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Rules and Regulations

Title S—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE
COMPETITIVE SERVICE

Department of Labor

Effective upon publication in the FEp-
ERAL REGISTER, paragraph (e)(1) is
added to § 6.113 as set out below,

§ 6.113 Department of labor.

L J * - L] *

(e) Bureau of Labor-Management
Reports. (1) The Chief of the Division
of National Investigations and the 10 top
supervisory-investigator positions in the
Division of National Investigations.

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

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-

ICE COMMISSION,

{seaL] Mary V. WENZEL,
Executive Assistant.

(R.R. Doc. 60-2160; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:47am.]

PART 6—EXCEPTIONS FROM THE
COMPETITIVE SERVICE

Department of Justice

Effective upon publication in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, subparagraphs (2) of
subparagraphs (m) and (n) of §6.308
are redesignated as subparagraphs (3),
new subparagraphs (2) and (4) are
added to paragraph (m) and a new sub-
paragraph (2) is added to paragraph
(n). As revised, paragraphs (m) and
(n) will read as follows:

§ 6.308 Department of Justice.

» * - L »
(m) Bureau of Prisons. (1) The Di-
rector.

(2) The Deputy Director.

(3) Three Assistant Directors.

(4) Technical and Legislative Ad-
viser.

(n) Federal Prison Industries, Inc.
(1) The Commissioner of Industries.

(2) The Deputy Commissioner of In-
dustries.

(3) Associate Commissioner.

(R.S. 17563, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended;
5 U.8.C. 631, 633)

UNiTED STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
Mary V. WENZEL,

Ezxecutive Assistant.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2159; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:47 am.] )

[sEAL]

Title 6—AGRICULTURAL
- CREDIT

Chapter IV—Commodity Stabilization
Service and Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, Department of Agriculture

[Amdt. 1]

PART 477—PRICE SUPPORT
LIMITATION ‘

Subpart—Regulations Relating to the
$50,000 Limitation of Nonrecourse
Price Support for the 1960 Crop of
Price Supported Fleld Crops in Sur-
plus Supply

INCLUSION OF ADDITIONAL CROPS

Basis and purpose. The purpose of
this amendment is to make the above
identified regulations applicable to cot-
tonseed, flaxseed, oats, and soybeans.
These crops have been declared by the
Secretary to be in surplus supply for
purposes of the $50,000 limitation on
nonrecourse price support on 1960 pro-
duction. The limitation on price sup-
port is contained in the Department of
Agriculture and Farm Credit Adminis-
tration Appropriation Act, 1960, P.L.
86-80.

The Regulations Relating to the
$50,000 Limitation on Nonrecourse Price
Support for the 1960 Crop of Price Sup-
ported Field Crops in Surplius Supply are
amended as follows:

1. Section 477.102 is amended to read
as follows:

§ 477.102 Applicability.

The provisions of §§ 477.101 to 477.114 "

apply severnally to the 1960 crops of bar-
ley, corn, flaxseed, grain sorghums, oats,

rice, rye, soybeans, and wheat; upland *

cotton, extra long staple cotton and cot-
tonseed; peanuts; and the following
kinds of tobacco: flue-cured, types 11—
14; fire-cured, types 22-23; fire-cured,
type 21; Burley, type 31; Maryland, type
32, dark air-cured, types 35-36; Vir-
ginia sun-cured, type 37; cigar filler and
cigar binder, types 42-44 and 53-55; cigar
filler, type 46; and cigar binder, types
51~52.

§477.103 [Amendment]

2. Section 477.103 is amended by add-
ing the following new paragraph (o) at
the end thereof:

(o) “Acreage devoted to cottonseed”
shall be the sum of the acreages devoted
to -upland cotton and extra long staple
cottoni for the particular crop year.
(Pub. Law 86-80) .

Done at Washington, D.C,, this 3d day
of March 1960,
'TRUE D. MORSE,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2154; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:46 am.]

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter l—Agricultural
" Service (Standards,
Marketing Practices),
of Agriculture

PART 52—PROCESSED FRUITS AND
"VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PROD-
UCTS THEREOF, AND CERTAIN
OTHER PROCESSED FOOD PROD-
UCTS

Subpart—United States Standards for
Grades of Canned Lima Beans

CoOLOR

Pursuant to the authority contained
in the Agricultural Marketing Act of
1946 (secs. 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087, .as
amended; 7 US.C. 1621-1627), the
United States Standards for Grades of
Canned Lima Beans (§§52.471-52.484)
are hereby amended as follows:

Delete paragraph (a) (1), (2), (3),
and (4) of § 52.479 Color, and substitute
therefor the_following:

§ 52.479 Color.

(a) General. (1) The color for all
types of canned lima beans in this sub-
part is based on the predominating and
characteristic color of the exterior sur-
face of the canned lima bean when com-
pared to the U.S.D.A. permanent plastic
color standards for Canned Thin-Seeded
Lima Beans.

(2) A set of these color standards is
available for public inspection, and in-
formation in regard to procurement of
sets may be obtained from the Processed
Products Standardization and Inspection
Branch, Fruit and Vegetable Division,
Agricultural Marketing Service, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington 25,
D.C.

(1) “Green” with respect to all types
of canned lima beans in this subpart
means that the color of the individual
lima bean possesses as much or more
green color than the “U.S.D.A. Color
Standard for Canned ‘Thin-Seeded
Green Lima Beans”.

Marketing
Inspections,
Department

1 Compliance with the provisions of these
standards shall not excuse fallure to comply
with the provisions of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act or with applicable
State laws and regulations.
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(ii) “White” with respect to all types
of canned lima beans in this subpart
means that the color of the individual
lima bean is lighter than the “U.S.D.A.
Color Standard for Canned Thin-Seeded
White Lima Beans”.

Notice of proposed rule making, pub-
lic procedure thereon, and the postpone-
ment of the effective date of this amend-
ment beyond that herein specified (5
U.S.C. 1001-1011) are impractical, un-
necessary, and contrary to the public
interest in that:

(1) The U.SD.A. color standards
cited in this amendment are permanent
plastic colors which supersede the ap-
plicable printed color illustrations in
Maerz and Paul’s Dictionary of Color;

(2) For industry guidance this amend-
ment should become effective prior to the
.1960 processing season for canned lima
beans;

(3) This action is necessary for
purposes of providing a means of uni-
form application and interpretation of
color classification in the inspection of
the product; and

(4) Compliance with the provisions of
this amendment will not require any
special preparation on the part of the
industry that can not be completed by
the effective date.

(Secs: 202-208, 60 Stat. 1087, as
7 US.C. 1621-1627)

Dated March 4, 1960, to become effec-
tive March 20, 1960.

RoY W.LENNARTSON,
Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2161; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:47 am.]

amended;

Chapter Vill—Commodity Stabiliza-
tion Service (Sugar), Department of
Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—SUGAR REQUIREMENTS AND
QUOTAS

[Sugar Reg. 815]

PART 815—ALLOTMENT OF THE
DIRECT-CONSUMPTION PORTION
OF 1960 MAINLAND SUGAR
QUOTA FOR PUERTO RICO

Basis and purpose. This allotment
order is issued under section 205(a) of
the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended
(herein called the “act”) for the purpose
of allotting the portion of the 1960 sugar
quota for Puerto Rico which may be
filled by direct-consumption sugar
among persons who market such sugar
for consumption in' the continental
United States.

Preliminary statement. Under the
provisions of section 205(a) of the act,
the Secretary is required to allot a quota
or proration thereof whenever he finds
that allotment is necessary (1) to assure
an orderly and adequate flow of sugar
or liquid sugar in the channels of inter-
state or foreign commerce, (2) to pre-
vent the disorderly marketing of sugar
or liquid sugar, (3) to maintain a con-
tinuous and stable supply of sugar or
liquid sugar, or (4) to afford all inter-
ested bersons an equitable opportunity

RULES AND REGULATIONS

to market sugar or liquid sugar within
the quota for the area. Section 205(a)
also provides that such allotment shall
be made after such hearing upon such
notice as the Secretary may by regula-
tion preseribe.

Pursuant to the applicable rules of

practice and procedure (7 CFR 801.1 et,

seq), a preliminary finding was made
that allotment of the direct-consump-
tion portion of the quota is necessary
and a notice was published on October
9, 1959 (24 F.R. 8239) of a public hear-
ing to be held at Santurce, Puerto Rico,
in the Conference Room, Caribbean
Area Office, ASC, Segarra Building, on
November 5, 1959, at 10:00 a.m., for the
purpose of receiving evidence to enable
the Secretary to make a fair, efficient
and equitable distribution of the direct-
consumption portion of the 1960 main-
land sugar quota for Puerto Rico. The
hearing was held at the time and place
specified in the notice.

Based upon the record of the hearing
and pursuant to the applicable rules of
practice and procedure, the Adminis-
trator, Commodity Stabilization Service,
United States Department of Agricul-
ture, on February 4, 1960, filed a rec-
ommended decision and proposed order
with respect to the allotment of the 1960
direct-consumption portion of the main-
land sugar quota for Puerto Rico with
the Hearing Clerk, United States De-
partment of Agriculture, Washington 25,
D.C. Notice of such filing and opportu-
nity to file exceptions thereto (24 ¥.R.
987) was given to all interested persons
in the manner provided in the rules of
practice and procedure.

_In arriving at the findings, conclu-
sions, and regulatory provisions of this
order, all proposed findings and conclu-
sions were carefully and fully considered
in conjunction with the record evidence
pertaining to the allotment of the direct-
consumption portion of the mainland
quota. To the extent that findings and
conclusions proposed by interested per-
sons are inconsistent with the findings
and conclusions contained herein, the
specific or implied requests to make such
findings and reach such conclusions are
denied on the basis of the facts found
and stated in connection with the con-
clusions herein set forth.

At the time of the hearing and the is-
suance of the Recommended Decision
relating to this allotment order, data
pertaining to 1959 calendar year mar-
ketings of allottees contained estimates.
Final data have subsequently become
available, have been made a part of the
official records of the Department and
are herein substituted for estimates of
such data as provided for in the findings
and conclusions.

Effective date. The proceeding to
which this order relates was instituted
for the purpose of allotting the direct-
consumption portion of the mainland
queta to prevent disorderly marketing
and to afford each interested person an
equitable epportunity to market direct-
consumption sugar in the continental
United States. Some of the allotments
made by this order are small and delay
in the issuance of the order might result
in some persons marketing more than

their fair share of the direct-consump-
tion portion of the quota. Therefore, it
is imperative that this order become ef-
fective on the earliest possible date in
order to fully effectuate the purposes of
section 205(a) of the act. Accordingly,
it is hereby found that compliance with
the 30-day effective date requirement of
the Administrative Procedure Act (60
Stat. 237) is impracticable and contrary
to the public interest and, consequently,
this order shall be effective when pub-
lished in the F'EDERAL REGISTER.

Basis for findings and conclusions.
Section 205(a) of the act reads in per-
tinent part as follows:

* * * Allotments shall be made In such
manner and in such amounts as to provide
a fair, efficlent, and equitable distribution
of such quota or proration thereof, by tak-
ing into consideration the processing of sugar
or liquid sugar from sugar beets or sugarcane
to which proportionate shares, determined
pursuant to the provisions of subsection (b)
of section 302, pertained; the past market-
ings or importations of each such person and
the ability of such person to market or im-
port that portion of such quota or prora-
tion thereof allotted to him * * *

The record of the hearing regarding
the subject of this order shows that the
capacity to produce refined sugar in
Puerto Rico far exceeds the maximum
quantity of Puerto Rican direct-con-
sumption sugar that may be marketed
within the prospective 1960 mainland
and local quotas of approximately
255,000 to 270,000 short tons, raw value.
Thus, to prevent disorderly marketing
of sugar and to afford all interested per-
sons an equitable opportunity to market
sugar within the quota as required by
section 205(a) of the act, allotment of
the direct-consumption portion of the
mainland sugar quota for Puerto Rico
has been found to be necessary (R. 9,
10. .

While all three factors specified in the
provisions of section 205(a) of the act
quoted above have been considered, only
the “past marketings” and ability to
market factors have been given percen-
tile weightings in the formula on which
the allotment of the direct-consumption
portion of the 1960 mainland quota for
Puerto Rico is based. Testimony indi-
cates that allottees accounting for over
93 percent of the direct-consumption
sugar brought into the continental
United States do not process sugar from
sugarcane and that giving weight to the
factor “processing from proportionate
shares” would not lead to equitable
allotments (R. 10).

The government witness proposed that
the factor “past marketings” be meas-
ured for each processor and refiner by the
average annual quantity of direct-
consumption sugar which he marketed
in the continental United States within’
the mainland quofas for Puerto Rico
during the five years 1955 through 1959,
inclusive, expressed as a percentage of
the sum of such quantities for all proces-
sors and refiners (R. 11). The witness
stated - that the use of the quantities
marketed in the most recent five-year
period will reflect market conditions
similar to those which would be expected
to occur in the marketing of direct~
consumption sugar in the mainland in



Wednesday, March 9, 1960

1960, and furthermore that a five-year
average of such.marketings tends to
minimize shortrun influences affecting
data for a single yeaYy and adds stability
to the “past marketings” factor (R. 11,
12). .

The government witness proposed that
the factor “ability to market” be meas-
ured by the largest quantity of direct-
consumption sugar marketed in the
mainland by each refiner and processor
in any ene of the past five years, 1955
through 1959, expressed as a percentage
of the sum of such quantities for all
refiners and processors (R. 12). The
witness stated that marketings of direct-
consumption sugar in the recent period,
1955 through 1959, are considered to be
a more effective measure of processor’s
and refiner's relative ability to market
sugar in 1960 than are their marketings
in a more remote period (R. 12, 13).

In determining allotments of the di-
rect-consumption portion of the main-
land quota for 1960 the government
withess proposed that the factors “past
marketings” and “ability to market” be
weighted equally as was done in estab-
. lishing past allotments of the quota
(R. 13). Further testimony indicated
that the need for a reserve for the mar-
keting of raw sugar within the direct-
consumption portion of the mainland
quota, appears to. be practically non-
existent (R. 13, 14). Accordingly, it was
proposed that the entire quantity which
may be brought into the continental
United States within the 1960 mainland
quota for Puerto Rico be allotted by ap-
plying 50 percent weight to each of the
factors “past marketings” and “ability
to market” measure for each allottee as
indicated in the preceding paragraphs.

At the hearing no other proposals
were submitted, however, subsequent to
the hearing and prior to November 20,
1959, Central Roig Refining Company, in
a brief, proposed that the factor of abil-
ity to market be measured by the largest
quantity of direct-consumption sugar
marketed in the mainland by each re-
finer in any one of the 15 years, 1945
through 1959. Data relating to market-
- ings of direct-consumption sugar to the
mainland prior to 1948 are not included
in the record of this hearing.

A copy of the brief filed by the Central
Roig Refining Company was sent to all
interested parties and the period for
submission of briefs was extended to
December 10, 1959. Prior to such date
two briefs were submitted in which
Western Sugar Refining Company con-
curred with the proposal of Central Roig
Refining Company and Porto Rican
American Sugar Refinery, Inc., con-
curred with the government proposal
made at the hearing.

In determining ability to market, the
performance of allottees as reflected in
actual shipments of direct-consumption
sugar to the mainland is considered the
best and most practical measure, The
use of the most recent five-year period
provides a sufficient period of time for
allottees to demonstrate ability to mar-
ket. The largest quantity marketed by
an allottee in any one year during such
a recent period would be more indica-
tive of current relative ability to market

FEDERAL REGISTER

than the highest year’s marketings in
a more remote period. On the basis of
the hearing record it appears there has
been no impairment in recent years in
the capacity of the production facilities
of the allottees that are subject to the
allotment order issued pursuant to this
proceeding. The use of the period
1945-59 as a measure of ability would
Include years immediately after World
War II in which marketing conditions
are less representative of conditions to
be faced in 1960 and marketings in the
early years of this period would be less
indicative of relative ability to market
sugar in 1960 than the most recent five-
year period. Furthermore, the prora-
tion of allotment deficits during four of
the last five years provided additional
marketing opportunities to allottees who
demonstrated ability to utilize additional
allotments. In view of the foregoing,
the method of measuring the factor
“ability to market” proposed by the gov-
ernment has been adopted in preference
to the measure of such factor as proposed
by Central Roig Refining Company.

In accordance with the record of the
hearing (R. 18) provision has been made
in the findings and the order to revise
allotments without further notice or
hearing for purposes of (1) giving effect

. to the substitution of revised estimates

or final data for estimates of the quantity
of direct-consumption sugar imported
into the continental United States by
each allottee in 1959, (2) allocating any
quantity of an allotment released by an
allottee to other allottees or to a reserve
for “All other persons” when written
notification of such release is received
by the Department, and (3) giving effect
to any change in the direct-consumption
portion of the mainland quota. Also,
as proposed in the record (R. 22), the
findings and order contain provisions
relating to restrictions on marketing
similar to those contained in the 1959
Puerto Rican allotment order since such
provisions operated successfully in 1959
and no objection was made in the record
to their inclusion.

The record of the hearing discloses
that South Puerto Rico Sugar Corpora-
tion did not market direct-consumption
sugar in the mainland during the period

2007

1948 through 1959 and that no appear-
ance was made on behalf of such com-
pany to request an allotment and that
no evidence was introduced in the record
to support an allotment for that corpo-
ration. Consequently, the record of the
hearing provides no basis for South
Puerto Rico Sugar Corporation to re-
ceive an allotment of the 1960 quota.

At the hearing testimony was given
to the effect that the name of Porto Ri-
can American Sugar Refinery, Inc., has
been changed officially to Puerto Rican
American Sugar Refinery, Inc. (R. 29).

Findings and conclusions. On the
basis of the record of the hearing I
hereby find and conclude that:

(1) The potential capacity of Puerto
Rican processors and refiners to produce
direct-consumption sugar during the
calendar year 1960 is about 320,000 short
tons and this quantity is far greater than
the total quantity of such sugar which
may be marketed within the 1960 sugar
quotas for Puerto Rico.

(2) The allotment of the direct-con-
sumption portion of the 1960 mainland
sugar quota for Puerto Rico is necessary
to prevent disorderly marketings of such
sugar and to afford each interested per-
son an equitable opportunity to market
such sugar in the continental United
States. .

(3) Assignment of percentile weight to
the ‘“processing from proportionate
shares’ factor in the allotment formula
would not result in fair, efficient and
equitable allotments.

(4) The “past marketings” factor shall
be measured by each allottee’s percent-
age of the average entries of direct-con-
sumption sugar by all allottees in the
continental United States during the
years 1955 through 1959, -

(5) The “ability to market” factor
shall be measured for each allottee by
expressing each allottee’s largest entries
of direct-consumption sugar into the
United States during any one of the past
five years, 1955 through 1959, as a per-
cent of the sum of such entries for all
allottees.

(6) The quantities of sugar and per-
centages referred to in paragraphs (4)
and (5), above, based on final data, are
set forth in the following table:

Average annual Highest annnal
marketings, 1955-59 marketings, 1955-59
Allotteo 8hort tons, | Percent of | 8hort tons, | Percent of
row value total raw value total
W @ | ® @
Central Aguirre Sugar Co., a trust. 6, 208 4.8088 . 6,931 4.9057
Central Roig Refining Co. 20,047 15. 3067 21, 365 15,1220
Central San Francisco. 1,382 1.0552 1, 591 1, 1261
Puerto Rican American Sugar Refinery, InC.ceu e eerecmceaanc- 82, 397 62,0133 88, 891 62. 9166
‘Western Sugar Refining Co. , 845 15, 9160 22, 506 15. 9206
Total... 130,060 | 100.0000 | 141,284 |  100.0000

(1) Allotments totaling the direct-
consumption portion of the 1960 Puerto
Rican mainland quota should be estab-
lished by giving fifty percent weight to
past marketings, measured as provided
in paragraph (4), above, and fifty per-
cent weight to ability to market, meas-
ured as provided in paragraph (5),
above,

(8) This order may be revised without
further notice or hearing for the purpose
of substituting revised estimates or final
data for previous estimates of the Puerto
Rican direct-consumption sugar éntries
by and on behalf of each allottee in 1959
when such revised or final data become
part of the official records of the
Department.
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(9) This order shall be revised with-
out further notice or hearing to revise
allotments to give effect to any change
in the direct-consumption portion of the
1960 quota for Puerto Rico on the same
basis as is provided in these findings for
establishing allotments.

(10) This order shall require each al-
lottee to submit to the Department in
writing in the following form, no later
than October 1, 1960, an estimate of the
maximum quantity of direct-consump-
tion sugar he will be able to market dur-
ing the quota year within any allotment,
and a release for allocation to other al-
lottees as an allotment deficit of quan-
tities of sugar in excess of such maximum
quantity:

I, the undersigned allottee, estimate that
I will be able to market not to exceed ____.
short tons, commercial weight, equivalent to
______ short tons, raw value, of sugar during
the entire calendar year 1960 within any
allotment of the direct-consumption portion
of the 1960 mainland quota for Puerto Rico
which may be established for me pursuant
to S.R. 815. )

I release for disposition under the provi-
sions of S.R. 815 the portion of any allotment
in excess of the above stated quantity of
sugar, and any quantity of sugar which
would increase my allotment in excess of
such stated amount as a result of either the
allotment of any increases in the direct-
consumption portion of the Puerto Rican
sugar quota or the allocation of any quan-
tities of sugar released by one or more other
allottees, occurring in either case, from the
date of this release until the end of the
calendar year.

An allottee may revise a previous no-
tice of the maximum quantity he may
market during the quota year and a pre-
vious release of allotment deficit by sub-
mitting to the Department on the
prescribed form a new notice of the
maximum quantity he may market
during the quota year and a new release
of allotment deficit.
and release may be given effect only to
the extent that the allotment of any
other allottee will not be reduced solely
thereby as provided in Finding (11).

(11) This order shall provide for al-
lotment without further notice or hear-
ing of any quantity of sugar that may
be released by an allottee as provided in
Finding (10) when quantities of sugar
become available for allotment.

In revising allotments for the purpose
of giving effect to a quota increase or
decrease, or to give effect to a release by
an allottee, allotment deficits shall be
determined and allocated without regard
to any previous determination and prora-
tion of deficits and such deficits shall
be allocated proportionately among
other allottees to the extent they are
able to utilize additional allotments, on
the basis of allotments computed for
such allottees without including alloca-
tion of any allotment deficits: Provided,
That, the allotment previously in effect
for an allottee which includes a deficit
proration shall not be reduced solely to
give effect’ to a revised notice received
from another allottee subsequent to such
deficit proration and which notice in-
creases the declared maximum quantity
such other allottee is able to market.
Such deficit allocations to any allottee

A revised notice
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shall be limited in accordance with the
written statement of. the maximum
quantity he will market submitted as
provided in Finding (10). In the event
the total of allotment deficits released by
allottees exceeds the total quantity which
can be utilized by other allottees, the ex-
cess quantity shall be allotted to a re-
serve for “All other persons”.

(12) Official notice will be taken of
(a) written notice to the Department by
an allottee of the estimated maximum
marketings of such allottee within an
allotment and of the quantities of sugar
released for reallotment when the noti-
fication becomes a part of the official
records of the Department, (b) esti-
mated and final data for 1959 calendar
year marketings of sugar for direct-
consumption on the mainland that be-
come a part of the official records of the
Department, and (¢) any regulation is-
sued by the Secretary which changes
the direct-consumption portion of the
1960 mainland quota for Puerto Rico.

(13) Each allottee in 1960 shall be re-
stricted from bringing into the conti-
nental United States for consumption
therein any direct-consumption sugar
in excess of the smaller of his allotment
established herein or the sum of the
quantity of sugar produced by the al-
lottee from sugarcane grown in Puerto
Rico and the quantity of sugar acquired
from Puerto Rican processors by the
allottee in 1960 for shipment to the main-
land within the applicable 1960 mainland
quota for Puerto Rico. All other persons
shall be prohibited from bringing direct-
consumption sugar into the continental
United States in 1960 for consumption
therein except such sugar acquired in
1960 from an allottee within his allot-
ment established herein or sugar brought
in within an unallotted reserve which
may be established for “All other per-
sons”. All persons collectively shall be
prohibited from bringing into the con-
tinental United States any direct-con-
sumption sugar other than crystalline
sugar in excess of the quantity by which
the direct-consumption portion of the
mainland quota exceeds 126,033 short
tons, raw value.

(14) To facilitate full and effective use
of allotments, provision shall be made
in the order for transfer of allotments
under circumstances of a succession of
interest.

(15) Allotments established in the
foregoing manner and the amounts set
forth in the order provide a fair, efficient,
and equitable distribution of the direct-
consumption portion of the mainland
quota, as required by section 205(a) of
the act.

Order. Pursuant to the authority
vested in the Secretary of Agriculture
by section 205(a) of the act, and in ac-
cordance with the findings and conclu-

sions heretofore made, it is hereby
ordered:
§ 815.1 Allotment of the direct-con-

sumption portion of 1960 mainland
sugar quota for Puerto Rico.

(a) Allotments. The direct-consump-

tion portion of the 1960 sugar quota for
Puerto Rico, amounting to 139,161 short

tons, raw value, is hereby allotted as
follows:

Direct-

consumption

allotment
(short toms,

Allottee: raw value)
Central Aguirre Sugar Co., a trust. 6,759
Central Roig Refining Co__—___.__ 21,173
Central San FranciscO.aoamaaa.o 1,518

Puerto Rican American Sugar Rfy.,

INC e cmim———mem 817, 553
Western Sugar Refining Co____.___ 22,158
All other Persons. o ccwececccacaa 0

b o 7 ¥ I 139, 161
(b) Restrictions on marketing. (1)

During the calendar year 1960 each al-
lottee named in paragraph (a) of this
section is hereby prohibited from bring-
ing into the continental United States
within an allotment established for such
allottee, for consumption therein, any
direct-consumption sugar from Puerto
Rico in excess of the smaller of (i) the
allotment therefor established in para-
graph (a) of this section, or (ii) the sum
of the quantity of sugar produced by the
allottee from sugarcane grown in Puerto
Rico, and the quantity of sugar produced
from Puerto Rican sugarcane which was
sugar acquired by the allottee in 1960 for
further processing and shipment within
the direct-consumption portion of the
1960 mainland quota for Puerto Rico.

(2) During the calendar year 1960 all
persons other than the allottees specified
in paragraph (a) of this section are
hereby prohibited from bringing into the
continental United States, for consump-
tion therein, any direct-consumption
sugar from Puerto Rico except that ac-
quired from an allottee within the
quantity limitations established in sub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph and
that brought in within any unallotted
reserve that may be established for “All
other persons”.

(3) Of the total quantity of direct-
consumption sugar allotted in para-
graph (a) of this section, 126,033 short
tons, raw value, may be filled only by
sugar principally of crystalline structure
and the balance may be filled by sugar
whether or not principally of crystalline
structure.

(¢) Notice of maximum marketing
capabilities and release of quantities in
excess thereof. Each allottee shall
notify the Department no later than
October 1, 1960, of the maximum quan-
tity of sugar he will be able to market
within any allotment of the direct-con-
sumption portion of the mainland quota
during the quota year, and shall release .
any quantity of sugar in excess of the
maximum amount stated on the notice.
Such a notice and release should be sub-
mitted as provided in Finding (10) ac-
compahying this order.

(d) Revision of allotments. The Di-
rector of the Sugar Division, Commodity
Stabilization Service, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, is hereby authorized to
revise the allotments established under
this order without further notice or
hearing to give effect to (1) the substi-
tution of revised estimates or final data
for estimates, (2) the allocation, as pro-
vided in Finding (11) accompanying this
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order, of ‘any quantity of sugar released
by an allottee and (3) any increase or
decrease in the direct-consumption por-
tion of the 1960 mainland quota for
Puerto Rico as provided in Finding (9)
accompanying this order.

(e) Transfer of marketing rights
under allotments. The Director of the
Sugar Division, Commeodity Stabiliza-
tion Service, of the Department, con-
sistent with the provisions of the Act,
may permit a quantity of sugar pro-
duced from sugarcane grown in Puerto
Rico to be brought into the continental
United States for direct-consumption
therein by one allottee, or other person,
within the allotment or portion thereof
established for another allottee upon re-
linquishment by the latter allottee of
‘an equivalent quantity of his allotment
and upon receipt of evidence satisfactory
to the Secretary that a merger, consoli-
dation, transfer of sugar-processing
facilities, or other action of similar effect
upon the allottees or persons involved
has occurred.

(Sec. 403, 61 Stat. 932; 7 U.S.C. 1153, Inter-
prets or applies secs. 205, 209; 61 Stat. 926,
928; 7 U.S.C. 1115, 1119)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 3d day
of March 1960. .
TRUE D. MORSE,
"Acting Secretary.

{P.R. Doc. 60—2155 Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:47 am.]

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter lll—Federal Aviation Agency

SUBCHAPTER E—AIR NAVIGATION
REGULATIONS .

[Alrspace Docket No. 59-LA-58] -
[Amat. 252]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS
[Amdt. 292]

PART 601-—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Modification of Federal Airways and
Associated Control Areas

On December 12, 1959, a notice of pro-
posed rule-making was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (24 F.R. 10080) stat-
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency
proposed to modify VOR Federal air-
ways No. 4, 89, and 207 and the control
areas associated with Victor 207.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendments.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
_ing of the rules herein adopted, and due
consideration has been given to all rele-
vant matter presented.

The substance of the proposed amend-
ments having been published, therefore,
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)

FEDERAL REGISTER

and for the reasons set forth in the no-
tice, §600.6004 (24 F.R. 10504, 10142);
§ 600.6089 (24 F.R. 10514, 9986); § 600.-

6207 (2¢ F.R. 10522) ; and § 601.6207 (24

F.R. 10603); are amended as follows:
§ 600.6004 [Amendment]

1. In the text of § 600.6004 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 4 (Seatlle, Wash., to
Herndon, Va.), delete “including a north
alternate via the intersection of the Lar-
amie omnirange 131° True and the
Denver omnirange 016° True radials;”
and substitute therefor “including a
north alternate from the Laramie VOR
to the Denver VOR via the Gill, Colo,,
VOR;”.

§ 600.6089 [Amendment]

2. In the text of § 600.6089 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 89 (Denver, Colo., to
Rapid City, S. Dak.), delete “including
an east alternate via the INT of the Den-
ver VOR 016°.and the Cheyenne VOR
131° radials;” and substitute therefor
“including an east alternate from the
Denver VOR to the Cheyenne VOR via

“the Gill, Colo., VOR and the INT of the

Gill VOR 003° T and the Cheyenne VOR
131° T radials;”.
3. Section 600.6207
read:
§ 600.6207 VOR Federal airway No. 207
(Denver, Colo., to Scottsbluff, Nebr.).

From the Denver, Colo., VOR via the
Gill, Colo., VOR to the Scottsbluff, Nebr.,
VOR.

4. Section 601.6207
read:

§ 601.6207 VOR Federal airway No. 207

control . areas (Delner, Colo., to
Scottsbluff, Nebr.)®

All of VOR Federal airway No. 207.

These amendments shall become ef-
fective 0001 e.s.t. May 5, 1960. "
(Secs. 307(a), 318(a), 72 Stat. 749, 762; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960.

is amended to

is amended to

D.D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

{F.R. Doc. 60-2139; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:45 a.m.]

[Alrspace Docket No. 59-WA-213]"
[Amat. 202]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS
[Amdt. 224]

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Modification of Federal Airways and
" Reporting Points

On October 29, 1959, a notice of pro-
posed rule-making was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (24 F.R. 8801) stating
that the Federal Aviation Agency was
proposing to modify the segment of VOR
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Federal airway No. 8 from Pittsburgh,
Pa., to Martinsburg, W. Va.; to modify
the starting point of VOR Federal air-
way No. 268, and to redescribe the asso-
ciated Domestic VOR reporting points,
Scottdale, Pa., and Flint Stone, Md., m-
tersections.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendments.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the rules herein adopted, and
due consideration has been given to all
relevant matter presented.

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)
and for the reasons set forth in the no-
tice, the proposed amendments are
hereby adopted without change and set
forth below: :

1. In the text of § 600.6008 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 8 (Long Beach, Calif., to
Washington, D.C.), delete “Pittsburgh,
Pa., omnirange station;” and substitute
therefor “Pittsburgh, Pa., VOR; Indian
Head, Pa., VOR;".

2. In the text of § 600.6268 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 268 (Flint Stone, Md., to
Baltimore, Md.), delete “From the point

- of INT of the Front Royal, Va., VOR 335°

and the Martinsburg, W. Va., VOR 298°
radials” and substitute therefor, “From
the point of INT of the Grantsville, Md.,
VOR 082° T and the Martinsburg,
W. Va., VOR 297° T radials”.

3. In § 601.7001 Domestic VOR report-
ing points:

(a) Scottdale Intersection is amended
to read: Scottdale Intersection: The
INT of the Pittsburgh, Pa., VOR 120° T
and the Uniontown, Pa., VOR 018° T
radials.

(b) Flint Stone Intersection is amend-
ed to read: Flint Stone Intersection:
The INT of the Grantsville, Md., VOR
082° T and the Martinsburg, W. Va.,
VOR 297° T radials.

These amendments shall become ef-
fective 0001 e.s.t. May 5, 1960.

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S8.C. 1348, 13564)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960.
D. D. THoMAS, -
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

60-2140; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
) 8:45 am.]

[F.R. Doc.

[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-284]
[Amdt. 238]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS

{Amdt. 282]

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Extension of Federal Airway and
Associated Control Areas
On December ‘12, 1959, a notice of

proposed rule making was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (24 FR. 10080
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stating that the Federal Aviation Agency
proposed to extend VOR Federal airway
No. 50 westerly from St. Joseph, Mo., to
Pawnee City, Nebr.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendments.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the rules herein adopted, and
due consideration has been given to all
relevant matter presented.

The substance of the proposed amend-
ments having been published, therefore,
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)
and for reasons set forth in the notice,
§ 600.6050 (24 F.R. 10511) and § 601.6050
(24 F.R. 10599) are amended as follows:

1. Section 600.6050 VOR Federal air-
way No. 50 (St. Joseph, Mo., to Dayton,
Ohio) :

(a) In the caption delete “(St. Joseph,
Mo., to Dayton, Ohio).” and substitute
therefor “(Pawnee City, Nebr., to Dayton,
Ohio).”

(b) In the text delete “From the St.
Joseph, Mo., VOR via the Kirksville,
Mo., VOR;” and gsubstitute therefor
“From the Pawnee City, Nebr., VOR via
the St. Joseph, Mo., VOR; Kirksville, Mo.,
VOR;".

2. In the caption of § 601.6050 VOR
Federal airway No. 50 control areas (St.
Joseph, Mo., to Dayton, Ohio), delete
“(St. Joseph, Mo., to Dayton, Ohio).” and
substitute therefor “(Pawnee City, Nebr.,
to Dayton, Ohio).”

These amendments shall become effec-
tive 0001 e.s.t., May 5, 1960.

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 135¢)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960. ’
D. D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

60-2141; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:45 a.m.}

[F.R. Doc.

[Airspace Docket No. 59-WA-393]
[Amdt. 234]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS
{Amdt. 277]

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Revocation of a Segment of Federal
Airway and ‘Associated Control
Areas, Extension of Federal Airway
and Associated Control Areas, and

Modification of Control Area Ex- -

tension

On December 10, 1959, a notice of pro-
posed rule-making was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (24 F.R. 9997) stating
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro-
posed the revocation of a segment of
VOR Federal airway No. 107 between
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Osakland, Calif., VOR and Red Bluff,
Calif., VOR; the extension of VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 199 from Ukiah, Calif.,
VOR to the Red Bluff VOR, and the re-
description of the San Francisco, Calif,,
control area extension.

No adverse comments were received
regarding these amendments.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-.
ing of the rules herein adopted, and due
consideration has been given to all rele-
vant matter presented.

The substance of the proposed amend-
ments having been published, therefore,
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)
and for the reasons set forth in the
notice, §§600.6107 (24 FR. 10515),
600.6199 (24 P.R. 10521), and §§ 601.6107
(24 F.R. 10601), 601.6199 (24 F.R. 10603)
and 601.1113 (24 P.R. 10525) are amended
as follows:

§ 600.6107 [Amendment]

1. Section 600.6107 VOR Federal air-
way No. 107 (Los Angeles, Calif., to Red
Bluff, Calif.) : »

(a) In the caption delete “(Los An-
geles, Calif., to Red Bluff, Calif.)” and
substitute therefor (Los Angeles, Calif.,
to Oakland, Calif).”

(b) In the text delete ‘“Oakland,
Calif.,, omnirange station; intersection
of the Oakland omnirange 330° True
and the Ukiah omhirange 147° True ra-
dials; Ukiah, Calif.,, omnirange station;
to the Red Bluff, Calif., omnirange sta-
tion.” and substitute therefor “to the
Oakland, Calif., VORTAC.”

2. Section 600.6199 is amended to
read:

-
§ 600.6199 VOR Federal airway No. 199
(San Francisco, Calif., to Red Bluff,
Calif.).

From the San Francisco, Calif.,, VOR
via the INT of the San Francisco VOR
304° T and the Ukiah VOR 172° T ra-
dials; the Ukiah, Calif., VOR; to the Red
Bluft, Calif.,, VORTAC. The portion of
this airway which lies within the geo-
graphic limits of, and between the des-
ignated altitudes of, the Tomales Point
Restricted Area (R-519) is excluded dur-
ing the time of designation of this re-
stricted area. :

3. Section 601.6107 is amended to
read:

§ 601.6107 VOR Federal airway No. 107
control areas (Los Angeles, Calif., 10
Oakland, Calif.).

All of VOR Federal airway No. 107.

4, Section 601.6199 is amended to
read:

§ 601.6199 VOR Federal airway No. 199
contrel areas (San Francisco, Calif.,
‘to Red Bluff, Calif.).

All of VOR Federal airway No. 199.
5. Section 601.1113 is amended to
read:
§ 601.1113 Control area extension (San
* Francisco, Calif.).

All of the airspace in the San Fran-
cisco area bounded by a line beginning

at latitude 38°15’00’’ N., longitude 122°
37°00"” W.; to latitude 37°43'34’’ N,
longitude 122°13’21’"’ W.; to latitude
37°27°20’’ N., longitude 121°50'30"’ W.;
to latitude 37°00°55’" N., longitude 122°
17'15°’ W.; thence N along the 3 nautical
mile line off-shore to latitude 37°12'20'"
N., longitude 122°28°00’* W.; to latitude
37°14°00’’ N., longitude 122°24’55"" W.;
to latitude 38°08’30’’ N., longitude 122°
54’00’ W.; thence to the point of
beginning,

These amendments shall become ef-
fective 0001 e.s.t. May 5, 1960.

(Secs. 307(a), 813(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960.
D. D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2142; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:45 a.m.)

[Alrspace Docket No. 59-WA-217]
[Amdt. 194}

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS
[Amdt. 214]

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Designation of Federal Airway and
Associated Control Areas

On October 7, 1959, a notice of pro-
posed rule-making was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER (24 F.R. 8119) stating
that the Federal Aviation Agency pro-
posed to designate VOR Federal airway
No. 474, and its associated control areas,
from Bellaire, Ohio, to Lancaster, Pa.

No adverse comments were received
regarding the proposed amendment.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of the rules herein adopted, and
due consideration has been given to all
relevant matter presented.

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)
and for the reasons stated in the notice,
the proposed amendments are hereby
adopted without change and set forth
below:

§ 600.6474 VOR Federal airway No. 474
(Bellaire, Ohio, to Lancaster, Pa.).
From the Bellaire, Ohio, VOR via the
Indian Head, Pa., VOR; St. Thomas, Pa.,
VOR; to the Lancaster, Pa., VOR.
§ 601.6474 VOR Federal airway No. 474

control areas (Bellaire, Ohio, to Lan-
caster, Pa.).

All of VOR Federal airway No. 474.

These amendments shall become effec-
tive 0001 e.s.t. May 5, 1960.

(Secs. 307(a), 813(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)
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Issued in Washington, D.C,, on March
-2, 1960,
D. D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2143; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
’ 8:45 am.]

[Airspace Docket No. 60-WA-11]
[Amdt. 231]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
FEDERAL AIRWAYS
{Amdt. 274)

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
-POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Modification of Federal Airways, Con-
trol Area Extensions and Desig-
nated Reporting Points

The purpose of these amendments to
§§ 600.6003, 600.6051, 600.6295, 601.1036,
601.1427 and 601.7001 of the regulations
of the Administrator is to change the
name of the Biscayne, Fla., VOR to the
Biscayne Bay, Fla., VOR. The change
has already been effected on charts.

Since this action imposes no addi-
tional burden on the public, compliance
with the notice, public procedure, and
effective date requirements of section 4
of the Administrative Procedure Act is
uhnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)
§ 600.6003 (24 F.R. 10503) ; § 600.6051 (24
F.R. 10511, 10876, 25 F.R. 629) ; § 600.6295
(24 F.R. 10525); §601.1036 (24 F.R.
10548) ; § 601.1427 (24 F.R. 10569); and
§ 601.7001 (24 P.R. 10606) are amended
as follows: )

1. In the text of § 600.6003 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 3 (Key West, Fla., to
Presque Isle, Maine), delete “Biscayne”
and substitute therefor ‘“Biscayne Bay”
wherever it appears.

2. In the text of § 600.6051 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 51 (Key West, Fla., to
- Chicago, Ill.), delete “Biscayne” and sub-
stitute therefor “Biscayne Bay”’ wherever
it appears. : o

3. In the text of § 600.6295 VOR Fed-
eral airway No. 295 (Miami, Fla., to
Cross City, Fla.), delete “Biscayne” and
substitute therefor ““Biscayne Bay”’ wher=
ever it appears.

4. In the text of § 601.1036 Conirol
area extension (West Palm Beach, Fla.),
delete “Biscayne” and substitute therefor
“Biscayne Bay” wherever it appears.

5. In the text of §601.1427 Control
area extension (Miami, Fla.), delete
“Biscayne” and substitute therefor
“Biscayne Bay” wherever it appears.

6. In the text of § 601.7001 Domestic
VOR reporting points, delete “Biscayne,
Fla., omnirange station.” and substitute
therefor “Biscayne Bay, Fla., VOR.”

These amendments shall become ef-
fective upon the date of publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

No. 47——2

FEDERAL REGISTER

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960.
D. D. THomMas,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

[F.R. Doc. 60'—2144; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:45 am.] :

[Alrspace Docket No. 59-FW-42)
[Amdt. 237]

PART 600—DESIGNATION OF
" FEDERAL AIRWAYS

[Amdt. 281]

PART 601—DESIGNATION OF THE
CONTINENTAL CONTROL AREA,
CONTROL AREAS, CONTROL
ZONES, REPORTING POINTS, AND
POSITIVE CONTROL ROUTE SEG-
MENTS

Revocation of Segment of Federal Air-
way, Associated Control Area, and
Designated Reporting Point

On December 12, 1959, a notice of
proposed rule-making was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (24 F.R. 10078)
stating that the Federal Aviation Agency
proposed to revoke the segment of Green
Federal airway No. 4 and its associated
control areas between Amarillo, Tex.,
and Wichita, Kans., and also the Gage,
Okla., radio range station as a reporting
point.

No comments were received regarding
the proposed amendments.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity: to participate in the
making of the rules herein adopted, and
due consideration has been given to all
relevant matter presented.

The substance of the proposed amend-
ment having been published, therefore,
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (24 F.R. 4530)

and for the reasons set forth in the no-

tice, §§ 600.14 (24 F.R. 10493), 601.14 (24
F.R. 10543), 601.4014 (24 F.R. 10592) are
amended as follows:

1. Section 600.14 Green Federal air-
way No. 4 (Los Angeles, Calif., to Phil-
adelphia, Pa.) :

(a) In the caption, delete “(Los An-
geles, Calif., to Philadelphia, Pa.).” and
substitute therefor “(Los Angeles,
Calif., to Amarillo, Tex., and Wichita,
Kans., to Philadelphia, Pa.).”

(b) In the text, delete “Amarillo, Tex., -

radio range station; the intersection of
the east course of the Amarillo, Tex., ra-~
dio range and the southwest course of
the Gage, Okla., radio range; Gage,
Okla.,, radio range station; Wichita,
Kans., radio range station; Kansas City,
Mo, radio range station;” and substitute
therefor “to the Amarillo, Tex, RR.
From the Wichita, Kans., RR via Kansas
City. Mo., RR;”.

2. In the caption, § 601.14 Green Fed-
eral airway No. 4 control areas (Los An=-
geles, Calif., to Philadelphia, Pa.),” de-
lete “(Los Angeles, Calif., to Philadel-
phia, Pa.).” and substitute therefor
“(Los Angeles, Calif., to Amarillo, Tez.,
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and Wichita, Kans., to Philadelphia
Pa.).”

3. Section 601.4014 Green Federal air-~
way No. ¢4 (Los Angeles, Calif., to Phil-
adelphia, Pa.) : -

(a) In-the caption, delete “(Los An-
geles, Calif., to Philadelphia, Pa.).” and
substitute therefor “(Los Angeles,
Calif., to Amarillo, Tex., and Wichita
Kans., to Philadelphia.) .”

(b) In the text, delete “Gage, Okla.
radio range station;”.

These amendments shall become ef-
fective 0001 e.s.t. May 5, 1960.

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a), 72 Stat. 749, 752; 49
U.S.C. 1348, 1354)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960. :

()

>

D. D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

60-2145; Filed, Mar, 8, 1960;
8:46 a.m.]

Title 20—EMPLOYEES' BENEFITS

Chapter lll—Bureau of Old-Age and
Survivors Insurance, Social Security
Administration, Department of

Health, Education, and Welfare
[Reg. 1, Further Amended]

PART 401—DISCLOSURE OF OF-
FICIAL RECORDS AND INFORMA-
TION -

Disclosure of [nformation for Purposes
Relating to Aid to Dependent Chil-
dren

1. Section 401.3(g) (1) of Social Se-
curity Administration Regulation No. 1
is amended to read:

§ 401.3 Information which may he dis-
closed and to whom.
* * & * »

(g) (1) To any officer or employee of
an agency of a State Government law-
fully charged with the administration
of a program receiving grants-in-aid
under titles I, V, X, or XIV of the-Social
Security Act, information regarding ben-
efits paid or entitlement to benefits un-
der title IT of the Social Security Act
and, if it has been determined, the date
of birth of a recipient or applicant, and
also whether a period of disability has
been established for such recipient or
applicant, the beginning and ending date
of such period, and the date determined
to be the date of onset of such disability,
where such information is necessary to
enable the agency to determine the
eligibility of or the amount of benefits
or services due such recipient or appli-
cant. Medical information relating to
an individual may be furnished for such
a purpose to such an officer or employee
only upon consent of such individual
and of the source of such information or,
if such source is not available, of a phy=
sician in the employ of the Department,

2. Section 401.3(g) is further amended
by adding at the end thereof a new sub-
paragraph (3) to read as follows:

[F.R. Doc.
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(3) To any officer or employee of an
agency of a State government lawfully
charged with the administration of a
program receiving grants-in-aid under
title IV of the Social Security Act, the
informatién specified in subparagraph
* (1) of this paragraph and in addition, in
accordance with requirements and pro-
cedures issued from time to time by the
Bureau of Public Assistance of the So-
cial Security Administration, informa-
tion concerning the whereabouts of a
deserting parent of a child eligible for
Aid to Dependent Children under a pro-
gram receiving grants-in-aid under title
IV of the Social Security Act.

3. The foregoing amendments shall

become effective upon date of publication
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
{Sec. 205(a), 53 Stat. 1368 as amended, sec.
1102, 49 Stat. 647 as amended, sec. 1106,
64 Stat. 559; 42 U.S.C. 405(a), 1302, 1306;
sec. 5 of Reorg. Plan No. 1 of 1953, 67 Stat.
18. Applies sec. 1106, 64 Stat. 559; 42 U.S.C.
1306)

[SEAL] W. L. MITCHELL,

Commissioner of Social Security.

Approved: March 2, 1960.

BERTHA S. ADKINS,
Acting Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2152; Filed, Mar. 8,
8:46 a.m.]

Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION

Chapter |—Federal Communications
Commission

{Docket No. 13304; FCC 60-195|
PART 3-—RADIO BROADCAST

1960;

SERVICES
Table of Assignments, Television
Broadcast Stations; Marinette-

Green Bay, Wis.

1. The Commission has before it for
consideration its Notice of Proposed Rule
Making, released in this proceeding on
December 11, 1959 (FCC 59-1251), in-
viting comments on the proposal of M
& M Broadcasting Company, licensee of
Station WLUK-TV (formerly Station
WMBV-TV) on Channel 11 at Marinette,
Wisconsin, to shift Channel 11 from
Marinette to Green Bay, Wisconsin.

2. Petitioner, M & M Broadcasting
Company, and American Broadcasting
Company filed comments in support of
the proposal. M & M also requests that
its outstanding license for Station
WLUK-TV be modified to specify opera-
tion on Channel 11 at Green Bay instead
of Marinette at the time the reallocation
proposal is adopted. The Federal Avia-
tion Agency filed a statement in opposi-
tion to the proposed amendment. M &
M filed reply comments.

3. Channel 11 at Marinette could be
reassigned to Green Bay and meet all
allocation spacing requirements of the

1 Atttached to M & M’s comments are cop-
ies of letters previously received by the Com-
mission from the City Council of Marinette
and Senator Alexander Wiley of Wisconsin
which support the shift of Channel 11 from
Marinette to Green Bay.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

rules, Station WLUK-TV, which now
operates on Channel 11 at Marinette,
could also qualify for operation on Chan-
nel 11 at Green Bay without any change
in transmitter site or its presently au-
thorized facilities since from its present
antenna site near Flintville, Wisconsin,
approximately 38 miles southwest of
Marinette and 14 miles northeast of
Green Bay, it now provides a principal
city signal over all of Green Bay, as well
as Marinette. Station WLUK-TV form-
erly operated from a transmitter site
about 14 miles southwest of Marinette.
Since September 16, 1959, it has been
operating from the Flintville site, with
maximum power (316 kw.) and antenna
height above average terrain of 980 feet
(1722’ MSL, 962’ AG).? Station WLUK-
TV’s present site was approved by the
Airspace Panel of the Air Coordinating
Committee, and the antenna height
presently authorized for Station WLUK-
TV is less than that approved by the
Airspace Panel for the station at this
location.?

4. While M & M seeks no change in
its presently authorized technical facil-
ities in connection with the subject rule
making proceeding except a paper
change in its outstanding authorization
designating Green Bay instead of Mari-
nette as the location of the station, it has
on file a pending application to increase
its tower and antenna height above
average terrain at its present trans-
mitter site by 330 feet (BMPCT-5325),
and to make other changes in its techni-
cal facilities. This proposal to increase
tower height was objected to by the
Federal Aviation Agency and the De-
partments of the Navy and Army and
was disapproved by the Airspace Panel
of the Air Coordinating Committee in
Washington, D.C.,, on April 28, 1959
(Case 11702, 594th meeting). There-
after, the Commission decided a hearing
was necessary to enable it to determine
whether a grant of M & M's application
would serve the public interest, and on
September 10, 1959, M & M’s application
to increase tower height was designated
for hearing in Docket No. 13186 to deter-
mine whether the proposed antenna
structure would constitute a hazard to
air navigation and whether, in light of
the evidence adduced on that issue, a
grant of the application would serve the
public interest. The hearing in Docket
No. 13186 is now scheduled to commence
on March 22, 1960. M & M, the Federal
Aviation Agency, and the Departments
of the Navy and Army are parties to the
proceeding.

5. In its comments filed in the subject
proceeding, FAA states that it has no
objection to the reallocation of Channel
11 from Marinette to Green Bay as such.
It proposes, however, that, if the channel
shift is made, Station WLUK-TV be re-
quired to move its antenna to the Green
Bay “antenna farm” area approximately
7% miles to the southeast of Green Bay

2Pursuant to BPCT-2524 (Docket No.
12598), granted February 25, 1959, as modi-
fied by BMPCT-5306, granted May 8, 1959.

*The antenna height approved was 989’
AG at 1749’ MSL. Letter dated July 16, 1958,
from Airspace Panel of the Alr Coordinating
Committee re action taken at meeting held
July 15, 1958 (559th meeting).

where both Green Bay stations are lo-
cated and that antenna heights in the
“antenna farm” area be limited to that
approved for the other Green Bay sta-
tions—a maximum of 1,916 feet MSL.
In the alternative, FAA urges that Sta-
tion WLUK-~TYV he limited at its present
location to a maximum antenna height
of 989 feet above ground (1,749 feet
MSL). FAA .ndicates in its comments
that airspace approval of Station
WLUK-TV’s present site and antenna
height required a compromise in air
safety in order to enable the station to
provide the required principal city sig-
nal to Marinette but that, if Channel 11
is assigned to Green Bay, there is no
reason why the station should not locate
its transmitter in the ‘“antenna farm”
area where the other Green Bay stations
have their transmitters and where the
penalty to air safety at the Flintville site
would be eliminated. M & M objects to
the consideration or finalization of the
alternate conditions proposed by FAA on
the use of Channel 11 at Green Bay in
the subject rule making proceeding.

6. In light of the scheduled adjudi-
catory proceeding in Docket No. 13186
on the particular effect on air safety
of M & M’s pending application to in-
crease Station WLUK-TV's antenna
height, we believe it unnecessary and un-
desirable to consider in this rule making
proceeding the merits of FAA’s alterna-
tive proposals to condition M & M’s use
of Channel 11 if allocated to Green Bay
because of air safety considerations.
The evidence adduced in that proceeding
will enable us to determine whether air
safety considerations warrant the in-
crease in tower height proposed for Sta-
tion WLUK-TV at its present site, and
the decision we reach from the record
on that question will necessarily have a
bearing on the need for consideration in
further adjudicatory proceedings of any
requirement that Station WLUK-TV re-
locate its antenna in the recommended
Green Bay “antenna farm” area. Under
these circumstances, and considering
that the proposed shift of Channel 11
from Marinette to Green Bay raises no
new question of aviation safety if Sta-
tion WLUK-TV remains at its present
site and its authorized antenna height is
not changed, we believe we should con-
fine our consideration to this proposal
in the subject rule making proceeding.

7. The Green Bay-Marinette area is
presently dependent for television service
upon three VHF stations. Two of these
stations, Station WBAY-TV on Channel
2 and Station WFRV on Channel 5, op-
erate on VHF channels assigned to Green
Bay, the largest city in this area. Green
Bay had a 1950 population of 52,735 and
a metropolitan area population of 98,314.
The third station is petitioner’s Station
WLUK-TV which operates on Channel
11, assigned to Marinette. Marinette is
a small community—its 1950 population
was but 14,178—located about 45 miles
to the north of Green Bay. All three
stations provide Green Bay with city
grade coverage, but only Station WLUK-
TV provides Marinette with city grade
coverage., Marinette does, however, lie
well within the Grade B contours of both
Green Bay stations. There are no other
VHF assignments available in this area,
and with all of the available UHF chan-
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nels assigned in the area still unused and
no applications pending therefor, it ap-

. pears that this area must continue to
rely solely upon its three existing stations
for television service for some time to
come. .

8. While Station WLUK-TV has served
as the local outlet for Marinette since
1954, petitioner stresses that, In order
to survive, its station has had to oper-
ate as a regional station serving and
looking to its entire coverage area for
support, and particularly to the greater
populations of the Fox River Valley,
which include Green Bay. In doing so,
Station WLUK-~TV has had to compete

-with the two Green Bay stations, which
serve approximately 95 percent of the
populations within its present Grade B
service area. M & M claims that Station
WLUK-TV, as a Marinette station, has
always been seriously handicapped in
competing for audience, programming
and advertising revenues (local, regional
and national) with its Green Bay com-
petitors because of their identification
and operation on channels assigned to
_the major and most important city in
the common market area of all three sta-
tions. It states that although Station
WLUK-TV has strived to overcome this
_handicap over the years by improved fa-
cilities, programming and coverage, and
Is continuing to do so, all its efforts only
palliate and cannot solve its problem of
achieving a reasonably supportable com-
petitive status as against its Green Bay
competitors as long as it remains a
Marinette station.
9. In a statement attached to peti-
-tioner's comments, Station WLUK-TV’s
general manager, who has held that po-
sition with the station since 1954, at-
tests that great numbers of the station’s
sales efforts have been unsuccessful solely
because the station was allocated and
identified with the small city of Mari-
nette and that national, regional, and
most local advertisers in many, if not
most, cases give strong preference to the
Green Bay stations solely because they
are allocated at and identified with the
major ¢ity in the market. Both M & M
and its station manager concede that
Station WLUK-TV does not suffer this
competitive disadvantage with respect to
Marinette-only advertisers but point out
that, despite the station’s best efforts, in
a recent and typical month, revenues
from local sales to Marinette-only ac-
counts totaled only 6 percent of the
station’s total revenues from all na-
tional, regional] and local sales. M & M
also asserts that it lost its affiliation
with the NBC network in 1959 to one of
its Green Bay competitors (Station
WFRV-TV) due to WLUK-TV’s not be-
ing allocated to and primarily identified
with Green Bay; that it must bear sub-
stantial operating burdens in both cities
that are not borne by its Green Bay
competitors, and that making Station
WLUK-TV a Green Bay station by re-
allocation of Channel 11 is indispensable
to its achievement of a reasonably effec-
tive competitive status in the Green Bay-
Marinette market that will support its
continued full operations in the public
interest.

10. M & M states that Station WLUK-

TV has been a losing proposition finan-
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cially since it first went on the air; that
its overall operating losses from 1954
have now risen to a total of more than
$200,000, and that, even though it is now
operating from its new Flintville site
with improved facilities and greater cov-
erage, its losses are on the increase.
During the period of September through
December, 1959, it points out that its
operating loss totalled over $20,000,
which was larger than for similar pe-
riods. Unless its station is able to
improve its position in the Green Bay-
Marinette market by the proposed chan-
nel shift, M & M urges that it will
continue to languish in its handicapped
position as the “poor third” outlet in
this market, largely irrespective of man-
“agement, programming and sales efforts,
and that the continuation of full, or any,
WLUK-TV operations will be jeopard-
ized. :

11, The Marinette City Council is also
of the view that Station WLUK-TV is
now seriously handicapped, as a Mari-
nette station, in competing for program-
ming or a common listing with its Green
Bay competitors and that the realloca-
tion of Channel 11 to Green Bay is neces-
sary to permit Station WLUK-TV and
the network with which it is affiliated
to compete effectively in the Green Bay-
Marinette market.

12. ABC states that Station WLURK-TV
is now its outlet for the entire Green
Bay-Marinette area, and, to fulfill this
function properly, the station must be
competitive with the Green Bay stations.
It urges that despite the fact that Sta-
tion WLUK-TV has achieved substantial
competitive equality with the Green Bay
stations in terms of coverage and qual-
ity -of signal in the major population
center of the market with the establish-
ment of its new transmitting facilities,
the station continues to be at a competi-
tive disadvantage because of its contin-
ued assignment to and identification
with Marinette instead of Green Bay,
the principal city in its service area; and
that this disadvantage attaches to ABC
as well, and handicaps it in competing
with the other national networks, who
are affiliated with the Green Bay sta-
tions. ABC asserts that the experience
of the networks and national spot repre-
sentatives demonstrates that in this and
similar situations, irrespective of the
technical coverage provided, the identi-
fication of a station with a minor com-
munity of a national television market
adversely affects the sale of time to
network and national spot advertisers,
and that in the case of Station WLUK-
TV, it also handicaps it in seeking local
advertising revenues in Green Bay. -

13. We are convinced from our con-
sideration of this reallocation proposal
and the showing made by its advocates
that the public interest would be served
by its adoption. With no foreseeable
prospect of additional television services
in the Green Bay-Marinette area, it is
exceedingly important in the public in-
terest that the existing services be as
effective and as -comparable competi-
tively as possible. It is our opinion that
this objective can be most fully realized
if the three existing outlets in this area
are all primarily identified with Green
Bay, the largest and principal city in the
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service areas of all three stations. The
reallocation of Channel 11 at Marinette
to Green Bay will make this possible.
While such action requires the deletion
of the only VHF assignment and local
outlet in the small community of Mari-
nette, we believe it warranted in order
to insure the preservation of Channel 11
service to Marinette and throughout the
Green Bay area and to promote more
effective competition. among the stations
and networks serving the area.

14. Authority for the adoption of the
amendment proposed herein is contained
in sections 4«i), 301, 303 (¢), (), (),

~and (r), and 307(b) of the Communica-

tions Act of 1934, as amended.

15. In view of the foregoing: It is or-
dered, That, effective April 8, 1960, the
Table of Assignments, contained in
§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations is amended, insofar as the
communities named are concerned, to
read as follows:

City: Channel No.
Marinette, WiScaaanoo 32—, *38+.
QGreen Bay, WiSaao-uo. 24,54, 114, 704,

16. We also conclude that the public
interest would be served by insuring con-
tinuance of Channel 11 service to the
Marinette-Green Bay area without in-
terruption. We are, therefore, modify-
ing M & M Broadcasting Company’s
authorization for Station WLUK-TV to
specify operation on Channel 114 at
Green Bay instead of Marinette. The
transmitter site now used by Station
WLUK-TV conforms to all technical re-

. quirements for operation on Channel

114 at Green Bay and making this fre-
quency available to M & M at Green Bay
will require no interruption in its present
service to Marinette and the Green Bay
area.

17. Accordingly: It is further ordered,
That effective April 8, 1960, pursuant to
section 316(a) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, the outstanding
authorization held by M & M Broadcast-
ing Company for Station WLUK-TV is
modified to specify operation on Channel
11 at Green Bay instead of Marinette,
Wisconsin, subject to the following
conditions:

(a) M & M Broadcasting Company
should advise the Commission in writ-
ing by April 8, 1960, whether it accepts
the modification of its authorization for
operation of Station WLUK-TV at Green
Bay; and

(b) M & M BPBroadcasting Company
should submit to the ‘Commission by
April 8, 1960, all necessary information
for the preparation of a modified au-
thorization specifying Green Bay, Wis-
consin, as Station WLUK-TV’s location,

(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U.S.C.
154. Interpret or apply secs. 301, 303, 307,
48 Stat. 1081, 1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 301, 303,
307)

Adopted: March 2, 1960.
Released: March 4, 1960.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.

[P.R. Doc. 60-2178; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:49 a.m.]

{sEAL]
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Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Mines

[30 CFR Part 331
[Bureau of Mines Schedule 25B]

DUST COLLECTORS FOR USE IN CON-
NECTION WITH ROCK DRILLING
IN COAL MINES

Procedures for Testing for
Permissibility

There was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER of September 3, 1959 (24 F.R.
7135), a notice and text of a proposed
revision: of the regulations, governing
the testing, approval, and certification
of dust collectors for use in connection
with rock drilling in coal mines. Inter-
ested persons were allowed 30 days after
publication to submit comments, sug-
gestions, or objections. After considera-
tion of the views and data received from
the interested public, desirable changes
are so extensive as to justify publication
of a second notice of proposed rule mak-
ing to permit further public considera-
tion thereof.

Pursuant to section 4(a) of the Ad-
ministrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238;
5 U.S.C. 1003(a)), notice is hereby given
that under authority contained in sec.
5, 36 Stat. 370, as amended, 30 U.S.C.
7, and sec. 1, 66 Stat. 709, 30 U.S.C.
482(a) ; it is proposed to revise the regu-
lations in Part 33, Chapter I of Title 30,
Code of Federal Regulations, as set forth
below. ‘

The prinecipal revisions are: Format
changed, a single certificate of approval
covers a dust collector with electrical
components, testing procedure modified
to eliminate conformance of require-
ments of electrical parts operated outby
last open crosscuts, provisions included
for issuing certificates of performance
for dust-collecting systems, fees revised,
and definitions are extended to include
the foregoing changes.

In accordance with the policy of the
Department of the Interior, interested
persons may submit written comments,
suggestions, or objections with respect
to the proposed revision to the Director,
Bureau of Mines, Washington 25, D.C.,
within 30 days after the date of pub-
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER,

MARLING J. ANKENY,
Director.
Approved March 3, 1960.

ELMER F, BENNETT,
Acting Secretary of the Interior.

Part 33, Chapter I of Title 30, Code of
Federal Regulations, would be revised to
read as follows:

Subpart A~=—General Provislons

Sec.

33.1 ° Purpose.

2014

Sec.

33.2 Definitions.

33.3 Consultation.

334 Types of dust collectors for which
certificates of approval may be
granted.

33,6 Fees for investigation.

33.6 Applications.

33.7 Date for conducting tests.

338 Conduct of investigations, tests, and
demonstrations.

33.9 Certification of dust-collecting sys-
tems.

33.10 Certificates of approval or perform-
ance,

33.11 Approval plates.

33.12 Changes after certification.

33.13 Withdrawal of certification.

Subpart B—Dust-Collector Requi t

83.20 Design and construction.

33.21 Modification of test equipment.
33.22 Mode of use.

33.23

Mechanical positioning of parts.

Subpart C—Test Requirements

Test site.

Test space.

Determination of dust concentration.

Allowable limits of dust concentration.

Drilling test.

Methods of drilling;
unit.

Methods of drilling; combination unit
or dust-collecting system.

33.37 Test procedure.

33.38 Electrical parts,

AvurnoriTyY: §§33.1 to 33.38 issued under
sec. 5, 36 Stat. 370, as amended; 30 US.C. 7,
482(a). Interpret or apply secs. 2, 3, 36 Stat.
370, as amended, secs. 201, 209, 66 Stat. 692,
703; 30 U.S.C. 3, 5, 471, 479,

33.30
33.31
33.32
33.33
33.34

33.35 dust-collector

33.36

Subpart A—General Provisions
§ 33.1 Purpose.

The regulations in this part set forth
the requirements for dust collectors used
in connection with rock drilling in coal
mines to procure their certification as
permissible for use in coal! mines; pro-
cedures for applying for such certifica-
tion; and fees.

§ 33.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

(a) “Permissible,” as applied to a dust
collector, means that it conforms to the
requirements of this part, and that a
certificate of approval to that effect has
been issued.

(b) “Bureau” means the United States
Bureau of Mines.

(c) “Certificate of approval” means a
formal document issued by the Bureau
stating that the dust collector unit or
combination unit has met the require-
ments of this part, and authorizing the
use and attachment of an official ap-
proval plate or a marking so indicating.

(d) “Certificate of performance”
means a formal document issued by the
Bureau stating that a dust-collecting
system has met the test requirements
of Subpart C of this part and therefore
is suitable for use as part of permissible
units,

(e) “Dust-collector unit” means a
complete assembly of parts comprising
apparatus for collecting the dust that
results from drilling in rock in coal
mines, and is independent of the drilling
equipment.

() “Combination unit” means a rock-
drilling device with an integral dust-
collecting system, or mining equipment
with an integral rock-drilling device and

dust-collecting system.

(g) “Dust-collecting system” means
an assembly of parts comprising appa-~
ratus for collecting the dust that results
from drilling in rock and is dependent
upon attachment to other equipment for
its operation.

(h) “Applicant” means an individual,
partnership, company, corporation, as-
sociation, or other organization that de-
signs and manufactures, assembles or
controls the assembly of a dust-collect-
ing system, dust-collector unit, or a com-
bination unif, and seeks certification
thereof.

§ 33.3 Consultation.

By appointment, applicants or their
representatives may visit the Bureau’s
Central Experiment Station, 4800
Forbes Avenue, Pittsburgh 13, Pennsyl-
vania, and discuss with qualified Bureau
representatives proposed designs of
equipment to be submitted in accordance
with the requirements of the regulations

of this part. No charge is made for such

consultation and no written report
thereof will be submitted to the
applicant,

§ 33.4 Types of dust collectors for which
certificates of approval may he
granted,

(a) Certificates of approval will be
granted only for completely assembled
dust-collector or combination wunits;
parts or subassemblies will not be
approved.

(b) The following types of equipment
may be approved: Dust-collector or
combination units having components
designed specifically to prevent dissemi-
nation of airborne. dust generated by
drilling into coal-mine rock strata in
concentrations in excess of those here-
inafter stated in § 33.33 as allowable, and
to confine or control the collected dust
in such manner that it may be removed
or disposed of without dissemination into
the mine atmosphere in quantities that
would create unhygienic conditions.

§ 33.5 Fees for investigation.

(a) The following fees are charged for
inspecting, testing, and certifying dust
collectors:

(1) Preliminary review of drawings,
specifications, and related data,
each unit or system..____..__.. $50
(2) Detatled inspection to determine
adequacy of design and mate-
rials, each unit or system....- 50

€
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(3) Detailed inspection to determine
adequacy of design and mate-
rials relating to changes subse-
quent to an initial investiga-
tion, per man day or fraction
thereof

(4) Drilling each set of 10 test holes:

(1) Frist set of 10 test holes
drilled, per investigation___
(i1) Each additional set of 10 test
holes drilled, per investiga~
73 o) o T, 75,

(5) Final examination and recording
of drawings and specifications,
and issuing certificate of. ap-
proval or certificate of per-

N LOrmance « o cccemcecmmm————— 65

(6) Examination and recording of
drawings and speclifications, and
1ssuing extension of certificate
of approval or certificate of per-

1835

fOrmance oo 250
(7) Design of approval plate or P/T
label for certified equipment.._. 25

1In addition the applicant shall relmburse
the Bureau for necessary travel and subsis-
tence expenses of its representative(s) ac-
cording to “Standardized Government Travel
Regulations” when such Bureau representa-
tive(s) is required to be away from official
headquarters.

*If only a nominal amount of work is re-

quired, the fee will be $20.

(b) Additional fees shall be charged
in accordance with the provisions of
Part 18 of Subchapter D of this chapter
(Bureau of Mines Schedule 2, revised,
the current revision of which is Sched-
ule 2F) for examining and testing elec-
trical parts of dust collectors required
under § 33.38.

(¢) The full fee must accompany an
application for certification of a unit
or dust-collecting system. The fees
charged for each investigation will be
in proportion to the work done, 2nd any
surplus will be refunded to the applicant.

(d) The fee for an extension of certi-
fication to cover modifications of equip-
ment will be determined according to the
wQrk required and the applicant will be
notified accordingly. The fee must be
paid in advance before the investigation
will be undertaken.

(e} If the applicant is uncertain as to
the amount of fee that should be sent
with his application, the information
will be furnished him in writing upon re-
quest addressed to the Central Experi-
ment Station, 4800 Forbes Avenue, Pitts-
burgh 13, Pennsylvania, Attention
Chief, Branch of Health Research.

§ 33.6 Applications.

(a) No investigation or testing will be
undertaken by the Bureau except pursu-
ant to a written application, in duplicate
(except as otherwise provided in para-
graph (e) of this section), accompanied
by a check, bank draft, or money order,
payable to the United States Bureau of
Mines, to cover the fees; and all pre-
scribed drawings, specifications, and re-
lated materials. The application and all
related matters and all correspondence
eoncerning it shall be sent to the Central
Experiment Station, Bureau of Mines,
4800 Forbes Avenue, Pittsburgh 13,
Pennsylvania, Attention: Chlef Branch
of Health Research.

(b) The application shall specify the
operating conditions (see § 33.22) for
which certification is requested.

135

FEDERAL REGISTER

(¢) Shipment of the equipment to be
tested shall be deferred until the Bureau

. has notified the applicant that the ap-
. plication will be accepted. Shipping in-

structions will be issued by the Bureau
and shipping charges shall be prepaid
by the applicant. Upon completion of
the investigation and notification thereof

to the applicant by the Bureau, the ap--

plicant shall remove his equipment
promptly from the test site (see § 33.30).

(d) Drawings and specifications shall
be adequate in number and detail to
identify fully the design of the unit or
system and to disclose its materials and
detailed dimensions of all component
parts. Drawings must be numbered and
dated to insure accurate identification
and reference to records, and must show
the latest revision. Specifications and
drawings, including a complete assembly
drawing with each part that affects dust
collection identified thereon, shall
include:

(1) Details of all dust-collecting
parts. A manufacturer who supplies the
applicant with component parts or sub-
assemblies may submit drawings and
specifications of such parts or subassem-
blies direct to the Bureau instead of to
the applicant. If the unit or system is
certified, the Bureau will supply the ap-
plicant with a list, in duplicate, of draw-
ing numbers pertaining to such parts or
subassemblies for identification purposes
only.

(2) Details of the electrical parts of
units designed to operate as face equip-
ment (see § 33.38) in accordance with
the provisions of Part 18 of Subchapter
D of this chapter (Bureau of Mines
Schedule 2, revised, the current.revision
of which is Schedule 2F).

(3) Storage capacity of the various
stages of dust collection in the dust sep-
arator.

(4) Net filter area in the dust separa-
tor, and complete specifications of the
filtering material.

(e) If an application is made for cer-
tification of a dust-collector unit or a
combination unit that includes electrical
parts, and is designed to operate as elec~
tric face equipment, as defined in § 33.38,
the application shall be in triplicate.
One copy of the application shall be
marked Attention: Chief, Branch of
Electrical-Mechanical Testing.

(f) The application shall state that
the unit or system is completely devel-

- oped and of the design and materials

which the applicant believes to be suit-
able for a finished marketable product.

(g) The applicant shall furnish a
complete unit or system for inspection
and testing. Spare parts, such as gas-
kets and other expendable components
subject to wear in normal operation,
shall be supplied by the applicant to
permit continuous operation during test
periods. If special tools are necessary
to disassemble any part for inspection
or test, they shall be furnished by the
applicant.

(h) Each unit or system shall be care-
fully inspected before it is shipped from
the place of manufacture or assembly
and the results of the inspection shall be
recorded on a factory-inspection form.
The applicant shall furnish the Bureau

a
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with a copy of the factory-inspection
form with- his application. The form
shall direct attention to the points that
must be checked to make certain that all
parts are in proper condition,. complete
in all respects, and in agreement with
the drawings and speclﬁcatlons filed
with the Bureau.

(1) With the application the applicant
shall furnish the Bureau with complete
instructions for operating and servicing
the unit or system and information as
to the kind of power required. After the
Bureau’s investigation, if any revision
of the instructions is required a revised
copy thereof shall be submitted to the -
Bureau for inclusion with the drawings
and specifications.

§ 33.7 Date for conducting tests.

The date of acceptance of an appli-
cation will determine the order of prece-
dence for testing when more than one
application is pending, and the appli-
cant will be notified of the date on which
tests will begin. If a unit or system fails
to meet any of the requirements, it shall

‘lose its order of precedence. If an appli-

cation is submitted to resume testing
after correction of the cause of failure,
it will be treated as a new application
and the order of precedence for testing
will be so determined.

§ 33.8 Conduct of investigations, tests,
and demonstrations.

(a) Prior to the issuance of a certifi-
cate of approval or performance, only
Bureau personnel, representatives of the
applicant, and such other persons as
may be mutually agreed upon, may ob-
serve the investigations or tests. The
Bureau shall hold as confidential and
shall not disclose principles or patenta-
ble features, nor shall it disclose any
details of drawings, specifications, and
related materials. After the issuance
of a certificate, the Bureau may conduct -
such public demonstrations and tests
of the unit or system as it deems appro-
priate.” The conduct of all investigations,
tests, and demonstrations shall be under
the sole direction and control of the
Bureau, and any other persons shall
be present only as observers, except as
noted in paragraph (b) of this section.

(b) When requested by the Bureau,

. the applicant shall provide assistance in

disassembling parts for inspection, pre-
paring parts for testing, and operating
combination units.

§ 33.9 Certification of dusl-collectmg
systems.

Manufacturers of dust-collecting sys-
tems that are designed for integral use
on machines with drilling equipment
may apply to the Bureau to issue a cer-
tificate of performance for such sys-
tems. To qualify for a certificate of
performance, the dust-collecting system
shall have met satisfactorily the test
requirements of Subpart C of this part
under specified operating conditions
(such- as type of drilling equipment,
drilling speed, and power requirements)
and the construction thereof shall be
adequately covered by specifications and
drawings officially recorded and filed
with the Bureau. Individual parts of
dust-collecting systems will not be cer-
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tifled for performance. Certificates of
performance may be cited to fabricators
of combination units as evidence that
further inspection and testing of the
dust-collecting system will not be re-
quired, provided the dust-collecting re-
quirements of the drilling equipment do
not exceed the limits of performance for
which the system was certified. Since
the Bureau does not sanction the use of
the words ‘‘permissible” or “approved”
except as applying to completely as-
sembled equipment, dust-collecting sys-
tems, which have been certified only as
to performance, shall not be advertised
or labeled in a manner inferring that
such systems themselves are permissible
or approved by the Bureau. However, a
certified system may be advertised as
suitable for use on combination units for
which certification may be desired if the
limits of its performance are cited. Cer-
tified dust-collecting systems shall bear
labels or tags which shall contain the
following: “Performance-tested Dust
Collecting System, Bureau of Mines File
No.P/T e ,” and name of man-
ufacturer, identifying numbers of the
dust-collector parts, and description of
the limitations for which performance is
certified. The Bureau will assign a
P/T file- number in the certification
letter.

§ 33.10 Certificates of approval or per-
formance.

(a) Upon completion of an investiga-
tion, the Bureau will issue to the appli-
cant either a certificate or a written
notice of disapproval, as the case may
require. No informal notification of
approval will be issued. If a certificate
is issued, no test data or detailed results
of tests will accompany it. If a notice
of -disapproval is issued, it will be accom-
panied by details of the defects, with a
view to possible correction. The Bureau
will not disclose, except to the applicant,
any information on a unit or system
upon which a notice of disapproval has
been issued.

(b) A certificate will be accompanied
by a list of the drawings and specifica-
tions covering the details of design and
construction of the unit or system, in-
cluding the electrical parts, if applicable,
upon which the certificate is based. Ap-
plicants shall keep exact duplicates of
the drawings and specifications submit-
ted and the list of drawing numbers re-
ferred to in subparagraph 1 of paragraph
(d) of § 33.6 that relate to the certified
unit or system, and these are to be ad-
hered to exactly in production.

§ 33.11 Approval plates.

(a) A certificate of approval will be
accompanied by a photograph of a design
for an approval plate, bearing the seal
of the Bureau of Mines, the name of the
applicant, the name of the unit, the ap-
proval number or space for the approval
number (or numbers if permissibility of

_electrical parts is involved), spaces for
the type and the serial numbers of the
unit, conditions of approval, and identi-
fying numbers of the dust-collector
parts. When deemed necessary by the
Bureau, an appropriate statement shall
be added, giving the precautions to be
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observed in maintaining the unit in an
approved condition.

(b) The applicant shall reproduce the
design either as a separate plate or by
stamping or molding it in some suitable
place on each unit to which it relates.
The size, type, and method of attaching
and location of an approval plate are
subject to the approval of the Bureau.
The method of affixing the plate shall
not impair the dust-collection or explo-
sion-proof features of the unit.

(c) The approval plate identifies the
unit, to which it is attached, as per-
missible, and is the applicant’s guarantee
that the unit complies with the require-
ments of this part. Without an ap-
proval plate, no unit has the status of
‘“‘permissible” under the provisions of this
part.

(d) Use of the approval plate obligates
the applicant to whom the certificate of
approval was granted to maintain the
quality of each unit bearing it and guar-
antees that it is manufactured and as-
sembled according to the drawings and
specifications upon which a certificate of
approval was based. Use of the ap-
proval plate is not authorized except on
units that conform strictly with the
drawings and specifications upon which
the certificate of approval was based.

§ 33.12 Changes after certification,

If an applicant desires to change any
feature of a certified unit or system, he
shall first obtain the Bureauw’s approval
of the change, pursuant to the following
procedure:

(a) Application shall be made as for
an original certificate, requesting that
the existing certification be extended to
cover the proposed changes, and shall
be accompanied by drawings, specifica-
tions, and related data showing the
changes in detail.

(b) The application will be examined
by the Bureau to determine whether in-
spection and testing will be required.
Testing will be necessary if there is a
possibility that the modification may af-
fect adversely the performance of the
unit or system. The Bureau will in-
form the applicant whether such testing
is required, the components or materials
to be submitted for that purpose, and the
fee.

(¢) If the proposed modification
meets the requirements of this part and
Part 18 of Subchapter D of this chapter
(Bureau of Mines Schedule 2, revised,
the current revision of which is Schedule
2F") if applicable,-a formal extension of
certification will be issued, accompanied
by a list of new and corrected drawings
and specifications to be added to those
already on file as the basis for the ex-
tension of certification.

§ 33.13 Withdrawal of certification.

The Bureau reserves the right to re-
scind for cause, at any time, any certifi-
cation granted under this part.

Subpart B—Dust-Collector
Requirements
§ 33.20 Design and construction.

(a) The Bureau will not test or in-
vestigate any dust collector that in its
opinion is not constructed of suitable

materials, that evidences faulty work-
manship, or that is not designed upon
sound engineering principles. Since all
possible designs, arrangements, or com-
binations of components and materials
cannot be foreseen, the Bureau reserves
the right to modify the tests specified in
this part in such manner to obtain sub-
stantially the same information and de-
gree of protection as provided by the
tests described in Subpart C of this part.

(b) Adequacy of design and construc-
tion of a unit or system will be deter-
mined in accordance with its ability (1)
to prevent the dissemination of objec-
tionable or harmful concentrations of
dust into a mine atmosphere, and (2) to
protect against explosion and/or fire
hazards of electrical equipment, except
as provided in paragraph (b) of § 33.38.

§ 33.21 Modification of test equipment.

. For test purposes the unit or system
may be modified, such as by attaching in-
struments or measuring devices, at the
Bureau’s discretion; but such modifica-
tion shall not alter its performance.

§ 33.22 Mode of use.

(a) A unit or system may be designed
for use in connection with percussion
and/or rotary drilling in any combina-
tion of the folowing drilling positions:
(1) Vertically upward, (2) upward at
angles to the vertical, (3) horizontally,
and (4) downward.

(b) Dust-gollector units may be de-
signed for use with specific drilling
equipment or at specific drilling speeds.

§ 33.23 Mechanical positioning of parts.

All parts of a unit that are essential
to the dust-collection feature shall be
provided with suitable mechanical means
for positioning and maintaining such
parts properly in relation to the stratum
being drilled. ’

Subpart C-—Test Requirements
§33.30 Test site.

Tests shall be conducted at the Bu-
reau’s Experimental Mine, Bruceton,
Pennsylvania, or other appropriate
place(s) determined by the Bureau.

§ 33.31 Test space.

(a) Drilling tests shall be conducted
in a test space formed by two curtains
suspended across a mine opening in such
a manner that the volume of the test
space shall be approximately 2,000 cubic
feet.

(b) No mechanical ventilation shall be
provided in the test space during a drill-
ing test, except such air movement as
may be induced by operation of drilling-
or dust-collecting equipment.

(¢) All parts of a unit or system shall
be within the test space during a drilling
test.

§ 33.32 Determination of dust concen-
tration.

(a) Concentrations of airborne dust in
the test space shall be determined by
sampling with a midget impinger appa-
ratus, and a light-field microscopic tech-
nique shall be employed in determining
concentrations of dust in terms of mil-
lions of particles (5 microns or less in
diameter) per cubic foot of air sampled.
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(b) Before a drilling test is started the
surfaces of the test space shall be wetted;
the test space shall b. cleared of air-
borne dust insofar as practicable by me-
chanical ventilation or othér means; and
an atmospheric sample, designated as a
control sample, shall be collected during
a 5-minute period to determine residual
airborne dust in the test space.

(¢) A sample of airborne dust, desig-
nated as a test sample, shall be collected
in the breathing zone of the drill opera-
tor during the drilling of each test hole.
Time consumed in changing drill steel
shall not be considered as drilling time
and sampling shall be discontinued dur-
ing such periods.

§ 33.33 Allowable limits of dust con-

centration.

~ (a) The concentration of dust deter-
mined by the control sample shall be sub-
tracted from the average concentration
of dust determined by the test samples,
and the difference shall be designated as

the net concentration of airborne dust.-

.Calculations of the average concentra-
tion of dust determined from the test
samples shall be based upon the results
of not less than 80 percent of each set of
10 test samples.

(b) Under each prescribed test condi-
tion, the net concentration of airborne
dust at each drill operator’s position shall
not exceed 10 million particles (5 mi-
crons or less in diameter) per cubic foot
of air when determined in accordance
with the method given in paragraph (a)
of § 33.32.

§ 33.34 Drilling test.

(a) A drilling test shall consist of drill-
ing a set of 10 holes with each drill in-
volved under the specified operating
conditions. The drilling of all sets of
holes shall begin simultaneously and
drilling shall continue until all holes are
completed.

(b) Holes shall be drilled to a depth
of 4 feet plus or minus 2 inches and shall
be spaced so as not to interfere with ad-
jacent holes. Each hole may he plugged
after completion. i

(¢) Receptacles and filters for collect-
ing drill cuttings shall be emptied and
cleaned before each drilling test is
started.

(d) Holes designated as- “vertical”
shall be drilled to incline not more than
10 degrees to the vertical. Holes desig-
nated as “angle” shall be drilled to in-
cline not less than 30 and not more than
45 degrees to the vertical. Holes desig-
nated as “horizontal” shall be drilled to
incline not more than 15 degrees to the
horizontal.

§ 33.35 Methods of drilling; dust-col-
lector unit.

(a) General. Alldrilling shall be done
with conventional, commercial drilling
equipment—pneumatic-percussion, hy-
draulic-rotary, and/or electric-rotary
types—in accordance with the appli-
cant’s specifications.

(b) Pneumatic-percussion drilling. A
stoper-type drill with a piston diameter
of 21 to 3 inches shall be used for roof
drilling. A hand-held, sinker-type drill
with a piston diameter of 214 to 3 inches
shall be used .for down drilling and also
for horizontal drilling, except that the
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drill shé.ll be supported mechanically.

Compressed air for operating the drill

shall be  supplied at a gage pressure of
85-95 pounds per square inch. Drill bits
shall be detachable, cross type with hard
inserts, and shall be sharp when starting
to drill each set of 10 holes. In roof
drilling, 1%- and 1%-inch diameter drill
bits shall be used; in horizontal and
down drilling, 13-inch diameter bits
shall be used. ' The drill steel shall be
7 -inch hexagonal and of hollow type to
permit the introduction of compressed

_air through the drill steel when necessary

to clean a hole during drilling.

(¢) Rotary drilling. A hydraulic-
rotary drill with a rated drilling speed of
18 feet per minute free lift, capable of
rotating drill steel at 900 revolutions per
minute with 100 foot-pounds torque, and
having a feed force of 7,000 pounds, shall
be used for roof drilling. An electric-
rotary drill, supported by a post mount-
ing, with a rated drilling speed of 30
inches per minute and powered by a 2.25
horsepower motor, shall be used for hori-
zontal drilling. For roof drilling, the
bits shall be hard-tipped, 133 and 1%
inches outside diameter, and 1%-inch
auger-type drill steel shall be used. For
horizontal drilling, the bits shall be hard-
tipped, 2 inches outside diameter, and
134-inch auger-type drill steel shall be
used. Drill bits shall be sharp when
starting to drill each set of 10 holes.

§ 33.36 Method of drilling ; combination
unit or dust-collecting system.

Drilling shall be conducted in accord-
ance with the applicant’s specifications
and operating instructions. If special
drill bits or drill steel are required, they
shall be furnished to the Bureau by the
applicant. Otherwise the drill bit and
drill steel requirements stated in para-
graphs (b) and (c¢) of § 33.35 shall be
complied with for all types of combina-
tion units or dust-collecting systems.

§ 33.37 Test procedure.

(a) Roof drilling. Drilling shall be
done in friable strata, similar to the roof
in the Bureau’s Experimental Mine,
which tends to produce large scale-like
cuttings,

(b) Horizontal drilling. Drilling shall
be done in strata comparable in hardness
to that of coal-mine draw slate. Holes
shall be started near the roof of the test
space under conditions simulating the
drilling of draw slate in coal mining,

(¢) Down drilling. Drilling shall be
done in typical mine floor strata with a
pneumatic percussion-type drill. Five
holes shall be drilled vertically and five
holes shall be drilled at an angle.

§ 33.38 Electrical parts.

(a) Units with electrical parts and de-
signed to operate as electric face equip-
ment (see definition, § 45.44-1 of this

chapter) in gassy coal mines shall meet.

the requirements of Part 18 of Subchap-
ter D of this chapter (Bureau of Mines
Schedule 2, revised, the current revision
of which is Schedule 2F), and the exami-
nation and testing of the electrical parts
shall be entirely separate from the ex-
amination and testing of dust-collecting
equipment as such.,

(b) Units with electrical parts de-
signed to operate only outby the last open
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crosscut in a coal-mine entry, room, or
other opening (including electric-drive
units with their controls and push but-
tons) are not required to comply with the
provisions of Part 18 of Subchapter D
of this chapter (Bureau of Mines Sched-
ule 2, revised, the current revision of
which is Schedule 2F).

[FR. Doc. 60-2149; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;

8:46 a.m.}

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[21 CFR Part 1201

TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI-.
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW
AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Notice of Filing of Petitions

In re: Notice of filing of petitions for
establishment of an exemption from the
requirement of a tolerance for residues
of 1,1,1-trichloroethane and for the es-
tablishment of a zero tolerance for resi-
dues of methylene chloride.

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d)
(1)), the following notice is issued:

Petitions have been filed by the Brog-
dex Company, 1441 West Second Street,
Pomona, California, proposing the estab-
lishment of an exemption from the re-
quirement of a tolerance for residues of
1,1,1-trichloroethane and proposing the
establishment of a zero tolerance for
residues of methylene chloride from use
of a combination of these two pesticide
chemicals in the postharvest treatment
of citrus fruit.

The method proposed in the petition
for the determination of 1,1,1-trichloroe-
thane and methylene chloride is based
on the separation of these materials from
the fruit by distillation with iso-octane,
followed by vapor-phase chromatog-
raphy. The distillate is injected into a
column of 25 percent paraffin on acid-
washed firebrick; temperature is 90° C.,
pressure at the inlet 5 pounds per square
inch, and flow rate 60 milililiters of helium
per minute.

Dated: March 1, 1960.

[SEAL] ROBERT S. ROE,
Director, Bureau of
Biological and Physical Sciences.

{F.R. Doc. 60-2151; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:46 a.m.]

FEDERAL AVIATII]N AGENCY

[ 14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1
[Airspace Docket No. 60-NY-2]

FEDERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROL AREAS
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation

Pursuant to the authority delegated
to me by the Administrator (§ 409.13,
24 F.R. 3499), notice is hereby given
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that the Federal Aviation Agency is
considering an amendment to §§ 600.213,
601.213 and 601.4213 of the regulations
of the Administrator, the substance of
which is stated below.

Red Federal airway No. 13 presently
extends in part from Providence, R.1.,, to
the Franklin, Mass., Intersection (inter-
section of the north course of the Provi-
dence radio range and the southwest
course of the Boston, Mass.,, radio
range). The Federal Aviation Agency
has under consideration revocation of
this segment of Red 13. A Federal Avi-
ation Agency IFR peak-day air traffic
survey for the period from July 1, 1958
through June 30, 1959 shows no air-
craft movements for the segment of Red
13 from Providence to Franklin, On the
basis of this survey, it appears that the
retention of this airway segment and
its associated control areas is unjustified
as an assignment of airspace and that
the revocation thereof would be in the
public interest. Concurrently with this
action, the Franklin, Mass., Intersection
(intersection of the north course of the
Providence, R.I., radio range and the
southwest course of the Boston, Mass.,
radio range) would be revoked as a des-
ignated reporting point.

If these actions are taken, the seg-
ment of Red Federal airway No. 13 and
its associated control areas from Provi-
dence, R.I., to Franklin, Mass., and the
Franklin, Mass., Intersection, designated
reporting point would be revoked.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air
Traffic Management Division, Federal
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New
York International Airport, Jamaica
30, N.Y. All communications received
within forty-five days after publication
of this notice in the FEpERAL REGISTER
will be considered before action is taken
on the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Agency officials
may be made by contacting the Regional
Air Traffic Management Division Chief,
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi-
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing-
ton 25, D.C. Any data, views or
arguments presented during such con-
ferences must also be submitted in writ-
ing in accordance with this notice in
order to become part of the record for
consideration. ‘The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the
light of comments received.

The official Docket will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An
informal Docket will also be available
for examination at the office of the Re-
gional Air Traffic Management Division
Chief.

This amendment is proposed under
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749,
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354).

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960.
D. D. THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Trafiic Management.

[F.R. Doc. 60-2146; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:46 am.]

[ 14 CFR Parts 600, 601 1]
[Airspace Docket No. 59-NY-55]

FEDERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROL AREAS
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation and Modification

Pursuant to the authority delegated
to me by the Administrator (§ 409.13, 24
F.R. 3499), notice is hereby given that
the Federal Aviation Agency is consider-
ing an amendment to §§ 600.618, 601.618,
601.4618 and 601.1470 of the regulations
of the Administrator, the substance of
which is stated below.

Blue Federal airway No. 18 presently
extends, in part, from the intersection
of the northwest course of the New York,
N.Y. (La Guardia), radio range with the
southwest course of the Poughkeepsie,
N.Y., radio range via the Poughkeepsie
radio range station, to the Albany, N.Y.,
radio range station. The Newburgh,
N.Y., control area extension is presently
described as the airspace north of Stew-
art AFB bounded on the north by VOR
Federal airway No. 270, on the east by
Blue Federal airway No. 18 and on the
south and southwest by New York con-
trol area extension (§601.1066). The
Federal Aviation Agency has under con-
sideration revocation of the segment of
Blue 18 from the intersection of the
northwest course of the New York, N.Y.,
(La. Guardia) radio range with the
southwest course of the Poughkeepsie,
N.Y., radio range to the Albany, N.Y.,
radio range station. The Federal Avia-
tion Agency IFR peak-day survey during
the period July 1, 1958, through June
30, 1959, showed less than five aircraft
movements on this segment of Blue 18.
On the basis of the survey, it appears that
the retention of this airway segment and
its associated control areas is unjustified
as an assignment of airspace and that
revocation thereof would be in the pub-
lic interest. In addition, the caption to
§ 601.4618, relating to associated report-
ing points, would be amended to coin-
cide with the modified airway. Concur-
rent with this action, the Federal
Aviation Agency has under considera-
tion a minor modification of the control
area extension at Newburgh, N.Y., by
redesignating the eastern boundary of
this area to delete reference to Blue 18.

If these actions are taken, Blue Fed-
eral airway No. 18 between the inter-
section of the northwest course of the
New York, N.Y. (La Guardia), radio
range with the southwest course of the
Poughkeepsie, N.Y., radio range to the
Albany, N.Y., radio range, and its asso-
ciated control areas would be revoked.
The Newburgh, N.Y., control area ex-
tension would be redescribed as the air-
space north of Stewart AFB bounded on

the north by VOR Federal airway No.
270; on the east by a line from its point
of intersection with VOR Federal airway
No. 270 at latitude 42°10°00’’ N., longi-
tude 73°55'00’’ W., to the point of inter-
section with the New York, N.Y., control
area extension (§ 601.1066) at latitude
41°47'10’" N., longitude 73°55'00’°' W.,
and on the south and west by New York
control area extension.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air
Trafic Management Division, Federal
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New
York International Airport, Jamaica 30,
N.Y. All communications received with-
in forty-five days after publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Pederal Aviation Agency officials
may be made by contacting the Regional
Air Traffic Management Division Chief,
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Di-
vision, Federal Aviation Agency, Wash-
ington 25, D.C. Any data, views or
arguments presented during such con-
ferences must also be submitted in
writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record
for consideration. The proposal con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received.

The official Docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency,
Room B-316, 1711 New York Avenue
NW., Washington 25, D.C. An informal
Docket will also be available for exami-
nation at the office of the Regional Air
Traffic Management Division Chief.

This amendment is proposed under
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (12 Stat. 749,
752; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March
2, 1960. .
D. D. THoMas,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Management.

[P.R. Doc. 60-2147; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:46 a.m.]

[ 14 CFR Parts 600, 6011
[Airspace Docket No, 60-NY-6]

FEDERAL AIRWAYS, CONTROL AREAS
AND REPORTING POINTS

Revocation

Pursuant to the authority delegated
to me by the Administrator (§ 409.13,
24 F.R. 3499), notice is hereby given that
the Federal Aviation Agency is consid-
ering an amendment to §§ 600.233,
601.233 and 601.4233 of the regulations of
the Administrator, the substance of
which is stated below,

Red Federal airway No. 33 presently
extends, in part, from the Morris, Conn.,
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intersection (intersection of the east
course. of the Poughkeepsie, N.Y., radio
range and the southwest course of the
Chicopee Falls, Westover AFB, Mass,,
radio range) to the Chicopee Falls, Mass.,
radio range. The Federal Aviation
Agency has under consideration revoca-
tion of this segment of Red 33. The
Federal Aviation Agency IFR peak-day
airway traffic survey for the period July
1, 1958, through June 30, 1959, showed
no aircraft movements for the segment
of Red 33 from Morris intersection to
Chicopee Falls, On the basis of this sur-
vey, it appears that retention of this
airway segment and its associated con-
trol areas is unjustified as an assignment
of airspace and .that the revocation
thereof would be in the public interest.

If this action is taken, the segment of
Red Federal airway No. 33 and its asso-
ciated control areas from Morris, Conn.,
intersection to Chicopee Falls, Mass.,
would be revoked. In addition, the cap-
tion to § 601.4233 relating to designated
reporting points would be .amended to
conform to the modified airway.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air
Trafic Management Division, Federal-
Aviation Agency, Federal Building, New
York International Airport, Jamaica 30,
N.Y. All communications received within
forty-five days after publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be
considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No public
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Agency officials
may be made by contacting the Regional
Air Traffic Management Division Chief,
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Divi-
sion, Federal Aviation Agency, Washing-
ton 25, D.C. Any data, views or argu-
ments presented during such conferences
must also be submitted in writing in ac-

* cordance with this notice in order to
become part of the record for considera-
tion. The proposal contained in this
notice may be changed in the light of
comments received.

The official Docket will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation
Agency, Room B-316, 1711 New York
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An
informal Docket will also be available
for examination at the office of the Re-
gional Air Traffic Management Division
Chief. - .

This amendment is proposed under
sections 307(a) and 313(a) of the Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749,
762; 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March

2,1960.
D. D, THOMAS,
Director, Bureau of
Air Traffic Managemendt,
[F.R. Doc. 60-2148; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:46 am.}
No. 47——3

FEDERAL REGISTER

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ 47 CFR Part 31
[Docket No. 13419; FCC 60-102]

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS; TELEVISION
BROADCAST STATIONS

Waycross, Ga.

1. The Commission has before it the
petition of the Georgia State Board of
Education requesting reservation of
Channel 8 as a noncommercial, educa-
tional television station at Waycross,
Georgia, and further requesting that its
outstanding authorization be conformed
to specify construction as a honcommer-
cial, educational station. Channel 16,
as at present, would remain assigned for
future commercial use. No other
changes in the Table of Assignments are
contemplated. - -

2. We note that on April 15, 1958, the
Georgia State Department of Education
petitioned the Commission to reserve
Channel 8 at Waycross as a noncommer-

cial, educational station. We denied this .

petition on October 15, 1958, on the
ground that the public interest would be
better served by permitting all inter-
ested parties, both commercial and edu-
cational entities, to apply for the chan-

nel and have their respective proposals.

considered on their comparative merits.

3. Two competing applications were
filed for the Channel 8 facility.? The
application of the Georgia State Board
of Education was granted on April 9,
1959. The applicant, petitioner herein,
proposes to operate on a noncommercial,
educational basis.!

4, In a related rule-making proceed-
ing instituted by the Joint Council on
Educational Television,' we acknowl-
edged that the Georgia State Board of
Education is authorized to construct a
station on Channel 8; and that it pro-
poses a noncommercial, educational op-
eration. . We found, however, that cir-
cumstances would not permit us to act
on the proposal of JCET that Channel 8

be reserved; but we stated that should -

the permittee, the Georgia State Board

1 Memorandum Opinion and Order (FCC
58-981) released October 17, 1958,

2The applications were filed by John H.
Phipps, Docket No. 12714, BPCT-2423; and
the Georgla State Board of Education, Docket

'No. 12715, BPCT-2501.

3The application of John H. Phipps was
dismissed on February 5, 1959. See Order,
Docket No. 12714 (FCC 59M-168), released
February 6, 1969. In the Agreement at-
tached to the Motion to Dismiss Application
without Prejudice filed by Phipps on Febru-
ary 4, 1959 (Docket No. 12714), the State
Board of Education committed itself to re-
quest the Commission to reserve Channet 8
for educational use exclusively. The Board
is carrying out its commitment in the pro-
ceeding.

¢RM-71. This proceeding was Instituted
by the Joint Council on Educational Televi-
sion and requested reservation of VHF chan-
nels in five cities, including reservation of
Channel 8 at Waycross, Georgia. ’
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of Education, request it, we would be
prepared to consider assigning the sta-
tion for noncommercial, educational use
exclusively,

5. Under these circumstances, we are
of the view that the public interest would
be served by granting the petition of the
Georgia State Board of Education and
considering the amendments proposed
therein as follows:

Channel Nos,
City
Present Proposed
WAaYeross, G cccacccanacacncn 8-, 16 *8+4,16

6. Authority for adoption of the
amendments herein is contained in sec-
tions 4() and 303 of the Communica-
tions Act of 1934, as amended.

7. Any interested party who is of the
opinion that the proposed amendments
should not be adopted, or should not be
adopted in the form set forth herein,
may file with the Commission on or be-
fore April 8, 1960, a written statement or
brief setting forth his comments. Com-
ments in support of the proposed amend-
ments may also be filed on or before the
same date. Comments or briefs in reply
to the original comments may be filed
within 15 days from the last day for fil-
ing said original comments. No addi-
tional comments may be filed unless (1)
specifically requested by the Commis-
sion, or (2) good cause for the filing of
such additional comments is established.

8. In accordance with the provisions
of § 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an
original and 14 copies of all statements,
briefs, or comments shall be furnished
the Commission.

Adopted: March 2, 1960.
Released: March 4, 1960.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] MARrY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F. R. Doc. 60-2176; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960:
8:49 a.m.]

[ 47 CFR Part 31
[Docket No. 18421; FCC 60-104]

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS; TELEVISION
BROADCAST STATIONS

Prescott, Ariz.

1. The Commission has before it the
petition of Thunderbird Broadcasting
Company (Thunderbird), licensee of
standard broadcast Station KNOT,
Prescott, Arizona, which looks toward
amendment of § 3.606, Table of Assign-
ments, Television Broadcast Stations, in
the following respects:

Channel No,
City
Present | Proposed
Pri tt, Ariz W 718
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2. In support of its proposal, petitioner
shows that there is little probability that
the existing Channel 15 assignment will
be implemented, due to competition from
a community antenna system which pro-
vides a four-channel service from the
Phoenix market to a large number of
VHF television receivers in the area;
that the proposal to assign Channel 7
to Prescoft meets our minimum spacing
requirements, the nearest co-channel
and adjacent channel stations and as-
signments being well over 190 and 60
miles, respectively, from Prescott; and
that there is a need for the service at
Prescott. Further, Thunderbird gives
assurance that it would apply for a con-
struction permit for the facility in the
event the channel is assigned to Prescott.

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

3. Under these circumstances, we are
of the view that the public interest
would be served by granting the petition
of Thunderbird and considering the
amendment proposed therein.

4, Authority for adoption of the
amendments herein is contained in sec-
tions 4(i), 303, and 307(b) of the Com-
munications Act of 1934, as amended.

5. Any interested party who is of the
opinion that the proposed amendments
should not be adopted, or should not
be adopted in the form set forth herein,
may file with the Commission on or be-
fore April 8, 1960, a written statement
or brief setting forth his comments.
Comments in support of the proposed
amendments may also be filed on or be-

fore the same date. Comments or briefs
in reply to the original comments may be
filed within 15 days from the last day for
filing said original comments.

6. In accordance with the provisions of
§ 1.54 of the Commission’s rules, an
original and 14 copies of all statements,
briefs, or comments shall be furnished
the Commission.

Adopted: March 2, 1960.
Released: March 4, 1960.
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,
[sEAL] MARY JANE MORRIS,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 60-2177; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:49 a.m.]



CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket 7382; Order E-14973)

FORT WORTH INVESTIGATION

Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C,,
on the 1st day of March 1960.

Pursuant to the terms of the Board’s
order in the original proceeding herein,?!
the City and Chamber of Commerce of
Fort Worth, Texas, filed a motion to re-
open this case. Its principal complaints
are that American has downgraded its
Fort Worth-Washington/New York serv-
ice since the Board’s decision, and that
Braniff had consistently failed to provide
service between these communities.?

American Airlines, Inc., Braniff Air-
ways, Inc., Continental Airlines, Inc.,, and
the City and Chamber of Commerce of
Dallas, Texas, filed answers opposing
Fort Worth’s motion on the grounds,
inter alia, that the matters alleged were
repetitious and had been fully considered
and disposed of in the Board’s decision.
Bureau Counsel, on the other hand,
urged the Board to reopen this proceed-
ing for further consideration of the
adequacy of Fort Worth’s service to
Washington and New York. Replies to
Bureau Counsel’s answer were permitted
by the Board® and were filed by all the
foregoing parties except Continental.

After careful consideration of the
pleadings now before us in light of the
Board’s 1958 .decision and the require-
ments of section 404(a) of the Act, it
appears that . the service offered in
-the Fort Worth-New York/Washington
market is no longer adequate within the
meaning of that section, and that appro-
priate action should be taken to remedy
this situation.*

In its prior decision, the Board found
American’s service in the Forth Worth-

10rder E-12996, September 23, 1958; Fort
Worth'’s petition for modification denied,
Order E-13309, December 22, 1958. In Or-
der E-12996 the Board stated that “it is in
thie public interest for the Board to retain
Jurisdiction of the present proceeding * * *
in the event reasonable grounds should here-
after occur for believing that the air carriers
serving Fort Worth ‘may no longer be provid«

ing adequate service, {in order that] further -

action may be taken herein.”

2Port Worth also complained of the serv-
ice provided by Continental and by Trans-
Texas as a result of Board action in other
proceedings. However, neither of these mat-
ters appears relevant to the issues of the
Fort Worth case. Further, Fort Worth’s ap-
pendix to its reply to Bureau Counsel’s
answer shows schedules of service between
Fort Worth, on the one hand, and Chicago,
Los Angeles, Houston, and Lubbock, on the
other hand.

3 Order E-14587, October 27, 1959,

+Fort Worth’s reply to Bureau Counsel’s
* answer does not provide us with sufficient

reason to take any action as to Chicago, Los
Angeles, Houston, and Lubbock. -

3

Notices

New York/Whashington markets adequate
at the time of decision, although it may
have been inadequate in certain respects
in the Forth Worth-New York market
prior thereto. Since then the effective
service-—limited stop single plane serv-
ice—provided by American has decreased
significantly. ‘The carrier has made no
showing which reasonably justifies the
diminished service.® In view of the rec-
ord and circumstances of this case, we
can no longer consider the service offered
by American in the Fort Worth-New
York/Washington markets as adequate.

Turning now to Braniff, the other car-
rier authorized to serve these markets,
we note that its service has not changed
in any respect since the issuance of the
Board’s order—Braniff offered no single-
plane service in either of these markets
in May 1958, and does not offer such
service currently. At the time of its de-
cision, the Board found that, while Bran-
iff’s service would be plainly inadequate
if it were the only carrier serving these
markets, the meager response of Fort
Worth travelers during the period that
the carrier had provided single-plane
service demonstrated that Braniff’s serv-
ice, considering the additional services
operated by American, was adequate to
meet the needs of the public. In view
of the present inadequacy of American’s
service, it is apparent that Braniff's serv-
ice no longer meets the standard re-
quired by section 404(a) of the Act.

After exploring the record in this pro-
ceeding and the pleadings filed there-
after, we believe that as much, or more,
effective service in the Fort Worth-New
York/Washington markets should be
provided as at the time the Board de-
termined the service was adequate (see
Appendix B to Order E-12996),
Whether such service should be pro-
vided wholly by American, or partially by
American and partially by Braniff, re-
mains to be decided. We shall make
such determination after giving the
parties an opportunity to make their
views known. In order to facilitate
prompt disposition of this matter, in-
cluding early implementation of our de-
cision, each party will be expected to file
a detailed statement of proposed find-
ings and conclusions together with the
terms of a proposed order.’

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. This proceeding be and it hereby is
reopened for reargument and reconsid-
eration as provided hereinafter.

6 Traffic in domestic operations has grown
substantially since the record was closed, but
the available data indicate that in the Fort
Worth-New York market it has increased
only moderately, and in the Fort Worth-
Washington market it has actually decreased.
No reasonable explanation for such results
appears other than that the service provided
Fort Worth is not meeting the reasonable
needs of that city, and therefore has re-
tarded traffic development,

¢ Cf. Nonpriority Mail Rates, Order E-14882,
January 29, 1960.

2, American be and it hereby is di-
rected to show cause why the Board
should not issue an order, pursuant to
section 404(a) of the Act, requiring
American to provide as much, or more,
single plane limited stop service between
Fort Worth, on the one hand, and Wash-
ington and New York, on the other hand,
as were in existence and reflected in re-
spective schedules appearing in Appen-
dix B of Order E-12996.

3. Braniff be and it hereby is directed
to show cause why the Board should not
issue an order, pursuant to section 404
(a) of the Act, requiring Braniff to pro-
vide a portion of the volume of service
as set forth in ordering paragraph “2”
above. .

4. Copies of this order shall be served
upon American, Braniff, Dallas, Fort
Worth, and Bureau Counsel, and each
such party shall, within twenty days
from the date of service of this order,
file a detailed statement of proposed
findings and conclusions together with
the terms of a proposed order. There-
after oral argument shall be heard by
the Board on March 30, 1960, at 10:00 -
a.m. in Room 1027, Universal Building,
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW.,
Washington, D.C.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEAL] MABEL McCART,
Acting Secretary. -

[F.R. Doc. 60-2162; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

{Docket No. 11197; Order No. E-14979]
PACIFIC AIR LINES, INC.
Excursion Fare; Order of Investigation

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 3d day of March 1960.

On February 1, 1960, Pacific Air Lines,
Inc. (Pacific) filed a tariff* to become
effective on March 7, 1960, providing for
a round-trip excursion fare of $25.00 be-
tween Burbank, California and Las
Vegas, Nevada. The current coach fare
per mile is 6.55 cents and the proposed
excursion fare per mile is 5.36 cents.
Among other expressed conditions at-
tached to the use of the proposed fare are
that the return trip must be made within
two days after the date of departure of
the going portion; stopovers at inter-
mediate points will not be permitted;
and no reductions will- be made for
children.

Trans World Airlines, Inc. (Docket
11157) and United Air Lines, Inc. (Docket
11156) filed complaints alleging, inter
alia, that the proposed excursion fare is
unreasonably low and will increase
Pacific’s need for subsidy; that Pacific
would merely dilute its own traffic under
the proposed fare and thus suffer dilu-
tion of its revenues; that Burbank-Las

1 Pacific Air Lines, Inc. C.AB. 3.
2021
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Vegas is essentially a trunkline market
outside the scope of the traffic objectives
Pacific was certificated to serve; and that
the proposed fare, if it did produce new
traffic, would tend to do so at present
peak weekend periods, further inereasing
the imbalance in traffic as between days
of the week.

The foregoing questions raised by the
complaints warrant an investigation of
the proposed excursion fare. These
questions are similar to those under in-
vestigation In the Matter of Excursion
Fares Proposed by Pacific Air Lines, Inc.,
Docket 10976, instituted by Order E-
14614 of November 5, 1959, and should
be consolidated with the investigation
ordered herein. However, the allegations
of unlawfulness of the proposed fare and
the potential impact upon the competi-
tors of Pacific do not, in our opinion,
warrant suspension pending investiga-
tion.

The Board finds that its action herein
is necessary and appropriate in order to
carry out the provisions and objectives
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
particularly sections 204(a), 403, 404,
and 1002 thereof.

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. An investigation is instituted to de-
fermine whether the excursion fare and
provisions between Burbank, California
and Las Vegas, Nevada, appearing in
Pacific Air Lines, Inc.’s tariff C.AB. 3,
including subsequent revisions or modi-
fications thereof, are or will be unjust,
unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory,
unduly preferential, unduly prejudicial,
or otherwise unlawful, and if found to
be unlawful, to determine and prescribe
the lawful fare and provisions.

2. The proceeding ordered herein be
consolidated into the proceeding ordered
in Docket 10976.

3. The proceeding ordered herein be
assigned for hearing before an examiner
of the Board at a time and place here-
after to be designated.

4. The complaints of Trans World
Airlines, Ine. in Docket 11157 and of
United Air Lines, Inc., in Docket 11156,
to the extent each requests investigation
of the proposed fare and provisions, are
consolidated herein. In all other par-
ticulars such complaints are dismissed.

5. Copies of this order be served upon
Pacific Air Lines, Inc., Trans World Air-
lines, Inc., and United Air Lines, Inc.,
which are hereby made parties to this
proceeding. 'This order shall also be
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEaL] MaBEL McCaRT,
Acting Secretary.

[{F.R. Doc. 60-2163; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

[Docket 10064]
WEST COAST AIRLINES, INC.
Notice of Prehearing Conference

In the matter of the renewal of West
Coast Airlines’ temporary intermediate
points.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
the provisions of the Federal Aviation

NOTICES

Act of 1958, that a prehearing confer-
ence in the above-entitled proceeding is
assigned to be held on March 31, 1960,
at 10:00 a.m,, es.t.,, in Room 725, Uni-
versal Building, Connecticut and Florida
Avenues NW., Washington, D.C., before
Examiner Thomas L. Wrenn,

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 2,
1960.

[SEAL} FraNcIs W. BROWN,

Chief Ezaminer,

[FR. Doc. 60-2164; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

[Docket 111261
AEROVIAS ECUATORIANAS, C.A.
Notice of Hearing

In the matter of Aerovias Ecuatorianas,
C.A., permit cancellation case.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, that hearing in the above-entitled
proceeding is assigned to be held on
March 22, 1960, at 10:00 a.m., es.t., in
Room 701, Universal Building, Connecti-
cut and Florida Avenues NW., Washing-
ton, D.C., before Examiner Curtis C.
Henderson.

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 2,
1960.

{SEAL] Francis W. BROWN,
Chief Ezaminer.
[F.R. Doc. 60-2165; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

[Docket 10930]

MODERN AIR TRANSPORT, INC., AND
JOHN P. BECKER ENFORCEMENT
PROCEEDING

Notice of Oral Argument

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act
of 1958, that oral argument in the above-
entitled proceeding is assigned to be
held on March 23, 1960, at 10:00 a.m.,
e.s.t., in Room 1027, Universal Building,
Connecticut and Florida Avenues NW.,
Washington, D.C., before the Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 2,
1960.

[sEAL] FraNCIS W. BROWN,
Chief Examiner.
{F.R. Doc. 60-2166; Filed, Mar. 8, 1960;
8:48 a.m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 13385, FCC 60M-420]
ANTENNAVISION SERVICE CO., INC.

Order Continuing Hearing

In re applications of Antennavision
Service Company, In¢., Phoenix, Arizona,
Docket No. 13385; for construction per-
mit for new fixed radio station at Oat-
man Mountain, Arizona, File No. 2984~
C1-P-59 (KPK30) ; for construction per-

mit for new fixed radio station at Tele-
graph Pass, Arizona, File No. 2985-C1-~
P-59 (KPK31).

The Hearing' Examiner having under
consideration a change in the date for
commencement of hearing;

It appearing that a pre