetion permit. .

(¢) As sef forth in amendment No. 11,
the applicant proposes to enter into an
indenture of mortgage and deed of trust
to Old Colony Trust Company, as trustee,
to secure proposed first mortgage bonds.
Among other things, the said indenture
is intended to create a first mortgage lien
on substantially all of Yankee’s physical
properties, including the nuclear reactor
to which this license application relates.
The applicant requests the Commission’s
consent to the creation of the mortgage
lien upon the facility, pursuant to section
184 of the Atomic Energy Act.

Itis ordered, That:

1. The matters set forth in paragraphs
() and (¢), above, are set down for
hearing on Thursday, April 9, 1959, com-~
mencing at 10:30 in the forenoon, at the
Atomic Energy Commission-Auditorium,
Germantown, Maryland. Samuel W.
Jensch, Esq. will be the presiding offi-
cer to conduct the hearing and to render
a decision pursuant to § 2.751(a) of the
AEC rules of practice (10 CFR 2.751(a)).

2. The issues to be considered at the
hearing will be the following:
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A. Whether, pursuant to § 50.40(b) of
the ARC regulations, the applicant is
financially qualified to design and con-
struct the facility (nuclear reactor), and
whether, pursuant to §50.60(c)(2) of
the AEC regulations, the applicant is
financially qualified to receive an alloca-
tion of special nuclear material.

B. Whether, pursuant to section 184 of
the Atomic Energy Act, Commission con-
sent shall be given to the creation of the
proposed mortgage lien upon the facility
(nuclear reactor), substantially in ac-
cordance with the proposal contained in
applicant’s amendment No. 11.

3. Pending the determination of the
issues set forth in paragraph 2 above,
applicant’s construction permit is con-
tinued notwithstanding the time limita-
tion specified in paragraph D thereof, as
amended by amendment No. 2.

4. Petitions for leave to intervene must
be received in the Office of the Secretary,
Atomic Energy Commission, German-
town, Maryland, or in the AEC’s Public
Document Room, 1717 H Sfreet NW.,
‘Washington, D.C., not later than April
7, 1959, or, in the event of a postponement
of the hearing date specified in para-
graph 1 above, at such time as the presid-
ing officer may provide upon application
of the petitioner. Applicant shall file by
March 26, 1959, an answer to this notice
pursuant to § 2.736 of the AEC rules of
practice (10 CFR 2.736).

Papers required to be filed with the
AEC in this proceeding shall be filed by
mailing to the Secretary, Atomic Energy
Commission, Washington 25, D.C., or
may be filed in person at the Office of
the Secretary, Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, Germantown, Maryland, or at the
AEC Public Document Room, 1717 H
Street NW., Washington, D.C. Pending
further order of the Presiding Officer,
parties shall file twenty copies of each
such paper with the AEC and where
service of papers is required on other
parties shall serve five copies of each.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 4th
day of March 1959.

AtoMic ENERGY COMMISSION,
‘WooDpFORD B. McCoor,
- Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 59-1996; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:46 a.m.]

GIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 9315 et al.]
AMERICAN EXPRESS CO, ET AL.
- Postponement of Hearing

In the matter of the investigation of
applications of American Express Com-
pany for a certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity, and approval of
various relationships.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, that a
hearing in the above-entitled proceed-
ing, now assigned to be held March 9,
1959, is hereby postponed until March
31, 1959, at 10:00 am., es.t.,, in Room
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725, 1825 Connecticut Avenue NW.,
‘Washington, D.C,, beiore Examiner Her-
bert K. Bryan. N )

Dated at Washington, D.C., March -3,
1959,

[seaL] Francrs W. Brown,

Chief Examiner.

[F.R. Doc. 59-2038; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
B 9:03 am.] ’

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket 12176 etc; FCC 59-150]
KTAG ASSOCIATES (KTAG-TV) ET AL.

Memorandum Opinion and Orde
Amending lIssues :

In re applications of Charles W. La-
mar, Jr., J. Warren Berwick, Harold
Knox & R. B. McCall, Jr.,, d/b as KTAG
Assaciates (KRTAG-TV), Lake Charles,

Louisiana, Docket'No. 12176, File No.-

BMPCT-4682; for modification of con-
struction permit. Evangeline Broadcast-
ing Company, Ine., Lafayette, Louisiana,
Docket No. 12177, File No. BPCT-2335;
Acadian Television Corporation, Lafa-
vette, Louisiana, Docket No. 12178, File
No. BPCT-2351; for construction per-
mits for new television broadcast sta-
tions. | Camellia Broadcasting Company,
Inc. (KLFY-TV), Lafayette, Louisiana,
Docket No. 12436, File No. BMPCT-4711;
for modification of construction permit.

1."There are before the Commission an
Order of the Hearing Examiner released
on June 26, 1958 (FCC 58M-587; Mimeo
No. 60611) granting KTAG Associates
(KTAQ) leave to amend its application;
petitions for review of the Hearing Ex-
aminer’s Order, filed severally by Aca-
dian Television Corporation (Acadian)
and Evangeline Broadeasting Company
(Evangeline) on July 9, 1958; a petition
to enlarge issues, filed by The Commis~
sion’s Broadcast Bureau; a response to
the petition to enlarge issues, filed by
KTAG on August 14, 1958, and various
oppositions and replies thereto, filed by
the parties and the Commission’s Broad-
cast Bureau.

2. The Commission, by its action in
Docket No. 11752, allocated Channel 3
to Lake Charles-Lefayette, Louisiana.
‘KTAQG, permittee of KTAG-TV, Chan-
nel 25, Lake Charles, Louisiana, there-
after filed an application to modify its
permit to specify Channel 3 instead of
Channel 25. Acadian and Evangeline
are competing applicants for authoriza~
tion to use Channel 3 for a Lafayette
station. All three parties lack approval
of the Washington Airspace Panel for
the antenna sites specified in their pend-
ing applications.?

3. The application of Camellia Broad-
casting Company, Inc. (Camellia), per=-

mittee for Channel 10 in Lafayette, Lou--

isiana, for modification of construction
permit to change transmitter site and to

1The aeronautical hazard problem, as it
relates to KTAG, would be resolved by the
amendment (par. 3, infra), grant of which
by the Hearing Examiner is the subject of
our review at this time,
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increase antenna height, was consoli-
dated for hearing in the above proceed-
ing on May 14, 1958.

4,-On May 13, 1958, KTAG petitioned
the Commission for leave to amend its
application by changing transmitter site
and reducing its antenna height to 1,049

_feet MSL. The site thus proposed met

all separations requirements and was
approved by the Washington Airspace
Panel for the height specified (i.e. 1,049
feet). These proposed facilities provide
a field intensity of only 69 dbu over Lake
Charles wheh computations are made
ih accordance with the Commission’s
curves, whereas a field intensity of 74
dbu is required by 47 CFR 3.685(a).
KTAG asserts, however, that an engi-
neering study® which it caused to be
made demonstrates that an actual -sig-
nal strength of 74 dbu can be expected
over Lake Charles from the proposed site,
power, and antenna height proposed by
its tendered amendment; and that em-
ployment of such ad hoc measurements’
is permitted by 47 CFR 3.685(c).

5. Good cause for amendment after
the commencement of hearing was pred-
icated upon the difficulties encountered

by KTAG in finding an aeronautically ac- -

ceptable site and was supported by
KTAG’s argument that its record “shows
the greatest diligence in endeavoring to
resolve the very-difficult airspace -prob-
lem with which it has been confronted”;
that such delays as have occurred in the
present hearing have been, in substantial
part, to permit a resolution of the aero-
nautical problem; and that acceptance\
of its amendment could be accomplished
without undue prejudice to the Commis-
sion or any party involved.

6. On June 26, 1958, following oral
argument, the Hearing Examiner issued
his Order granting KTAG’s petition to
amend. It is this order which has been
attacked by Evangeline and Acadian in
their petitions for review. Since peti-
tioners challenge the Examiner’s order
upon simila¥ grounds, their arguments
will be consolidated for discussion under
the appropriate captions, infra.

1. The facilities proposed by KTAG in
its amendment.do not meet principal city
requirements specified by the Commis-
sion’s rules. Petitioners argue that the

2 Citations to the Commission’s rules will
be excerpted as appropriate in Appendix A
hereto. )

8 The engineering study upon which KTAG
relies consists of & review of measurement
data on file with the Commission with re-
spect to six VHF stations located in televi-
sion Zone III. These stations reviewed are
WBRZ-TV (Channel 2), Baton Rouge, Loui-
siana; WIVJ (Channel 4), Miami, Florida;
WJINO (Channel 5), Palm Beach, Florida;
WCKT (Channel.7), Miami, Floridas WTVT
(Channel 13), Tampa, Florida; and WINK
(Channel 11), Fort Meyers, Florida. In addi-
tion, KTAG made measurements over the
path between its proposed site and the exist-
ing operations of KPLC,(Channel 7), Lake
Charles, and ELFY-TV (Channel 10), Lafa-
yette, Louisiana. RKTAG asserts that, since
the terrain between its proposed site and
Lake Charles is level and free of obstruction,
reciprocity applies and that the measure-
ments based on KLFY-TV and KPLC-TV are
representative of those which would be ob-
tained if the antennas of KPLC-TV and
ELFY-TV had been located at the proposed
KTAG-TV transmitter site., .

~ - ‘\
\

proposed KTAG amendment violates the
Commission’s rules in that 47 CFR 3.685
(a) requires a minimum signal intensity
of 74 dbu over Lake Charles; that 47 CFR
3.683 provides that predicted field inten-~
sity contours will be used and expressly
includes, in paragraph (b) thereof, de-
terminations of compliance with 47 CFR
3.685(a) ; that 47 CFR 3.684(a) compels
use of the Commission’s field intensity
charts in predicting coverage; and that
47 CFR_3.686 limits the submission of
measurements to (1) rule making pro-
ceedings and (2) requests by the Com-
mission. If KTAG is permifted to use
ad hoc measurements instead of com-
putations based upon the Commission’s
curves, petitioners assert that there will
be no basis for restricting the future use
of such measurements and that the re-
sulting derogation of the Commission’s
rules will be of such magnitude as to ren~
der consideration of KTAG’s petition
beyond the Hearing Examiner’s juris-
diction. Petitioners also argue that
KTAG’s petition proposes to adopt a new
allocation system and should, therefore,
be the subject of a rule making proceed-
ing. ~

8. "Additionally, petitioners attack
KTAG's reliance upon 47 CFR 3.685(c)
because of the alleged failure to relate it
to 47 CFR 3.685(b), which section re-
fers to the importance of choosing an-
tenna locations free from obstructions
which: cause shadowing problems. Peti-
tioners argue that the reference to ques-
tionable antenna sites in 47 CFR 3.685(c)
refers to locations which might be-ques-
tionable because of obstructions and-
means that the Commission may require
site tests to resolve such questions.” It
is further urged that this requirement is
in addition to and not in lieu Of the
principal city requirément. Finally, peti-
tioners state that there is no question of
obstruction with respect to the proposed
KTAG site, no such question having been
raised by any party, and KTAG having
insisted that the terrain involved is flat
and free of obstruction.*

-9. KTAG opposes petitioners’ thesis,
supra, on the grounds that it is re-
futed by the terms of 47 CFR 3.683
through 3.686. KTAG bases this con-

“clusion on’its construction of these sec-

“tions of the rules to the effect that the.
use of field intensity charts relates to de-
termination of Grade A and B contours
rather than principal cityisignal; that

.47 CFR 3.685(c) permits measurements

to demonstrate coverage of the prinecipal
communities to be served; and that 47
CFR 3.686 relates to rule making pro-
ceedings only and can have no applica~
tion within the context of the present
proceeding. KTAG also opposes the al-
legations that grant of its proposed
amendment will disrupt the present sys-_
tem of allocations. Supporting argu-
ments advanced by KTAG are that
allocations are based upon mileage sepa-~
rations; that stations assigned in accord-
ance with separations criferia are

¢ Acadian also argues that the Commis-
sion’s' AM rules and standards permit_op-
tional use of measurements in Heu of the
Commission’s soil maps and that the Com-
mission, had it so desired, could have in-
cluded such optlons in its television rules.

- -
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neither required to provide nor entitled to
receive further protection; that its pro-
posal meets all separations requirements;
and that its use of measurements to de-
termine principal city coverage can have
no effect upon the allocation plan.

10. Petitioners’ argument that KTAG'S
proposal fails to meet prineipal city re-
quirements is also opposed by Camellia
and the Commission’s Broadcast Bureau
on the ground that the question pre-
sented is one of fact which should be de-
termined by the Commission in the light
of a full hearing record. -

11, Acadian’s reply to KTAG’s oppo-
sttion reiterates its prior arguments as
to the inapplicability of 47 CFR 3.685.
With respect to KTAG’s construction of
47 CFR 3.683 through 3.686, Acadian
states that KTAG has overlooked 47 CFR
3.684(b) which refers specifically to 47
CFR 3.683 and thus makes it clear that
the distance to the contour providing the
required principal city signal is covered
by the requirement that the Commis-
sion’s curves be used.

12, The measurements proffered by
KTAG are not acceptable to prove an
actual field intensity, assuming such
measurements to be permitted by the
rules, Petitioners allege that KTAG's
engineering data are defective and in-
adequate in that only two days oOf
measurements are submitted; that no
measurements are submitted for the
paths from the proposed site to Lake
Charles; that the Commission’s express
requirement for site tests has been vio-
lated; and that KTAG’s assumption of
reciprocity is unwarranted. XTAG
states in opposition that it disagrees that
its measurements are inadequate, but, in
any event, the question of inadequacy
presents a matter for exploration rather
than for rejection of its petition.

13. Failure to request a waiver of the
Commission’s rules relating to the com-
putation of predicted signals strengths.
Petitioners argue that, since the KTAG
proposal allegedly violates 47 CFR 3.683
through 3.686, it must be accompanied
by a request for waiver as required by 47
CFR 1.307(a). 1t is further argued that
KTAG’s failure to request a waiver re-
quires Commiission rejection of . its
amendment. -

14. Failure to show good cause: Peti-
tioners argue that KTAG’sfailure toshow
good cause involves both the question
of timeliness and the substantive ques-
tion of the effect that the amendment
would have upon the present proceeding
and upon the Commission’s processes.
Specific attacks on KTAG’s allegation of
timeliness are that KTAG could have
proffered measurements at the rule mak-
ing proceeding (Docket No. 11752) in
order to persuade the Commission to
abandon its curves as the basis for pre-
dicting principal city 51gnals that KTAG
does not explain why, in view of its long
_ apparent aeronautical problem, it has
delayed producing its measurements;
that KTAG represented to the Air Space
Subcommittee that a 1400 foot tower
would be required to place a principal
city signal over Lake Charles, thus, ap=
parently recognizing the need for using
the Commission’s curves; and it appears
that KTAG did not advise the Air Space
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sﬁbcommittee of the measurements on
existing stations which it later cited in
its amendment, or of the provisions of
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that KTAG states that measurement
data in the Commission’s files indicate
field intensities of 2 to 10 db higher than

47 CPFR 3.685(c), Petitioners argue that - those predicted from the Commission’s

these facts demonstrate that KTAG is
wusing 47 CFR 3.685(c) as & basis for a
“pelated” attempt to “capitalize” on its
airspace problem as a “lever” to produce
a “distorted” application of the Com-
mission’s rules. -

15. Petitioners also argue that accep-
tance of KTAG’s petition will cause ad~
ditional expense, delay, and disadvantage
to KTAG’s adversaries an® will adversly
affect the public interest in early resolu~
tion of the question of Lafayetie’s need
for a second service.

16. KTAG’s opposition to the attacks
on its showing of good cause is essentially
g reiteration of the matters originally
asserted in support of ifs petition for
leave to amend. Additionally, KTAG
asserts that hearing of the present pro-
ceeding has not commenced except for
pre-hearing conferences; that no dates
have been set for exchange of exhibits,
hearing, or other matters; * and that ac-
teptance of its amendment can be ac-
complished without any prejudice to the
Commission or the parties involved.

17, The Commission’s Broadcast Bu-
reau has also opposed petitioners’ attack
on KTAG’s showing of  good cause.
Grounds for the Broadcast Bureau’s op-
position are that KTAG’s effort to solve
itsdirspace problem bespeaks good cause
for accepting its amendment;-that peti-
tioners have not demonstrated how a
grant of the pending petition for leave
to amend would delay the proceeding;
that in view of the large number of
pleadings pending before the - Commis-
sion with respect to the present proceed-
ing, it does not appear that ény subse-
quently filed pleadings fo enlarge the
issues as a result of KTAG’s amendment
would unduly lengthen the proceeding;
and that grant of the Broadcast Bureau’s
currently pending petition to enlarge the
issues would hardly require more time
and evidence than the air hazard issue
which acceptance of KTAG’s proposed
amendment would render moot.

- PETITION TO ENLARGE ISSUES

18. The Broadcast Bureau, subsequent
to the Examiner’s grant of KTAG's
petition to amend, petitioned the Com-
mission to add the following issue: “To
determine whether the proposed opera-
tion of KTAG Associates would place a
principal city signal over the entire
commumty of Lake Charles, Louisiana,
in accordance with § 3. 685 of the Com-~
mission’s rules.”

19. The Broadcast Bureau s argument
in support of its Tequest is that KTAG
has predicated its conclusion that the
facilities proposed by its amendment
can be expected to put 74 dbu over Lake
Charles upon (2) measurements taken
on KPLC-TV (Channel 7) and RKLFY~
TV (Channel 10), and (b) measure-
ments from the Commission’s files on
stations in both lower (Channels 2-6)
and upper (Channels 7-13) VHF bands;

¥ Hearing of this proceeding was éontlnued
indefinitely by the Hearing Examiner’s
Order released November 1, 1957, :

propagation curves; that it appears that
KTAG’s own representations do not
demonstrate a 74 dbu signal over Lake
Charles; and that the proposed issue
should be added so as to have a complefe
record on the guestion of fact raised by
the proposed amendment.

20. KTAG does not oppose the Bu-
reau’s petition to enlarge. KTAG has,
however, responded to the Bureau’s
petition to enlarge by stating the belief
that (a) a 74 dbu signal will be placed
over Lake Charles and that (b) if the
measurements submitted do not defi-
nitively establish the requisite 74 dbu
signal, they do demonstrate a better
signal than that indicated by the Com-
mission’s field intensity chart. If, upon
consideration of these matters, the
Commission concludes that an issue
such as that requested by the Broadcast
Bureau would be appropriate, KTAG
requests thay the issue proposed by the
Broadcast Bureau be amended to include
the following:

* * * and if a principal city signal would
not be placed over the entire community of
Lake Charles, Louisiana, in accordance with
the said Section 3.685 of the Commission’s
rules, whether a walver of the said require-
ments of § 3.685 should be granted in order
to permit KTAG-TV to operate in accordance
with the engineering specifications contained
in its application as amended.,

21. Both Evangeline and Acadian filed
comments to the Bureau’s request for an
enlargement of issues. Neither waived
its position of opposition to the proposed
KTAG amendment discussed, supra.
Petitioners expressed agreement with
the Broadcast Bureau’s doubt as to the
validity of KTAG’s measurements and
with the Bureau’s conclusion that en-
largement of the issues is a necessary
concomitant of amendment. Evange-
line, however, has further stated that
it is unlikely that the Commission would
grant the complete relief requested and
that, in such an event, it may be appro-
priate for the Commission to consider
an issue bearing upon whether or not
a requested waiver of the rules and
standards respecting principal city sig-
nal and calculated contours should be
granted on the basis of the data proffered
by KTAG. In addition, Evangeline sug-
gests that the Commission may wish to
consider an issue reflecting the desir-
ability of revising its television alloca-
.tions system so as not to apply “the most
fundamental general principles of that
system in favor of ad hoc measurement
showings heretofore invariably rejected.”

22. The threshold questions before us
are (a) whether or not KTAG has nade
a sufficient showing of good cause to
warrant grant of leave to amend its
application after designation for hearing
and (b) whether or not our rules permit
“ad hoc measurements to be used in deter-
mining principal city signal under the
circumstances of this case. We are of
the opinion that both queries must be
answered affirmatively and that peti-
tioners’ related argument, to the effect
that KTAG’s failure to request a waiver
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of the Commission’s rules relating to request (par. 20, supra) that this pro-
computation of predicted signal strength posed new issue he expanded to include
is fatal to its petition for leave to amend, determination of whether or not a waiver
is misconceived. of 47 CFR 3.685 should be granted in
23. KTAG’s continuing efforts to solve the event that a signal of 74 dbu over
its aeronautical problems, culmma.tmg Laké Charles is not demonstrated.
with the proposal stated in the amend- Accordingly, it ‘is ordered, This 25th
ment now being considered is a convine- day of February 1959, That the petitions
ing demonstration of its diligence. of Acadian Television Corporation, for
Additionally, the question of aeronautical Review and Reversal of the -Examiner’s
hazard is not a comparative issue and Order of June 26, 1958, aré denied and
ETAG’s proposed amendment will, there~ *the said order is affirmed.
fore, cause no comparative detriment to - It is further ordered, That the petition
any other applicant. The Commission of the Commission’s Broadeast Bureau
is also of the opinion that grant of to enlarge the issues is granted; that the
KTAG's proposed amendment will not issues are further enlarged to include
unduly prolong the proceeding. These the question of waiver of 47 CFR 3.685,

NOTICES

factors, considered in their-entirety, are as embodied in KTAG’s response filed on |

sufficient to support the showing of good August 14, 1958; ang, accordifigly, that
cause which is required of KTAG by 47 the followmg issue is added as Issue No.
CFR 1.311(b). 1 and the present issues are renumbered

24. Our conclusion that KTAG may accordingly: To determine whether the
use ad hoc measurements to demonstrate proposed operation of KTAG Associates
principal city coverage is based upon our would place a principal city signal over
construection of 47 CEFR 3.683 through the entire Commumt'y of Lake Charles,
3.685 in the light of both our own and Louisiana, in accordance with § 3.685 of
the court’s past decisions on related the Commission’s rulesand if a principal
questions. We-are unable to agree with city signal would not ke placed -over the
petitioners that the provision of 47 CFR entire community of Lake Charles, Loui-
3.633(h), to the effect that the field in- Siana, in accordance with the said § 3.685

tensity contoms provided for therein ©of the Commission’s rules, whether a .

shall be considered. in determining com- waiver of the said requirements of
pliance with 47 GER 3.685(a), is to be §3.685 should be granted in order to
construed as restricting determination Dermit KTAG-TV to operate in accord- -
of principal city signals to computations ance with the engineering specifications
based upon our curves, Slmﬂa,rly, we do contained in its application as amended.

not construe the provisions of 47 CFR ™
3.685(b) as restricting the propagation
tests referred to’in 47 CFR 3.685(e) to -
those instances involving unusual terrain

features which might result in shadow- -

ing. To the confrary, it is our opinion
that such a narrow construction would
not be cohsonant with the opinion of
the Court of Appeals in Hall and Green-~
ville Television Co. v. F.C.C,, 237 F, 2d
567; 99 U.S. App. D.C. 86 (13956), 14
RR 2009, wherein the court stated, in
effect, that the Commission’s propaga-
tion curves are admissible to prove con-~
tours even where the area may be
abnormal but that evidence of such ab-
normality would be admissible and might
outweigh the prohative force of the prop-
agation curves. The Commission has
subsequently included jssues which con-
template the admission and considera-
tion of such evidence. Great Lakes Tele-
vision, Inc., 16 RR 201.

- 25, It is true that part1es seeking to
adduce evidence of actual as opposed to
predicted signal strength must make a
preliminary showing of more than
tenuous validity, Midwestern Broadcast-
ing Company, 13 RR 613 and cases cited
therein. Such a showing has been made
in this case to the extent necessary to
support a grant of KTAG's petition for
leave to amend. We agree with the
Broadcast Bureau, however, that a nec-"
essary concomltant of accepting KTAG’s
amendment is the addition of an issue
in the presently scheduled hearing to de~ .
termine whether or nof KTAG’s amended
proposal will, in fact, place a prineipal
city signal over Lake Charles as required
by 47 CFR 3.685.

26. We are of the further opinion that,
in view of the showing already made
(par. 25, supra), we should grant KTAG’

Released: March 4, 1959,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
\ COMMISSION,
[sEaLl MARY JANE MORRIS,
. -Secretary. .
Appendiz A
47 CFR 1.307: Defective applications. (a)

Applications which are determined to be
patently not in accordance with the Com-
mission’s rules * * * unless accompanied
. by an appropriate request for waiver, will
be considered defective and will not be
accepted for filing or if inadvertently ac-
cepted for filing will be dismissed. * * *
47 CFR 1.3117 Amendments of applwatzo‘ns.

(b) Requests to amend an application after / N

it has been designated for hearln‘g will be
considered only upon written petition
properly served upon the parties of record,.-
and will be granted only for good cause
shown, * * *

47 CFR 3.683: Field intensity contours. (a)
In the authorization of television broad-
cast stations, two fleld intensity contours
are considdred. These are sperified as
Grade A and Grade B, * * *

(b) The field intensity contours provided
for herein shall be considered for the fol-
lowing purposes only: * ¥ # (4) In de-
‘termining compliance with § 3.685(a) con-
cerning the minimum field intensity to be
provided over the principal community to
be served.

47 CFR 8.684: Prediction of coverage. (a)
‘All predictions of coverage made pursuant
to this paragraph shall be made without
regard to inteérference and shall be made
only on the basis of estimated field inten-
sities. The peak power of the visual signal
is used in making predictions of coverage.
~ (b) Predictions of coverage shall be
made only for the same purposes as relate
to the use of field intensity contours as

. specified in § 3.683(b).

(c) In predicting the distance to the
fleld intensity. contours the F (50, 50) field
intensity charts 310 and 11 of § 3,699) shall
be used, * % *

{f) Ia fhe cases where the terrain in one
or more directions from the antenna site
departs widely from the average elevation
of the 2 to 10 mile sector, the prediction .
method may indicate contour distances
that are different from what may be ex-
pected in practice. For example, a moun-
tain ridge may indicate the practical limit
of service although the prediction method
may indicate otherwise. In such cases the
prediction method should be followed, but™
a supplemental showing may be made con~
cerning the confour distances as deter-
mined by other means, * * =
47 CFR 3.685: Transmitter location and an-

tenna system. (&) The transmitter loca- °

tion shall be so chosen * * * so that

* * * the following minimum field inten-

sity * * * will be provided over the entire

principal community to be served: Chan-
nels 2-4 74 dbu.

(b) Location of the antenna at a point
of high elevation is necessary to reduce to
a minimum the shadow effect on propaga-
tion due to hills and buildings. * * *

(c) In cases of questionable antenna
I6cations it is desirable to conduct propa-
gation tests to indicate the fleld intensity
expected in the principal community to
be served and in other areas, particularly
where severe shadow problems may be
expected. In considering applications pro-
posing the use of such locations, the Com-
mission may require site tests to be made.
Such tests should be made in accordance
with the measurement procedure hereafter
described, and full data thereon must be
supplied to the Commission. Tests trans-

. mitters should employ an antenna having
2 height as clpse as possible to the pro-
posed antenna height; using a ballon or
other support if necessary and feasible.
Information concerning the authorization
of site tests may be obtained from the
Commission upon request. = * *

47 CFR 3.686: Measurements for rule making
purposes and upon request of the Com-
mission: (a) *-* % Persons making fleld
intensity measurements for formal sub-
mission to the Commission in rule mak-
ing proceedings, or making such measure-
ments upon the request of the Commis-
sion, should comply with the procedure
for making such measurements as out-
lined below * * *

[FR. Doc. 59-2009; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
{ 8:48 am.}

[Docke:b“\NOS. 12432-12435; FCC 59M-274]

WILSON BPOADCASTING CORP.
- ET AL. - -

Order Continuing Hearing Conference

-

In re applications of Wilson Broad-
casting Corporation, New Bedford, Mas-
sachusetts, Docket No. 12432, File No.
BPCT—2232 E. Anthony & Sons,” Inc.,
New Bedford Massachusetts, Docket No.
12433, File No. BPCT-2233; Eastern
States Broadcasting Corp., New Bedford,
Massachusetts, Docket No. 12434, File
No. BPCT-2252; New England Television
Company, Inec.,, New Bedford, Massa-
chusetts, Docket No. 12435, File No.
BPCT-2425; for construction permits for
new telev;sxon broadecast stations (Chan-
nel 6).

Pursuant to agreements reached by
all parties as shown by the transcript
record of the prehearing conference held

.on this day,

It is ordered, This 2d day of March
1959, that the prehearing conference in

-
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this proceeding; tmued :to b 00 p m.
on Frlda,y, March 13, 1959 #

Released: March 3, 1959, Ty
‘ FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
) COMMISSION, )
[SEAL] MarY JANE MORRIS,
, ‘ Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2010; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
y 8:48 am.] - .

) -[Dockct No. 12713; FCC 5OM-277] , -
INTRASTATE BROADCASTERS
Order\ Coni}nuing Hearing

In re application of Harriscope, Inc.,
Abbot London & Saul R. Levine, d/b as
Intrastate Broadcasters, Pomona, Cali-
fornia, Docket No. 12713, File No. BP-
11687; for construction permit.

The Hearing Examiner having under

consideration a motion filed February .

26, 1959, by Ben S. McGlashan, licensee
of Station KGPFJ, respondent herein,.re-
questing that the date of the evidentiary

hearing in the above-entitled proceeding -

be continued from Thursday, March 12,
959, to Friday, March 20, 1959; and
‘It appearing that the reason for the
requested continuance is the fact that
counsel for movant has another commit-

-

F‘ED“ERM; 'REGISTER"

n‘l%nt to:: appear before,, the COmmlssmnj
on March 12,:1959; hat counsel for’ all, .m

other parties: have ‘agreed to'the grantmg
of {the requested motion and for<the im«

\ mediate’ consideration thereof, and good-

cause for grantmg the -motion having
been shown; -

. Itis ordered ‘This the 2d da.y of March
1959, that the motion for continuance

. is granted and the date of the eviden-

tiary hearing-is continued from Thurs-
day, March 12, 1959, to Friday, March
20, 1959, beginning at 10:00 a.m. in the
offices of the Commission, Washmgton
D.C.

Released: March 4, 1959.
) FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

. COMMISSION,
[sEAL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-2011; Filed, Madr, 6, 1959;

¢+ 8:48 a.m.]

. \ {Bahamas List A1]
BAHAMAS BROADCASTING STATION

Notification under the provisions of
Part III, section 2 or the North American
Regional Broadcasting Agreement. Ba-
hamas List No. 1/59.

Call letters . Location v Power kw Antenna | Schedule| Class
/ ; 1640 ke. )
ZNS.. Nassau 5kw. ND Y I—A)

+* 'Proposed inerease of Power to 10 kw,
: s
\

[sEAL] -

-

.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION,
--MARY JANE MORRIS,

' . Secretary,

¥ [F.R.Doc. 59-2012; Filed, Mar. 6,1959; 8:48 a.m’] ; —

FEDERAL- POWER COMMISSION

- {Project No. 2216]

POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE
i OF NEW YORK

Notice of Appllcuhon for Amendmenl
| of License and Fixing Hearing

: MarcH 3, 1959,

Take notice that application has been
filed under the Federal Power ‘Act (16
U.S.C. 791a-825r) by Power Authority
of thHe State of New York, licensee for
Project No. 2216, for amendment of its
license for the project to change the li-
cense description of the relating reser-
voir in the Town of Lewiston, set forth
in Paragraph (2) (B)(4) of the license
to read as follows:

A pump-storage resprvou‘ in the Town of
Lewiston located adjacent to the pumping-
generating plant having & maximym normal
operating level at elévation of 655 feet, a

useable storage capacity of about 45,000 acre~ .

feet with a drawdown ef about 35 feet and
with the top of the encompassmg dike at
elevation 665 feet. ‘The effect of the amend-
ment would be that no lands of the Tusca-
‘rora Indian Reservation would be occupied
by the project reservoir, and the capacity of

~ the reservoir would be reduced from 60,000
acre-feet to 45,000 acre-feet. —

The proposed amendfnent raises ques-
tion as to whether any modification of
the project may be lawfully authorized
under the provisions of the .Federal

Power Act and pursuant to the provisions .

of Public Law 85-159, 85th Congress,
approved August 21, 1957 (71 Stat. 401),
without the use of Indian lands.

This matter is one that should be dis-

posed of as promptly as’ possible under-

the applicable rules and regulations and
to that end:

Take further riotice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by the Fed-
eral Power Act particularly and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a publie hearing shall be held, the
time and place hereafter to be fixed con-
cerning .the matters involved in and the
issues presented by such application.

Protests or'petitions to infdrvene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D.C., ii accordance

‘with the rules of practice and procedure °

of the Commission (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10).
The last day upon which protests or pe-
, titions may be filed is April 13, 1959,

‘The application is'on-file with the"
ssion ' foi publlc 1nspect10n. AT

JOSEPH H GUTRIDE

[SEAL] » oo
. , Secretary
[F.R. Doc. 59-1994;- Filed, Maz. 6,

1952,
8:46 am.] T

-

[Docket Nos, G-10260, G-10531], - .

PACIFIC.NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP"
AND UNION -PACIFIC RAILROAD
Co.

Order Reopen’ing Proceeding ah‘d :
Fixing Date of Hearing

L MaRcH 4, 1959,

In the matters of Pacific Northwest
Pipeline Corporation, Docket No.
G-10260; Union Pacific Rallroad Com-k
pany, Docket No. G-10531." -

On June. 9, 1958, Pacific Northwest
Pipeline Corporation (Pacific) and Union
Pacific Railroad Company-(Union) filed
a joint petition to amend the ordér is+
sued January 2, 1958, in the above-cap-
tioned dockets, which authorized Pacific
to-construct and operate certain facil-.
ities to receive natural gas from Uilion
at the outlet of the latters Rangely
Gaseline Plant in Rio Blanco County;
Coloradoe, and authorized Union to' sell”
such natural gas to Pacific, pursuant to-
a gas sales contract dated April 25,1955,
executed by and between Pamﬁc and
Union.

The aforesaid petition to amend states .
that effective as of March 19, 1958; Pa-
cific and Union executed an agreement
amending basic provisions of the gas
sales contract of April 25, 1955.. This
amended agreement prov1des that “Union
will deliver gas to Pacific at a pressure of
. 850 psi instead of ‘500 ‘psi - as previously
provided for, thus relieving . Pacific -of
the necessity of constructing and operat-
ing the 220 horsepower compressor sta-
tion which was among "the facilities-
authorized by-the order issued J a,nuary 2,
1958,

« 'The original gas sales contract,dated

April 25, 1955, providing for an-initial
rate of 10 cents per Mcf at 15.025 psia
(subject to Btu adjustment), was ac=-
cepted for filing and designated as Union

Pacific Railroad Company FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 3. However, 1o services
were rendered under this rate schedule
and it was subsequently permitted to be
withdrawn by letter dated May 5, 1958;
for the reason that-it was prematurely
filed.  The amendatory agreement effec-
tive March 19, 1958, provides for an
initial rate -of 15 cents per Méf, stating,
in effect, that the original contract-dated
April 25, 1955, contained “price provi=
.sions (10 cents per Mecf initially) which
are no longer equitable as they do not
reflect fairly the prices which Pacific
must negotiate to pay for additional gas
suppliés of like quality in this-area and
at a pressure of 850 psi. ‘ -y

" The joint petition to amend, therefore,

asks that the Commission’s order issued
Ja,nua,ry 2, 1958, be amended so ag. to
give effect to the gag sales contract as
amended by the amendatory agreement
of March 19, 1958,



_,'1712

The "Commission finds: It is necessaty
and: appropmate “in the public ‘interest’

‘to reopen the proceedings. de51gnated QS
Docket Nos. G-10260 ahd G-10531-to
‘permitithe presentation of evidence with
- respect to the joint petition filed on June
9,.1958, by Pacific Northwest Pipeline,
Corporatlon and Union Pacific Railroad

Company, respectlvely, to ‘amend the

‘Commission’s order issued January 2,
1958 in these dockets.

-{The Commission orders: -.

(A) The proceedmgs designated as
Docket Nos. G-10260 and G-10531 be and
the same are hereby reopened for the
reception of evidence with,respect to the

‘joint petition filed on June 9, 1958, by -

Pacific Northwest Pipeline Corporatlon
and Union Pacific Railroad Company,
respectively; to amend the Commission’s
order issued Januars’r 2, 1958, in these
‘dockets.
- (B) Pursuant to the authority con-
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction
conferred upon the Federal Power Com-~
‘mission by sections 7 and 15 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act and the Commission’s rules
~of practice and procedure, a hearing will
“be held on March 31, 1959, at 9:30 a.m,,

es.t,. ina Hearing Room of the Federall

Power -Commission, 441 G Street NW.,
Washington, D.C.,, concerning the
“matters involved in. and the issues pre-~
‘sented. by the aforesaid petition to
amend: Provided, however, That the
Commission may, after a non-contested
hearing, dispose of the proceedings pur-
~suant to the provisions-of § 1:30(c) (1)
or.(2) of the Commission’s rules of prac~
‘tice .and - procedure. Under the proce-
~.dure herein provided for, unless other-
“ wise advised, it will be unnecessary for
. Petitioners to appear or be represented
“at the hearing. 5
“. Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Powei-Commis~
sion, Washington 25, D.C,, in accordance
-with the rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR, 1.8 or 1.10) on or before March
©.26,1959. Failure of any party to appear
~at and participate in the hearing shall be
construed as waiver of and concurrence
- inomission herein of the intermediate
decision procedure in .cases Where a
request therefor is made,

- By'the'Commission.

;[SIEJAL] JosePH H. GUTRIDE,
Setretary.,

[FR “Doc. 59-1995; Filed, Mar, 6, 1959;
© 8:46 am.]

[Docket No, G-17522}

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE
CORP. ET AL. ;

Nohce of Application and Duie of
Hearing

: MarcH 3, 1959.

In the matter of Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corporation, Texas Eastern
Transmission Corporation, Algonquin
Gas Transmission Company, The Manu-
facturers Light and Heat Company;
Docket No. G-17522,

‘Take notice that on January 14, 1958,
‘Transcontmental Gas Pipe Line Corpo-

i

,Algonqum Gas Transxmssxon .,,Compa.ny
‘(Algonquin), and. The Manufacturers
Light and Heat Company (Manufac-
‘turers). filed a  joint application. in
Docket No. G-17522, pursuant to section
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, for a certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity
authorizing ,the exchange and delivery
of natural gas between thé Applicants
for a period ending November 1, 1959, all
as'more fully set forth in the application

which is on file with the Commission»

and open to public inspection.

<Transco states that its 23- and 30-inch
transmission pipeline from its main line
near Princeton, New Jersey, to the
Leidy-Tamarack Storage Pool-in Clinton
and Potter Counties, Pennsylvania, au-
thorized, among other things, on Sep-
tember 4, 1958, in Docket No. G-13590
(Docket No. G-13143, €t al.), is complete
except for some 1% miles, which is-being
delayed by lengthy condemnation suits
~in New Jersey. -The present proposal is

designeéd to bypass this gap, permitting

Transco to utilize the constructed por-

tion of the Leidy line and to inject gas-

into the Leidy Storage Pool, by any or all
of the following methods:

(1) Transco to deliver to Texas East~
ern up to 35,000 Mcf per day (14.73:psia)-
through exxstmg interconnections be-
tween their two systems or by delivery
to common customers; Texas Eastern to

~increase'its deliveries to its existing cus-
tomer, Algondquin, by an equivalent
volume; Algonquin, in turn, to deliver
such volumes fo. Home Gas Company
(Home) at an emergency interconnec-
tion’ of their respective facilities near

Spring Valley, New York, for the account.

of Manufacturers; Manufacturers to re-
duce its deliveries to its customer,
Home, by the same volumes which Home
will receive from Algonquin; and Manu-
facturers then to deliver equivalent vol-
umes into Transco’s Leidy line through
an existing temporary interconnection
near Martin’s Creek, Northampton
County, Pennsylvania.

(2) Transco to deliver up to> 25,000
Mef per day (14.73 psia)’ to. Manufac-
turers at Transco’s existing Downing-
town, Pennsylvania, delivery point;
Manufacturers to refurn an equal volume
into Transco’s Leidy line at the Martin’s
Creek connection.

. (3) Transco to deliver up to 25,000
Mecf per day (14.73 psia) to Texas East-
ern - at. existing interconnections or
through commdn customers;. Texas
Eastern to deliver equal volumes to
Manufacturers at Texas Eastern’s Del-
~mont, Pennsylvania, compressor station;

Manufacturers to deliver equivalent vol~ :

umes into Transco’s Leidy line through
a temporary interconnection near Tam-
arack, Clinton County, Pennsylvania.

The above proposal is pursuant to an
agreement dated January -9, 1959,
entered into by the four Applicants for
the exchange of gas for the period ending
October 31, 1959. -

- This matter is one that should be.

/dlspOSEd of as prompily as possible under
the applicable rules and regu]a.tlons and
to that end:

Take further notice that, pursuant- to

“the authority contained in and subject

" and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the

‘Commlssxon s.rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearmg ‘will be held on April
7, 1959, at 9: 30 am., est, ina Hearing
Room of the Federal Power-Conmunission,
441 G- Street NW., Washington, D.C,,
concerning the ma,tters involved in and
the issues presented by such application;
~Provided, however, That the Commis-
sion may, after a non-contested hearing,
dispose_of the. proceedings pursuatit -to
the provisions of .§ 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of
the Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure. .Under tlie procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Applicants to
appear or be represented at the hearing.
Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Com-
mlssmn ‘Washington 25, D.C., in accord-
ancé with the rules of practlce and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) .on or before
March 23, 1959. Failure of any party
to appear at and pa.rtlclpate in the hear-
inig shall be construed as waiver of and
concurrence in omission herein of the
“intermediate declsmn procedure in cases
where a request/faerefor is made.

[sEAL] JOSEPH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary

[FR Doc 59-1084; Filed, Mar.. 6, 1959;
L 8:45a.m.] = .

- [Docket No. G-17256]

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Notice of«AppIicaiion and Date of
Hearing

MarcH 2, 1959.

Take notice that en December 15,.1958,
El Paso Natural Gas Company, (Appli-

.cant). filed -in Doecket No. G-17256 a

budget~type application pursuant.to sec-
tion 7(¢) of the Natural Gas Act for a
certificate of public convenience and

" necessity authorizing  the construction

and operation of field facilities to enable
it to take into its certificated main pipe-
line system from time to time during the
calendar year 1959 new supplies of nat-
ural gas which will be purchased from
independent producers in the general
area of its existing transmission system
at a total cost of not to exceed $5,600,000
all as more fully set forth in the appli-
cation which is on file with the Com-
mission and open to publie inspection.

The facilities proposed to>be con-
‘structed and operated by Applicant dur-
ing the calendar year 1959 under this
apphcatlon are:. ¢

- (a) Field lateral plpehnes varying in
diameter from 4%:-~inches O.D. to 20-
inches O.D., with appurtenant facilities,
each single project to.cost not more than
$500,000 and the aggregate cost of all
such installations not to exceed  $1,-
500,000; )

(b) Compressor and appurtenant fa-
cilities varying in size from 300 to 1, 600
horsepower, each single’ m.stalla,tlon to
cost not more than $500,000 and the
aggregate cost -of all such facilities not
to exceed $1,500,000;
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ey Purification ‘anid/or -dehydration
and - appurtenant facilities, ‘eéachsifigle
installation to cost not more than $500;-
000 and -the aggregate cost of all such
facilities not to exceed $1,000,000; and

(d) Gasoline plant and appurtenant
facilities consisting primarily of addi-
tions or alterations to Applicant’s exist-
g gasoline plants, each single mmstalla-
tion ' to cost not more than $500,000 and
the aggregate cost of all such facilities
not to exceed $1,000,000.

The purpose of this budget-type pro-
posal 1s to augment Applicant’s ability.

to act with reasonable dispatch i secur-.

ing by contract and connectihg to ifs
pipeline system new supplies of gas. in
various producing area§ generally co-
extensive with its system.

This matter 1s one that should be dis-
posed of as promptly as possible under
the applicable rules and regulations and
to that end:

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contaihed in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Féderal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held on March
30, 1959, at 9:30 am., ¢.-.t., in a Hearing
Room of the Federal Power Commuission,
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C,,
concerning the matters mvolved mn and
the 1ssues presented by such application.
Provided, however, That the Commission
may after a non-contested hearing,
dispose of the proceedings pursuant to
the provisions of § 1.30(¢c) (1) or (2) of
the Commuission’s rules of pracfice and
procedure. Under the procedure herein
provided for, unless otherwise advised,
it will be unnecessary for Applicant to
appear or be represented at the hearing.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Com-
massion, Washington 25, D.C., in accord=
ance with the rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before
March 23, 1959. Failure of any party
to appear at and participate 1n the hear-
g shall be construed as waiver. of and
concurrence in omission ‘heremn of the
mtermediate decision procedure mn cases
where a request therefor is made.

By the Commuission,

[sEaL] JosErH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 59-1085; Filed, Mar. 6, 1950:

8:45 a.m.]

[Docket No. G-17037]

TENNESSEE GAS TRANSMISSION CO.
AND TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS
PIPE LINE CORP,

Notice of 7Applicafion and Date of
Hearing

MarcH 2, 1959\.

Take notice that Tennessee Gas
Transmssion Company (TGT)
Transcontinental Gas. Pipe Line Cor=
poration (Transco), both Delaware cor-
porations with prineipal places of busi-
ness in Houston, Texas, filed 1n Docket
No. G-17037 on November 24, 1958, a

>

and’

e
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Joinf, apphgatmn for a certlﬁcate of
public’ convenience and necessity, pur-
suant to section 7(c) of the Natural Gas
Act, authorlzmg them to construct and
operate facilities, subject to the juris-
diction of the Commuission, all as more
fully represented 1n the application
which 1s on file with the Commassion and
.open for public mspection.

TGT and Transco seek authority to
construct and operate .an emergency
interconnection between TGT's and
Transco’s" natural-gas systems. The
proposed 1nterconnection would be eon-
structed at the point where Transco’s
36-1nch man line crosses TGT’s 30-inch
Delta-Portland line near Heidelberg,
Jasper County, Mississippi. The mter-

connection is to be used only 1n case of"

line failure or occurrence of other emer-
gency on either system.

The total cost of the proposed facili-
ties 1s estimated to be $17,470, the sepa-
rate costs to TGT and ‘Fransco bemng
$12,270 and $5,200, respectively TGT
will construet, own and mantamn the
necessary metering equipment. and each
applicant will construct, own and mam-
tain the tap and valve on its own pipe-
line and the connection between the
valve and the metering equipment. -

TGT and Transco propose to opetrate
the mnterconnection under the terms of
a letten agreement, executed November
18, 1958, which provides that when quan—
tities of gas are delivered to the company
requesting it by the other, imn order to
alleviate an emergency, that the recip-
ient thereof shall re-deliver equivalent
volumes of gas to the other within 60
days following the emergency delivery,
unless a longer period for re-delivery-1s
mutually agreeable. Emergency deliv-
eries may be made under the agreement
only when they will not impair the de-
livering company’s service obligations to
its other customers.

This matter 1s one that should be dis-
posed of as promptly as possible under
the applicable rules and regulations and
to that end:

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held on April
2, 1959, at 9:30 am., es.t., 1n a hearing
room of the Federal Power Commuission,
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C,,
concerning the matters mvolved 1 and
the 1ssues presented by such application.
Provuded, however, That the Commission
may, after a non-contested hearing, dis-
pose of the proceedings pursuant to the
provisions of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of the
Commussion’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure. Under the procedure heremn
provided for, unless otherwise advised,
it will be unnecessary for TGT and
Transco to appear or be represented at
the hearing.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Commis=

~Sion, Washington 25, D. C., 1n accordance

with the rules of practice and procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or hefore March
23, 1959, Failure of any party to appear

at and participate 1n the hearing shall be-

construed as warver of and concurrence
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in om1s§1on\ hereme of the 1ntermed1ate

-décision procedure in caseSs -where a.re-

quest therefor 1s made.-

[sEaLl JosepH H. GUTRIDE,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-1986; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959

8:45 a.m.]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No. 70-37651 »

OHIO POWER CO. AND AMERICAN
+ELECTRIC POWER CO., INC,

Nohce of Proposed Capital Contribu-
tion by Holding Company to Sub-
sidiary and Issue and Sale by Sub-
sidiary of First Mortgage Bonds

MARCH 2; 1959,

Notice 1s hereby given that American
Electric Power Company, Inc. (‘“Ameri-
can”), a registered holding company,
and its subsidiary Ohio Power Company-
(“Oh10™), have filed a joint application~
declaration pursuant to the Public Util=
ity Holding <Company. Act of 1935
(“Aet”), designating sections 6(b) and
12 thereof and Rules 42, 45 and 50 there-:
under as applicable to the propgsed
transactions, which are summarlzed as.-
follows:

(1) American proposes, prior to or
concurrently with the sale of the'bonds
described below, t6 make cash capital
contributions to Ohio aggre(gatmgr

$14,000,000.

(2) Ohio proposes to- 1ssue and -sell;
at competitive bidding pursuant to Rule
50, $25,000,000 primncipdl amount of its
First Mortgage Bonds, .- bercent Series
due 1989. The interest rate (a multiple
of 13 of 1-percent) and the price to:be
paid to Ohio (not less than 100 percent
nor more than 10234 percent of the"
principal amount) will be determuned
by-the bidding.

The new bonds are proposed to be
1ssued under and secured by the Moft-
gage and Deed of Trust, dated as.of
October 1, 1938, between Ohio and Cen-
tral Hanover Bank and Trust Company
(now The Hanover -Bank) and Franhk
Wolfe (James T. Harrigan, successor,
Individual Trustee), as Trustees, as
heretofore supplemented -and amended
and as proposed to be supplemeénted and
amended by a Supplemental Indenture-
to be dated as of the first day of the"
month m which the bonds are issued.

The proceeds of the. capital contribu-
tions and the sale of the bonds will be
applied by Ohio, to the extent necessary;
to prepay without premium ’ﬁi notes
payable to banks mecurred for construc-
tion purposes, of which it is expected
that not exceeding $40,000,000 will be
outstanding at the-time of the-sale of
said bonds, and that any remaining pro-
ceeds will be applied to extensions, ad-
ditions and improvements to 1t.s prop-
erties. T

‘A statement of the estxma,ted fees and
expenses will be supplied by amendment.

It is stated that the propesed sale
of bonds by Oluo will be expressly ati=
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thorized: by The Public Utilities:Commis-"

sion- of “Ohio, in°- which ‘Statée Ohio is

otganmized and doing busmess, and-that
no-other regulatory commission except
this ‘Commission has jurisdiction over
“the proposed transactions.

.. ‘Notice 1s further given . that any-nter-
ested -person may, not later than March
A%, 1959, at 5:30 pam., request the Com-
mission In writing that a hearing be held
on-such: matter, stating the nature of
hus interest, the regsons for such request,

and the issues. of fact or law, if any,

raised by said -application-declaration
~whieh he desires fo controvert; or he may
request that he be notified if the Com-
mission should order a hearing thereon.
JAny-such request should be addressed:
Secretary, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington 25, D.C. At
any tume after said date the application~
declaration, as filed or as amended, may
be granted and permitied to become ef-
-fective as provided in Rule 23 of the
rules-and regulations promulgated under
.the Act;-or the Commuission may except
-such transactions as provided in Rules
20(a) ‘and 100 thereof; or take such other
‘action as it may deem appropriate un-
der the-ewrcumstances.

By the Commission. -

" I[sEALL ORvAL: L., ‘'DuBo1s,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 59—1989 Filed, ‘Mar. 6, 19589;

8:46 am.}-

- . [File No. 1-1318]
BLACK STARR & GORHAM, INC,

'Nohce of Application o Sirike From
- Listing’ and Registration, and of
Opporiumiy for Hearing

- MarcH 3, 1959.

‘In-the matter of Black, Starr & Gor-
-ham, Inc,, Class A Common Stock; File
No. 1-1318.

‘American Stock Exchange: has made
application, pursuant to -section 12(d)
of the: Securities Exchange Act of 1934
and ‘Rule 12d2-1(b) promulgated there-

under, “to strike the specified security.

from listing and registration thereon.
_ The reasons alleged m the application
for striking this security from listing

.-and registration meclude the following:
__The 20,680 shares not acquired by Gor-
‘ham Manufacturing Company and the
197 remaming holders of record are in-
sufficient to warrant a continuation of
dealings in this stock on the Exchange.
Upon receipt of a request, on or be-
.fore:March 18, 1959, from any interested
- person for a hearing m regard to terms
to be 1mposed upon the delisting of this
~security, the Commission will determine
whether to set the matter down for hear-
ing. Such request should state briefly
the nature of the interest of the person
requesting the hearing and the position
‘he proposes to take at the hearing with
respect to imposition of terms. In addi-
tion, any mterested person may submit
‘his-views or-any-additional facts bearmg
on this application by means of a letter
addressed to the Secretary of the Secu-
ritzes and Exchange Commuission, Wash-

will-be determined by order-of the Cor
mission ‘on the basis of the facts stated
in-the-application and other information

contained m the-official file of the Com-_

mission pertaining to the matter.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] Orvar ‘L. DuBoss,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 59-1990; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;

8:46 am.]

\

[File No. 7-1973] .
CARTER PRODUCTS, INC.

Notice of Application -for Unlisted
Trading Privileges, and of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

Marcu 3, 1959.

In the matter of application by the
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange
for unlisted. trading privileges 1n Carter
Products, Incorporated, Common Stock;
File No. 7-1873.

~'The above named stock exchange, pur-
suant to section 12(f) (2) of the Secu-
rities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule
12f-1 promulgated thereunder, has'made -
application for unlisted trading privi-
leges 1n the specified security, which 1s
listed and registered on the New York
Stock Exchange. -

Upon receipt of a request, on or before

March 18, 1959, from any mterested per-
son, the Commission will determine
whether to set the matter down for hear-
g. Such request should state briefly
the nature of the mterest of the-person
making the request and the position he
proposes to take at the hearing. In addi-
‘tion, any-interested person may submit
his views or any additional facts bearing
on this application by means of a letter
addressed to the Secretary of the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission, Wash-
mgton 25, D.C. If no one requests a
hearing on this matter; this application
will be determined by order of the Com-
mission on the basis of the facts stated
i the application and other information
contained in the official file of the Com-
mission pertaining to the matter.

By the Commiission.

[sEAL] OrvaL L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doe, 59-1991; Filed, Mar, 6, 1959;

8:46 am.]

[File No. 7-1972]
WINN-DIXIE STORES, INC.

Notice of Application for Unlisfed
Trading Privileges, and of Oppor-
tunity for Hearing

MarcH 3, 1959.
In the matter of application by the
Philadelphia-Baltimore Stock Exchange
for unlisted trading privileges in Winn-
Dixie Stores, Inc.,, Common Stock; File
No. 7-1972, - . -

hearmg on thls ma,tter,wthls 'apphca on,

promulgated thereunder has made a.p-
plication ‘for unlisted “trading prlvﬂegeS
1 the specified secutrity which is listed
and registered*on the New York Stock
Exchange. | kS
Upon receipt of a réquest, on or before
. March 18, 1959, from any interested per-

" son, the Commission Will determine’

whether to'set the matter down for hear-
mg. Such request should state briefly
the nature of the interest of the person
making the request and the position he
proposes to take a,t the hearing. In ad-
dition, any interested person may submit
his views or any additional facts bearing
on this application by means of a letter
addressed to the Secretary of the Securi-
ties, and Exchange Commussion, Wash=
mgton 25, D.C. If no one requests a
hearmg on this matter, this application
will be determined by order of the Com-~
mission on the basis of the facts stated
in the application and other mnformation”
contaimmed m the official file of the Com-
mission: pertairung to the matter.

By the Commuission.,

IsEAL] OrvaL L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[FR, Doc. 59-1992; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;

8:46 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
C COMMISSION

[Notice 931

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
) PROCEEDINGS

MagrcH 4, 1959,

Synopses of orders entered pursuant
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, and rules and regulations
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part
179), appear-below*

As provided mn the Commission’s spe-
&ial rules of practice any interested per-
son may file a petition seekmmg recon
sideration of the following numbered
proceedings within 20 days from the date
of publication of this notice. Pursuant
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, the filing of such a petition
Will postpone the effective date of the
order: m that proceeding pending its dis-
positionr. The matters relied updn by
petitioners must be specified—in their
petitions-with particularity

No. MC-FC 61799. By order of Feb-
ruary 26, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Garden State
Moving & Storage, Inc., Paramus, New
Jersey, of Certificate n No. MC 45341,
issued February 19, 1942, to Alphonse
Guerra, Paramus, New' Jersey, authoriz-
mg the transportation of: Household
goods, between Ridgefield Park, N.J., and
points within 25 miles theyeof; on the one
hand, and, on the other, points ih New
Jersey and New York. David Brodsky,

Brodsky and Lieberman, Attorneys, 1776

Broadway, New York 19, New York, for
applicants.

No. MC-FC 61806. By order of Febh~
ruary 2§, 1959, the Transfer Board-ap-
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proved the transfer to Clarence F. Stil-
well, doing business as J. C. Stilwell’s
Son, Morton, Pa., of Certificate in No,
MC 44156 Sub 1, issued May 29, 1942, to
Jonathan C. Stilwell and Clarence F,
Stilwell, a partnership, doing business as
J. C. Stilwell & Son, Morton, Pa., author-
izing the transportation of: Potied
plants and flowers, between specified
points in Pennsylvania, on the one hand,
and, on the other, specified points in
Delaware and New Jersey, and 'House-
hold goods, between Morton, Pa., and
points in Pennsylvania within 20 miles
of Morton, on the one hand, and, on the_
other, points in Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, and
the District of Columbia.

No. MC-FC 61829. By order of Feb-
ruary 20, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Donald W. Clause
and Erma Clause, a Partnership, doing

- business as Lakeview Motor Freight
Company, of the operating rights in Cer-
tificate No. MC 114447, issued June 14,
1955, authorizing the transportation,
over irregular routes, of cotton cake meal
and cotton seed meal, from points in
Kern and Fresno Counties, Calif., to
points in Lake County, Oreg., box shooks,
from Lakeview, Oreg., to points in a
described portion of California;livestock,
between points in Lake County, Oreg.,
and Susanville, Calif.,, and Reno, Nev.,
livestock and grain, between points in
Lake County, Oreg., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in sixteen
counties in California, general commod-
ities, between points in Lake County,
Oreg., household goods, between points
in Lake County, Oreg., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in a described
portion of California and a described
portion of Oregon, building blocks, be-
tween Glass Mountain (near Perez),
Calif., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Lake County, Oreg., ma-
chinery, which because of size or weight
requires the use of special equipment,
between points in California, which are
on and north of U.S. Highway 50 on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Lake County, .Oreg., lumber, and build~
ing materials as described in Appendix
V1 to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, be-
tween points in Lake County, Oreg., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in California, and lumber, machinery,
which because of size or weight requires
special equipment, and building ma-
terials as described in Appendix VI o the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier
Certificates,, 61 M.C.C. 209, between
points in Lake County, Oreg., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Nevada
located on and west of U.S. Highway 95.
Earle V. White, 2130 Southwest Fifth
Avenue, Portland 1, Oregon for appli-
cants,

No. MC-FC 61924, By order of Feb-~
ruary 25, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to S & S Trucking,
Inec., Des Moines, Iowa, of a portion of
certificate No. MC 115460, issued Oc-

tober 3, 1957, to Ralph Noe, Maryville, *

Mo., authorizing the transportation of:

Crushed rock, from points in Nodaway

County, Mo., to points in Taylor and
No. 46—3
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Page Counties, JTowg. Stephen Robinson,
1020 Savings & Loan Building, Des
Moines, Iowa, for applicants.

_No. MC-FC 61972, By order of Feb-
ruary 20, 1959, the Transfer Board ap--
proved the transfer to Francis C. Cline,_
doing business as Cline Trucking, High-
more, South Dakota, of the operating
rights in Certificate No. MC 108666, is-
sued July 21, 1948, to Wilbert C. Gold-
smith, doing business as Goldsmith
Truck Service, Highmore, South Dakota,
authorizing the transportation, over ir- -
regular routes, of livestock and emigrant
movables, between Highmore, S. Dak.,
and points within 30 miles thereof, on
the one hand, and, on the other, points—
in Iowa, Nebraska, and Minnesota, and
processed feeds and feed ingredients,
farm machinery, farm implements, and
building materials, from Sioux City,
Yowa, to Highmore, S. Dak., and points
within 30 miles thereof. .

No. MC-FC 61978. By order of Feb=-
ruary 25, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Shamrock Van
Lines, Inc., Dallas, Tex., of the operating
rights in-Certificate No. MC 34490, issued
June 1, 1943, to Andrew L. Diversi, doing
business as A. L. Diversi, Lynn, Mass.,
authorizing the transportation of house-
hold goods, over irregular routes, between
Lynn, Mass., and points within 15 miles
of Lynn, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Maine, New Fampshire,

" Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York,

New Jersey, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and
Delaware. Allen Melton, 316 Rio Grande
National Life Building, Dallas, Tex.,
and/or Edwin J. Coughlin, 409-414
Grossman Building, 14 ‘Central Avenue,
Lynn, Mass., for applicants.

No. MC-FC 61983. By order of Feb-
ruary 26, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to Fishers and
Arnold, Inc., Falmouth, Ky., of Certifi-
cate No. MC 116491 issued August 23,
1957, to C. W. Fisher, Kei-th\Fhisher, ahd
Gerald Arnold, a partnership, doing
business as Fishers and Arnold, Fal-
mouth, Ky., authorizing the transporta=
tion of crushed stone, over irregular
rautes, from points in Pendieton County,
Ky., to Cincinnati, Ohio, and points in
Ohio and Indiana within 15 miles of
Cincinnati, Ohio. Robert H. Kinker,
711 McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky.,
for applicants.

No. MC-FC 61989. By order of Feb-
ruary 25, 1959, the Transfer Board ap-
proved the transfer to LeRoy Hilt,
Lineoln, Nebr., of the operating rights in
Certificate No. MC 116478, issued Sep-
tember 27, 1957, to John L., Ninneman,
Linecoln, Nebraska, authorizing the trans-
portation, over irregular routes, of malt
beverages, from Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee,
Wis., and St. Paul, Minn., to Lincoln,

Nebraska, and of empty containers and -

incidental facilities used in the transpor-
tation of malt beverages, from Lincoln,
Nebr., to Chicago, I, Milwaukee, Wis.,
and St. Paul, Minn., and from Nebraska
City, Nebr., to Milwaukee. J. Max Hard-
ing, IBM Building, 605 South 12th Street,
Lincoln Nebr., forapplicants.

[sEAL] Haronp D. McCovy,
- Secretary.
[FR, Doc. 59-1993; Filed, Mar, 6, 1959;

8:46 a.m.]
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE -

Office of Alien Property
[Vesting Order SA-269]

GOVERNMENT OF HUNGARY

In re: Debt or other obligation owned
by the Government of Hungary; F-34—
548, F-34-503.

Under the authority of Title II of the
International Claims Settlement Act of
1949, as amended (69 Stat. 562), Execu-
tive Order 10644, November 7, 1955 (20
F.R. 8363), Department of Justice Order
Ne, 106-55, November 23, 1955 (20 F.R.
8993), and pursuant to'law, affer inves-
tigation, it is hereby found and deter-
mined:

1. That the property described as fol-
lows: That certain debt or other obliga-
tion of The First National City Bank of
New York, 55 Wall Street, New York,
New York, in the sum of $492,606.25,
arising out of an account in the name of
Rohner, Gehrig & Company, Ine., for
account of Feinlederfabrik Erno Vincze,
maintained at the 26 Broadway branch
of said bank, together with any and
all accruals thereto and any and sall
rights to demand, enforce and collect
the same,

is property within the United States
which was blocked in accordance with
Executive Order 8389, as amended and
remained blocked on August 9, 1955, and
which is, and as of September 15, 1947,
was owned directly or indirectly by
Hungary, as defined in Executive Order
8389, as amended.

2. That the property deseribed herein
is not owned directly by & natural person.

There is hereby vested in the Attorney
General of the United States the prop-
erty described above, to be administered,
sold, or otherwise liquidated, in accord-
ance with the provisions of Tifle II of
the International Claims Settlement Act
of 1949, as amended.

It is hereby required that the property
described above be paid, conveyed, trans-
ferred, assigned and delivered to or for
the account of the Attorney General of
the United States in accordance with di-
rections and insfructions issued by or for
the Assistant Attorney General, Director,
Office of Alien Property, Department of
Justice.

The foregoing requirement and any
supplement thereto shall be deemed in-
structions or directions issued under
Title IT of the International Claims Set-
tlement Act 'of 1949, as amended. At-
fention is directed to section 205 of said
Title II (69 Stat. 562) which provides
that:

Any payment, conveyance, transfer, assign-
ment, or delivery of property made to the
President or his designee pursuant to this
title,-or any rule, regulation, instruction, or
direction issued under this title, shall to the
extent thereof be a full acquittance and dis-
charge for all purposes of the obligation of
the person making the same; and no person
shall be ‘held llable in any.court for or in
respect of- any such payment, conveyance,
transfer, assignment, or delivery made in
good faitH in pursuance of and in reliance on
the provisions of this title, or of any rule,
regulation, instruction, or direction lssued
thereunder.
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E:«zecﬁted at Washington, D.C.,
March 2, 1959.

For the Attorney General.

[sEaAr] DALLAS S. TOWNSEND,
Assistant Attorney General,
Director, Office of Alien Property.

{FR. Doc. 59-1998; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;
8:47 axn.}

on

,

[Vesting Order SA-270]
IR, S. VOICULESCU

In re: Property indirectly owned by Ir.
S. Voiculeseu; . F-57-1028, ¥-49-822,

Under the authority of Title IT of the
International Claims Settlement Act of
1949, as amended (69 Stat. 562) , Execu~
tive Order 10644, November 7, 1955 (20
F.R. 8363), Department of Justice Order
No. 106-55, November 23, 1955 (20 F.R.
8993), and pursuant to law, after investi-
gation, it is hereby found and deter-
mined:

1. That the property described as
follows: That certain debt or other obli-
-gation of The First Nafional City Bank
of New York, 55" Wall Street, New York

15, New York, arising out of a special’

blocked account in the name of Amster-

damsche Bank N.V., The Hague, Nether--

lands, sub-account Ir. S. Voiculescu,
maintained by said-bank, and any.'and™
211 rights to demand, enforce and collect
the same,

is property within ’the United States
which was blocked in accordance with
Executive Order 8389, as amended, and
remained blocked on August 9, 1955, and
which is, and as of September 15, 1947,
was indirectly oewned by Ir, S. Voiculescu,
a national of Rumania, as defined in said
Executive Order 8389, as amended.
2. That the property described.herein
isnot owned directly by a natural person.
There is hereby vested in the Attorney
General of the United States the prop-
erty described above, to be administered,
sold, or otherwise liquidated, in accord-
ance with the provisions of ‘Title IT of the
International Claims Settlement Act of
1949, as amended. ! ’
It is hereby required that the property
described above be paid, conveyed, trans-
ferred, assigned and delivered to or for
the account of the Attorney General of
the United States in accordance with
directions and instructions issued by or

NOTICES

for the Assistant Attorney General, Di~
rector, Office of Alien Property, Depart-
ment of Justice.

The foregoing requirement and any
supplement thereto shall be deemed in-
structions or directions issued wunder
Title IT of the International Claims Set-
tlement Act of 1949, as amended. Atten-
tion is directed to section 205 of said
"Title II (69 stat 562) which prov1des
that:

. Any payment, conveyance, transfer, assign-
ment, or delivery of property made to the
‘President or his designee pursuant to this
+title, or any rule, regulation, instruction, or
direction issued under this title, shall to the
extent thereof be a full acquittance and dis-
charge for all purposes of the obligation of
the person making the same;. and no person
shall be held Hable in any court for or in
respect of any such payment, conveyance,
transfer, assignment, or -delivery made in
good faith in pursuance of and in rellance
on the provisions of this title, or of any rule,
regulation, instruction, or direction issued
thereunder.

Executed at Washmgton D.C.,
March 2, 1959.

For the At!:omey General,

[sEaL]
Assistant. Attorney General,
Dzrector Office of Alien Property. .

[FR. Doc. 59-1999; Filed Mar, 6, 1959;
8:47am.] -

on

MARTHA JOCHUM ET AL.
Notice of Intention To Return Vested
Property

- Pursuant to section 32(f) of the Trad-
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended;

* notice is hereby given of intention to

return, on or after 30 days from the date

of pubhcatmn hereof, the following -

property, subject-to any increase or
decrease resulting from'the administra-
tion thereof prior to return, and affer
adequate provision for taxes and con-
servatory expenses:

Claimant, Claim No., Property, and Location

Martha Jochum, Frankfurt a.M., Germany;
Claim-No. 42361; $12,450.01 in the Treasury
of the United States; $2,500.00 National
Rallroad of Mexico First Consolidated Gold
Bonds, 4 percent of 1951 extended to"1-1-75,
numbered 15299, 15300, and 23328; and an
undivided one-fourth interest in and to 30

DaLras S, TOWNSEND, = -

shares of Rudolf Karstadt, Inc., RM 2% par
value capital stock.

Anne Marie Hauck, Frankfurt a.M., Ger-
many; Claim No. 45604; $2,308.38 in the
Treasury of the United States and an un-
divided-one-seventh interest in and to each
of the securities listed below.

Else Mathilde Maria Zachaus, Munich,
Germany; Claim No. 45604; $4,616.75 in the
Treasury of the United States and an un-
divided two-sevenths interest in‘and to each
of the securities listed below.

Anna Elisabeth Gabriele Busch, Frankfurt

' 2.M., Germany; Claim No. 45604; $4,616.75 in

the’ 'I‘reasury of the United States and an
undivided two-sevenths “interest in and to
_each of the securities listed below. -
Michael Georg Hauck, Frankfurt aM,
Germany; Claim No. 45604; $4,616.76 in the
Treasury of the United States and an un-

. divided two-sevenths interest in and to each

of the securities listed below.

Vesting Order Nos. 7142 and '7266. .

$4,850.00 Republica Tlexicana External
Loan Bonds, due 1-1-45, extended to 1-1-63,
stamped assented, 4 percent reduced, Issué 2,
Serles 38, Schedule 1;

$2,500,00 National Railroad of Mexico First
Consolidated Gold Bonds, 4 percent 1951 ex~
tended to 1—1—75, Nos. 15297/8, 1% of No.
106986;

$20,000.00 National Rallroad of Mexlco First
Consolidated Gold Bonds, 4 percent 1951 ex-
tended to 1-1-75;

$10,000.00 Vera Cruz & Pacific Raillroad
Company Republic of Mexico First Mortgage
“Gold Bonds, 415 percent 1934 extended to
-1-1-5, Nos. 2506/7/8/9 2510/11/12/13/14;
2515;

$3,000.00 Natlonal Railroad of Mexico Prior
Lien Gold Bonds, 415 percent 1934 extended
to 1-1-175;

$200.00 National Railways of Mexico se-
cured Gold Notes, Series E, 6 percent 1933
extended to 1-1-75; B

95 shares Seaboard Air Line Railway Com-
Ppany 3100 par value preferred stock, Cert.

. No. 1701; and

An undivided one-fourth interest in and
to 30 shares of Rudolf Karstadt, Inc., RM -
224 par value capital stock.

" Of the forepoing securities, the Rudolf
Karstadt and Seaboard Line stock is, in.
the custody of the Office of Alien Property,
Washington 25, D.C.; all other securities
listed above are in the custody of the Federal
Reserve Bank, New York for safekeeping.’

Executed at Washmgton D.C., on Feb-
ruary 2%, 1959,

For the Attorney General. 7 -

[SEAL] PauL V. MYRON,
. - . Deputy Director,
- Office of Alien Proper{y.
59-2000; Filed, Mar. 6, 1959;

[FR. Doc.
) 8:47am.]
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