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Monday-
May 7, 1979

Highlights

Telecommunications Device for the Deaf—Office of the
Federal Register provides a new service for deaf or speech
impaired persons who need information about documents
published in the Federal Register. See the Reader Aids
section for the telephone listing. -

26798, Antl-Crime Program HUD announces competition
26801 among Public Housing Agencies to prepare program
proposals; (2 documents)

Community Action Pragrams CSA revises
income poverty guidelines; effective 6-6-79

26745

26769 Hospital Revisw HEW/HCFA proposes new

methed of reimbursement for review of hospital

care conducled under authority of Professional

. Standards Review Organizations; comments by
7-6-79

26740 Oll and Bulk Hazardous Material Tankers DOT/

CG amends safety rules to require cerfain tankers fo
be equipped with a dual radar system; effective
6-1-79 ‘

26748 Busliness Loan SBA proposes to clarify when to
permit two related companies o borrow funds to

benefit both companies; comments by 7-6-79

CONTINUED INSIDE
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FEDERAL REGISTER Pubhshed daily, Monday through Friday, _
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays),
by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and
Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington,
D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as
amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15) and the regulations of the
Administrative Committee of the Federal Register {1 CFR Ch. I).
Distribution is made only by the Superintendent-of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making - |
available to the public regulations and legal notices issued by
Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and
Executive Orders and Federal agency documents having general
applicability and legal effect, documents required to be -
published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public
inspection in the-Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the
issuing agency.

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail fo subscribers,
free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payable in
advance. The charge for individual copies of 75 cents for each
igsue, or 75 cents for edch group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Pnntmg Ofﬁce.
Washington, D.C. 20402, ;

There are no restrictions on the republlcahon of matenal
appearing in the Federal Register.

Area Code 202-523-5240

26762

26731

26743

26750

26761

26835,

Service-Connected Dlsease or ln]ury VA
proposes rules which grant service connection for
disability; comments by 6-6-79

Milk USDA/CCC announces 1978-79 Price
Support; effective 4-1-79

Pesticide Program EPA/OPP establishes residue
tolerances for herbicide 4-amino-6-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-3-(methylthio)-1,2,4- triﬂZin-S(4H]
one; effective 5~7-79

Pesticide Program ' EPA/OPP proposes feed and
food additive tolerances for 4-amino-6-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-3-(methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4£)-
one; comments by 6-6-79

Improving Government Regulations Federal
Mediation and Conciliation Service publishes Semi-
Annual Agenda of Regulations Under Review and
Development

Sunshine Act Meetings
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Agricultural Marketing Service
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Melons grown in Tex.

Agriculture Department
See Agricultural Marketing Service; Commodity
Credit Corporation.

Air Force Department
RULES
Privacy Act; implementation; correction
NOTICES
Meetings: ’
Scientific Advisory Board

Army Department

See also Engineers Corps.

NOTICES

Armed Forces Discharge Review/Corrections
Boards reading room; operating procedures

Arts and Humanities, National Founda%on
PROPOSED RULES
Improving Government regulations:
Regulatory agenda
NOTICES
Meetings:
Humanities Panel

Child, International Year of the, 1979, National
Commission

NOTICES

Meetings

Civil Aeronautics Board

RULES

Interlocking relationships with commercial lending
institutions; prior approval; exemptions; extension
of expiration date

NOTICES

Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents)

Civil Rights Commission

NOTICES .

Meetings, State advisory committées:
Alaska
Massachusetts
‘Washington .

Coast Guard

" RULES

Navigation safety regulations:
Radar requirements for tankers of 10,000 gross
tons ‘or more .

Commerce Department

See also National Bureau of Standards; National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration; Travel
Service. )
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NOTICES
Committees; establishment, renewals, terminations.
etc.:
South Atlantic Fishery Management Council
Advisory Panel
Meetings:
Commerce Technical Advisory Board
Privacy Act; systems of records

Commodity Credit Corporation

RULES

Loan and purchase programs:
Milk

Community Services Administration
RULES
Community action programs:

Income poverty guidelines

" Consumer Product Safety Commission

NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act {11 documents)

Detense Department .
See Air Force Departicent; Armny Bepartment;
Engineers Corps.

Education Office

NOTICES

Meetings:
Developing Institotions Advisory Council -
Education of Disadvantaged Children National
Advisory Council; Iocation change

Energy Department
See also Federal Energy Regulatory Commission.
NOTICES
Consent orders: .

Exxon Co., US.A. .
Trespassing on Department property:

Rocky Flats plant site, Colo; correction

Engineers Corps

NOTICES

Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
IC\VE;.! to Stocktan portion. San Francisco Bay,

a .

Cotfonwood Creek project, Shasta and Tehama
Counties, Calif.
Sacramento River Deep Water Ship Channel,
Yolo, Solano, and Contra Costa Counties, Calif’

Environmental Protection Agency
RULES
Air quality implementation plans; approval and
promulgation; various States, elc.:

Louisiana; correction
Air quality implementation plans; delayed
compliance orders:

Alabama
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26742, Maine (2 documents) . . ‘ Federal Communications Commission
26743 . - PROPOSED RULES
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw agricultural Radio broadcasting:
commodities; tolerances and exemptions, etc.: . 26772 Educational FM broade’ast stations.
26743 4-Amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-(methylthio)- . . noncommercial; minimum operating schedule;
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) Air quality 1mplementat10n plans; approval and ° - NOTICES
: promulgation; various States, etc ‘ 26794 EDP examination, scheduling,-and report filing:
26765 Illinois S policy statement
26763 Nevada -
Air quality implementation plans; delayed . Federal Election Commission ,
, compliance orders ) RULES .
26767  Maine © 26733 Presidential election campaign fund and primary
26767,  Wyoming (2 documents) T matching fund; announcement of effective date
26768 ’ - ) NOTICES
Pesticides; tolerances in animel feeds and human © 26838 Meetings; Sunshine Act
food: ) ) :
26750  4-Amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-(methylthio)- 5 Federal Emergency Management Agency
1,2,4- tnazm—5(4H) -one PROPOSED RULES
NOTICES - " . 'Flood elevation determinations:
Air pollution; amblent air monitoring reference and 26761 Michigan -
equivalent methods applications, etc.: 126752, _ Pennsylvania (6 documents)
26792 Bendix model 8101-B oxides of nitrogen analyzer 26756 <.
Pesticide applicator certification and interim 26751, Tennessee (4 documents)
certification; State plans: . ) 26754 -
26791 Kentucky © . 26756 - Texas
" Pesticide registration, cancellation, etc.: '+ 26757 Vermont
26794 - }21 +4,5-T and Silvex; objections and request for 26760 Wisconsin (2 documents)
earing . :

Pesticides; experimental use permit apphcatlons .
26793 Chlorothaloml
'26793 ' 1-(8-Methoxy-4, 8-d1methyl-nonyl)-4~(1—

" Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
NOTICES.
Hearings, etc.:

.. methylethyl) benzene, etc. - " 26786 Central 1lli Public Service C
26793 2-(1,3;3-Trimethyluredio)-1,3, 4-th1adrazole 5-N N- 26786 C:gtr:l L;E;fna El:z?:tne:: Cge o
dimethyl.sulfonamide 26786 Consumers Power Co.
- Pesticides; tolerances in animal feeds and human 26786 Equltable Gas Co.
food: : © 26788  Ohio Power Co.
26794 Dow Chemical et al. _ . . 26788  Pacific Power & Light Co.
. . -+ 26788 Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co.
Environmental Quality Council . . 26789 Upper Peninsula Power Co.
NOTICES 26789 West Penn Power Co.
26781 National Environmental Pohcy Act; availability of © 26789 Western Gas Interstate Co.
progress report on agency implementing procedures . Meetings:
. 26790 Revision of Rules of Practice and Procedure
Federal Aviation Administr tion ’ Advisory Committee
RULES ‘0 ministra . : 26838- Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents)
Air camers certlﬁcatlon and operatlon 26839 N 1 Gas Poli £
26737 Air taxi and commercial operators, etc.; ‘ y atural Gas Policy Act of 1978:

26785, Jurisdictional agency determmahons (2

-regulatory review amendments - - . 26787 documents)

Airworthiness directives: ~
26734 ©  AVCO Lycommg

26734  Canhadair . .. A . : Federal Home Loan Bank Board
26735  Piper (2 documents) ‘ , - NOTICES . .
26736, Transition areas (3 documents)’ ‘ . 26839  Meetings; Sunshine Act’ -
26737 . - T
- PROPOSED RULES ST Federal Insurance Administration
26749 Control area and restricted areas; correction’ See Federal Emergency Management Agency.
26748 VOR Federal airways ’ .
NOTICES
Meetings:

26823 Airspace, mformal various au'ports o
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26795

26839

26761

26746

26813

Federal Maritime Commission
NOTICES
Complaints filed:
Louis Dreyfus Corp. et al. v. Plaquemines Port,
Harbor and Terminal District; correction
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Federal Mediation and Conclliation Service

PROPOSED RULES -

Improving Government regulations:
Regulatory agenda

Fish and Wildlife Service

RULES

Public entry and use:
Cabeza Prieta National Wildlife Refuge, Anz.. et
al.; correction

NOTICES

Endangered and threatened species permits;

26814 applications {4 documents)

26813

26795

26796

26769

26798,

26801

26745

26823

26744

Marine mammal permits; applications

General Accounting Office
NOTICES
Regulatory reports review; proposals, approvals,

' etc. (FCC)

General Services Administration
NOTICES
Privacy Act; systems of records

Health, Education, and Welfare Department

See Educatxon Office; Health Care Financing
Administration; Human Development Services
Office.

Health Care Financing Administration

PROPOSED RULES

Professional standards review:
Hospital review activities financing

' Housing and Urban Development Department

See also Federal Insurance Administration.
NOTICES

Urban initiatives anti-crime program; preliminary
applications (2 documents)

Human Development Services Office
RULES
Deletion of obsolete CFR Parts

Immigration and Refugee Policy, Select
Commission

NOTICES

Meetings

Indian Affairs Bureau
RULES
Contracting officer positions; designation

Interior Department

See Fish and Wildlife Service; Indian Affairs
Bureau; Land Management Bureau; Reclamation
Bureau. .

26823,
26827
26827

26782,
26814

26811,
26812

26810
26811
26810

26814

26818

26772

26814

26779

26747

26779

Interstate Commerce Commission
NOTICES
Motor carriers:
Permanent authority applications (2 documents}

Permanent authority applications; correction (2
documents)

Justice Department

NOTICES

Committees; establishment, renewals, terminations.
etc.; Role of Courts Council

Land Management Bureau

NOTICES

Applications, etc.:
Wyoming {5 documents)

Motor vehicles, off-road. elc.; area closures:
Oregon

Outer Continental Shelf
Oil and gas lease sales; North Atlantxc;
correction
Oil and gas leasing; Bering Sea-Norton Sound;
nominations and requests for comments;
correction

Legal Services Corporation
NOTICES
Grants and contracts; applications

Management and Budget Office
NOTICES
Agency forms under review

Materials Transportation Bureau
PROPOSED RULES
Hazardous materials:
Explosives Bureau; authority delegations
withdrawal

Natlonal Aeronautics and Space Administration
NOTICES
Meetings:

Aeronautics Advisory Commmee

National Bureau of Standards
NOTICES
Voluntary product standards:
Hinged interior wood door units; withdrawn

National Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration

RULES .

Fishery conservation and managemem.
Salmon fisheries, commercial and recreational,
off Wash., Oreg., and Calif;; interim emergency
regulatxon. correction

NOTICES

Meetings: .
South Atlantic Fishery Management Council
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VI
National Science Foundation - Treasury Department
NOTICES ' NOTICES
, - Meetings: - Notes, Treasury:
26815 Policy Research and Analysis and Science 26823 A-1989 series
Resources Studies Advisory Committee; change :
in date .. World Hunger, Presldentlal Commission On
Nuclear Regutatory Commission . ¢ NOTICES )
NOTI(l:ES / 268?9 Meetings -
Applications, etc.: - ’
26816 %)ommonwealth Edison Co. Veterans Administration
26817  Nebraska Public Power District PROPOSED RULES .
26817 Wisconsin Public Service Corp. . Atdjudlcatlon; pensions, compensation, dependency,
- etcs
ggg?g g:g}:fj;ysgﬂfggelgﬁzme and availability 26762  Service cornection disability; proximate results,
Rulemaking petitions: secondary conditions
26817  Taplin, George V., M.D. Vocational rehabilitation and education:
26763,  Education courses not leading to & standard
Overseas Private Investment Corporation - - college degree; approval
NOTICES ' )
26839 Meetings; Sunshine Act .
Parole Commission . -
NOTICES ‘ - MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE
26840 Meetings; Sunshine Act - el
Reciamation.Bureau CIVIL RIGHTS COMM[SSION ‘
NOTICES ) 26779 Alaska Advisory Committee, §-25-79
. 26812 Hildalgo'County Water Improvement District No. 2, =~ -26779 Massachusetts Advisory Committee, 5~23-79
Tex.; contract negotiations
26812 Pioneer Water Co., Calif;; contract negohatxons ‘COMMERCE DE.PARTMENT )
26812 Santiam Water Control District, Oreg; contract National Oceanic and Atmospheric
negotiations Administration—
26779 South Atlantic Fishery Management Council,
Role of Courts COunciI ; Scientific and Statistical Committee, and Billfish
Norices’ Advisory Subpanel, 5-16 through 5-18-79
26814 Meeting on role of courts n fields of antltrust. Office of the Secretary—
torts, and decedents’ estates 26780 Commerce Technical Advisory Board, 5-31 and 6~
Securities and Exch s . 179
nsf:sntles and Exchange Commission United States Travel Service—
 Interpretative releases: . ot 26781 Travel Advisory Board, 5-17-79
267?9, Debt securities; offermgs pursuant to trust . ’ DEFENSE 'DEPARTMENT .
indentures Air F
NOTICES orce Department— .
Hearings, etc.: 26783 USAF Scientific Advisory Board,‘Aeronnutics
26823 H.R. l:lO Retirement Plan of Schnader. Hamson, Panel, 5-23 and 5-24-79
Segal & Lewis . -
26820 Jersey Central Power & nght Co. ENERGY DEPARTMENT -
26822  Rogers & Wells Profit-Sharing Plan Federal Energy Regulatory Commission-~
26840 Meetings; Sunshine Act ) 26790 Advisory Committee on Revision of Rules of
Sélf-regulatory organizations; proposed rule Practice and Procedure, Subcommittee on Ex Parte
changes: and Separation of Functions, 5-15-79
26819  American Stock Exchange, Inc., et.al. ’ .
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE
26821  ‘Midwest Stock Exchange, Inc. DEPARTMENT
Small Business Administration .- Education Office—
PROPOSED RULES 26798 Advisory Council on Developing Institutions,
Business loans: ' - Subcommittee on Annual Report, 5-23-79
26748 Related companies; eligibility .
. NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
Transportation Department ADMINISTRATION '
See Coast Guard; Federal Aviation Administration; =~ | NAC Aeronautics Advisory Committee—
Materials Transportation Bureau. - 26814 Informal Ad Hoc Advisory Subcommittee on
. . Operating Systems and Safety, 5-30 and 5-31-79
Travel Service
NOTICES NATIONAL COMMISSION ON THE
: Meetings: INTERNATIONAL. YEAR OF THE CHILD, 1979
26781 Travel Advisory Board - 26815 Various meetings, May 1979
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VII

26815

26815

26814

26823

26823

N&TIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE HUMANITIES
Humanities Panel, May and June 1979

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Policy Research and Analysis and Science
Resources Studies Advisory Committee, 5-10 and
5-11-79

ROLE OF COURTS COUNCIL
First meeting since establishment, 5-18-79

SELECT COMMISSION ON IMMIGRATION AND

- REFUGEE POLICY

Meeting, 5-22-79

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Federal Aviation’ Administration—
Airspace meeting, 5-31-79

CANCELLED MéETlNGS'

26819

PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON WORLD
HUNGER

Domestic, Agriculture Policy, Consumer and
Nutrition, and the International Policy
Subcommittees, 5-8 and 5-18-79

CHANGED MEETINGS

26779

26798

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION
Washington Advisory Committee

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

Education Office—

National Advisory Council on the Education of
Disadvantaged Children, 5-17 through 5-19-79
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Federal Register
Vol. 44, No. 89
Monday, May 7. 1879

Thiis section -of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains gegulatory documents thaving
general apglicability :and -legal effect, -most
of which are keyed do .and codified -in
the Code .of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44
U.S.C. 1510.

The Code -of -‘Federal ‘Regulations ‘s -sold
by the *Superintendent of Documents.
Prices «of mew :books .are disted .in the
first FEDERAL -REGISTER dssue .of each
smonth.

DEPARTMENT-OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
~ 7 GFRPart 979

Melons Grown.in-South Texas,
Expenses and Rate pf.Assessment

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Finatrule.

summagy: This regulation authorizes
expenses for the functioning of the
South Texas Melon Committee. It will
enable the committee to-collect
assessments from first handlers on.all
assessable melons and to use the

- resulfing Tunds Yor its-expenses.

"EFFECTIVE DATE: May 7, 1976.

FOR-FURTHER'INFORMATION CONTACT:
CharlesR. Brader, Acfing Director, Fruit
and Vegetable Bivision, AMS, U5,
Department-of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C.20250. Telephoner 202-447-4722.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Findings.
Pursuant to ing Order No. 979 {44
FR 22038} regulating the handling of
melons grown in South Texas, elfective
under the Agricultural Marketing

" Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601-674), and upon the basis of
the recommendations.and information

submitted by the committee, established '

under the marketing order, and upon
other information, it is found that the
expenses and rate of assessment, as
hereinafter provided, will tend to
effectuafe the declared policy of the act.
The budget.and rate of assessment

have not been determined significant

- under USDA criteria for implementing
Executive Order 12044, They shonld be
approved as soon as possible because
the committee’s initial fiscal period
beganMay 1, 1979, and the.order
requires that the rate of assessment for

a particularfiscal period-shall apply to
all assessable melonshandled from the
‘beginning.of such period. Handlers and
other interested persons offered no
disagreement when given an opportunity
‘to submit information and views on the
expenses and assessment rate at three
openmeefings of the committee. It is
Tecessary to effectuate the declared
purposes .of the act to make these
provisions effective as specified.

Part 97915 amended by adding a new
3979.201 as follows:

§979.201 Expenses:andsate of
assessment.

{a) The reasonable expenses that are
likely to be incurred:during the fiscal
period ending.April 30, 1980, by the
South Texas Melon Committee for its
Jdintenance and functioning-and for
such:other purposes:as the Secretary
:maydetermine do be appropriate will
amonnt 40596,150.

(b) The rate-of assessment to be paid
by each:handler in.accordance with this
part shall be one and-one half cents
{50.015) per-40-pound container or
equivalent«quantity, of melons handled
by him as the first handler thereof
«during the fiscal period.

"(€}Vnexpended income in excess of
expenses for 1he fiscal period may'be
carried overas:areserve,

{(d) Termsused in this-seclion have
the same meaning:as when used in the
marketing agreementand this part.
(Secs. 1-19,-48°5tat. 81, as amended; (7 US.C,
$01-674))

Dated: May 2,1879.

D.S-Karylodd,

Acting Deputy Dirpoter, Frult oad Vipetabls Divisioz, Agi-
culturol Morksting Service.

{FR Doc. 79-14141 Filed 5-4-72; B ax)

BILLING CODE 3410-02-4

~ Commodity Credit Corporation

7 CFR Part 1430

Milk, 1978-1979 Price Support

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation
{CCQC), USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

“SUMMARY: Pursuant {0 the Food and

Agriculture Act-of 1977, end based on
the 9.0 parcent increase in the parity
index from October 1, 1978, to April 1,
1979, -the support price aas increased
from§9.64 per hundredweight 10 $10.51,

effective April 1, 1879. The.ammounced
price is for miltk <ontaining 3.5 percent
milkfat. This priceis-equivalent to $10.76
for milk containing 3:87 percent mitkfat.

The whey solids-not-fat value used in
calculating the CCC purchase price for
cheese was reduced from 15102 cents.
perhundredweightto reflect.estimates
of lowermarket prices of whey products
-during the last half of the marketing
year. .

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 1,1979.

ADDRESSES: Procurement and Sales
Division, ASCS, USDA, 5741 South
Building, P.O. Box 2415, Washingtan,
D.C.:20013.

FOR FURTHER JNFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald E. Friedly, Agricultural
Economist, Dairy Branch; Procurement
and Sales Division, Agricultural
Stabilization.and Gonservation Service,
U.S.Depariment of Agriculture, 5741
South Building, P.O. Box 2415,
Washington, D.C.. 20013, {202-447-3571).
SUPPLEMENTARY IRFORMATION: Section
201-of the Agricultural Act-of 1949, as
;amended by the Food and Agriculture
Act.0f 1877, requiires that the price-of
milk be adjusted atmidyeartozeflect
any-estimated change in the parity index
(index of prices paid by farmers,
interest, taxes and wage rates)during
the first six months of the marketing
year.In {hat regard, as published in the
March 30,1979 “Agricultural Prices™
report, the parity index increased 9.0
:percent between Qctober 1, 1978, the
beginning of the markeling year, and
April 1, 1979.

On January 25,1979, a notice was .
published in the Federal Register {44 FR
5147) inviting comments concerning the
semiannual adjustmentin the support
price for milk and the prices-and terms
of purchase by.CCC of butter, cheese,
and nonfat dry milk. On Febraary 1, a
similar notice was also issuedin a
USDA press release,

Discussion of Comments

The Department recetved 79 written
comments from dairy farmers, dairy
coaperatives and assodiations, general
farm organizations, dairy product
manufacturers, consumers and their
advocacy groups, and.other farm-
interested persons.and organizations.
Twenty-five.comments includad
recommendations ta Increasethe
support price. Of these, 5 commenters
recommended a level of support at 80
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percent of parity, three at 90 percent of
parity, and two at 100 percent of parity.
Five commenters recommended an .
increase without specifying the amount.
Eight commenters were against a .
support price increase. The
recommendations of the 17 dairy farmer
cooperatives and associations who
responded, are summarized as follows:
Twelve for increasing the manufacturing
margins used in calculating CCC'’s
purchase prices, six for maintaining
CCC's sales prices of dairy products for
unrestricted use at no less than' 110 -~ .
‘percent of their current purchase prices,
five for purchasing process cheese at an
announced price, six that purchase
prices to butter-nonfat dry milk
manufacturers and cheese
manufacturers be increased by equal
amounts per hundredweight of milk,
eight for allocating half of the support

. price increase for milk to the purchase
prices of butter and half t6 nonfat dry
milk; and nine that CCC reduce the
value for whey in calculating the
purchase price for cheese (two of these
were for elimination of the whey value),
and three that CCC establish a higher
butter price at terminal markets on the
west coast. Recommendations were
received from 27 consumers and one
consumer advocacy group concerning
the level of support: Two recommended
an’increase in the support price, three
were against increasing the support
price and 21 were in favor of eliminating
the program, .

Support Price Adjustment

The parity index was 757 on October
1, 1978, and 825 on April 1, 1978. Thus,
the support price for milk was increased
9.0 percent to $10.51 per hundredweight
effective April 1, 1978. ’ o

The results of the semiannual support
price adjustment were described in a
USDA press release. The latest
avajlable statistics of the Federal

» Government were used 'in making
determinations under this rule.

Most of the cooperative associations -
recommended that the support.price be -
increased to 80 percent of parity as of
April 1. This would have raised the
support price to $10.81 per
hundredweight. The support price was
set at $10.51, the legal minimum because
it minimizes the inflationary impact on
the nation's economy, and the resulting
87-cent increase in the support price is
estimated to be sufficient to assure an
adequate supply of milk for'both the
short and long term, Any larger increase
in the support price would add to
inflationary pressures, encourage

- surplus milk production and discourage
consumption, - o : -

* Manufacturing Margins

The manufacturing margins used in
calculating the CCC purchase prices for
dairy products are designed to reflect _.
the average:cost of manufacturing butter
and nonfat dry milk on one hand, and
that of cheese, on the other. The level of
the purchase prices should be such that
manufacturers as a group will be able to
pay producers the announced support
price for mitk. If average manufacturing
costs exceed the manufacturing margins,
dairy plants on the average would not
realize enough revenue over costs to pay
the support price to farmers when
market prices of dairy products are at or
near CCC's purchase price levels.

The manufacturing margins were last
increased on April 1, 1978. These same
margins were continued for April- ’
September 1979 because any increase
would have.tended to be inflationary.
Average prices received by producers
were within three cents per ’
hundredweight of the support price in
June 1978, the last month in which CCC
purchased all three dairy products
during the entire month. Average prices
received by producers in March 1979.
were within three cents of the new
support price and dairy product prices
were near the new CCC purchase price
levels. Therefore, there will be no lag in
reaching the support prig:é which
normally occurs when the support price
is raised to a level over prices received
by producers during the period before
the increase. It is expected that the
average prices received by producers
during April-September 1979 will be at
least equal to the support price.

Adjustment of manufacturing margins
will again be considered at the' © -
beginning of the 1979-80 marketing year.

Relative Increases in the CCC Purchase
Prices for Butter and Nonfat Dry Milk

Since nonfat dry milk and butter are
made from the same whole milk, )
manufacturers must receive enough ,
revenue from the sale of both products
to pay a given price for milk to
producers. In the past several years, the
price support increases have been
divided equally per hundredweight of
milk between butter and nonfat dry
milk, based on the yield of each product
from 100 pounds of whole milk. CCC
purchase prices apparently were in”
about the proper relationship to each
other in the year beginning October 1,
1978, since CCC purchased quantities of
fat-and nonfat solids contained in the -
dairy products roughly in proportion to
their respective production. During the
1977-78 marketing year, CCC'’s nonfat
‘dry milk purchases increased relative to

butter purchases, which may indicate
that this price relationship may have
been somewhat out of line, Howevar,
CCC's butter outlets are limited and
butter purchased in excess of domestic
donation requirements might eventually
have to be converted into butteroil (a
costly operation) before it could be "
donated abroad under Pub. L. 480,
The support increase on April 1, 1979,
was divided equally between the two
products, This action should not
encourage abrupt changes in
consumption production, and CCC
removal patterns for these products.
Any sharp changes could result in
serious disposal and inventory problem
for CCC. ,
Allocating a greater increase to the
purchase price of nonfat dry milk would
result in reduced consumption of solids-
not-fat in fluid milk,'nonfat dry milk and
other dairy products, thereby resultin%
in greater production of nonfat dry milk,
increased sales to CCC, and additions to
CCC's large inventory of nonfat dry
milk, The further increases in the rotail
prices of low fat and skim milk, low fat
dairy products, and cottage cheese
would impact substantially on
consumers. Low fat and skim milk sales

" now comprise about 38 percent of fluid

milk sales in Federal milk orders
(compared to only 17 percent 10 yoars
ago). Cottage cheese and ice milk
consumption has increased 13-14
percent in the past 10 years.

Allocating a greater increase to the
purchase price of butter would result in
sharp price increases in butter prices
and for high butterfat items such as ico

¢

. cream., It would substantially increase

butter purchases by CCC, a product for
which CCC's outlets are limited. Also, it
could be more costly for'CCC to dispose
of surplus butter than nonfat dry milk
because butter purchased in excess of .
domestic donation requirements might
eventually have to be converted into
butteroil before it could be donated
abroad under Pub. L. 480. o

Whey Value o

In October 1976-March 1979, the CCC
puschase price for cheese was 1.5 cents
per pound less than it otherwise would
have been because it was expected that
strong demand and increased market
prices for whey would result in a return
over costs equal to about 1.5 cents for
each pound of cheese manufactured.

In the last six months, the average
market price for dried whey has
declined from 14 to about 10 cents per
pound. Stocks of whey products are up .
sharply and cheese manufacturers are
expected to realize a return over costs
equal to about 0.25 cent for each pound
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ofcheese manufactured during April-
September 1979, -

CCC Purchase Price for Butter at West
Coast Terminal Markets =

Thebatter differential pricing system
was established to conform to
commercial practice as:much.as
possible. Theé rationale is to encourage
commercial movement.of butter from the
surplus areas toward the deficit areas.

The major surplus area for dairy
products is in'the upper midwest.and
butternot purchased by:CCC moves
Jrom there to meet.commercial needs—
mastly to the'South and the heavy
populated East. Beginning abont a
decade ago, a surplus area developed in
the West, -.and several west coast Pprice
adjustments have been'madeto keep the

. ;butterin.commercial-channels as much

as possible and to keep price support
purchases by:CCC as close to the points
of production as possible. To set-a.CCC
purchase price at west coast terminal
markets higher than at locations in the
surrounding area could encourage
movement of butter to-terminal markets
in excess:of commercial needs. This in
turn would result insales +o CCC at the
higher terminal market purghase prices.

Thus, it would encourage unnecessary
and uneconomic movement of butter.

Terminating tke Program

The Secretary is required by law (7
U.5.C."1246) to support the price of milk
and to adjust the support price to reflect
changes in the party index. Comments
-that the programbe terminated were not
considered {or that reason.

Finadl Rule

Based on the $10.51 support pﬁce,
paragraphs{a}(1), {b)(1} and (b)(2) of 7

" CFR143D.282 are revised 1o read as

follows:

§ 1430.282 'Price support program for
ik,

{a)(1) Thegeneral fevel of prices to
producers for milk-will be supported
from April 1 through September 30, 1978,
at'$10.51 per bundredweight for
manufacturing milk, subject to
adjustment as provided for by law.

* E ) » L -

1b) {1} Commodity Credit Corporation
will consideroHers of butter, Cheddar
<heese, and nonfat dry milk in bulk
containers meeting specifications in the
announcements at the Tollowing prices:

+{indotlars per pound)
Frodxxed  Procssed on
Commodity end location beioce or afier
. Ape.1,1079  Ape 1, 1679,
Chasdar-Cheese: Stendard , 378-39.0%:4
-4D-pound. blods.UiS.Gmde-a.nrlrgher 106 116
500, pounds in fberbarrels, U.S.Exira Grade 2 1.3 143
Nogfat Dry Mk, Spray Process, U.S. Extra.Grade: 3
Unfortisied : a31s 9
Fortified (Vitamins A & D) 35 8035
Buller: LS. Grade A ordiigher: +
*New Yom.'N.Y and Jersey'City, Newark and‘Semucus. New Jersey. 1135 124

1The price per pound for cheese which tontains fessthan 37.8pcreem molcturo shall be a8 specihed in Form ASCS-159,

Copies are avaable in offices, fistedin.{a)4).”
2Also jnciudes granular cheese.

33f-upon inspection-bags do not fiMy comply with specifications, the price poid will be cuticet to 8 discount of 50 cent {35

-cert) per pound of nonfat dry mik.

(2)-Offers to sell butter at any location
for which a price is not specifically
provided Yor in this section-will be
considered at the pricesetforth in this
section for New York City, Jess 80
percent of the lowestpublished
domestic railroad through freight rate
or frozen butter per pound gross weight
for a'60,000 pound carlot, in effect.at the
beginning of the 1978-79 marketing year
(October 1), Trom such other point to
New York City. The minimum price at
- any location shall bethe price at New
York City minus 235 cents per pound.
Bulk butter.offered in the area.consisting
of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Massachusetis, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey,

Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary]anél. and
Virginia, must have been produced in
such states. Butter produced elsewhere
is ineligible for offering to CCC in such
states.

{Sec. 201, 401, Pub. L.-439, 815t.Cong.,-63 Stat.
1052, 1054, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1446, 1421);
secs. 4 and 5, Pub. L. 806, 80th Cong., 62 Stat.
1070, 1072, as.amended (15 U.S.C.714 b and
<)}

Note.—A Finsl Impact Statement is
available from Donald £ Friedly, Agricultural
Economist, Dairy Branch, Procurement and
Sales Division, Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service, US, Department.of
Agriculture, 5741 South Building, P.0. Box
2415, Washington, D.C. 20013, (202-447-3571).

Note.—This regulationhas been
determined not sgnificant under the USDA
«riteria implementing Executive Order 12044.

ngned al Washington, D.C., on April 30,
1979.

Ray Fitrgerald,

Executive Vice Fresfdont C dity Credit Corporotior
[FR Doe. 70-14139 Fiiod 479,45 am]

BILLING CODE M10-05-M

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
11 CFR Part IX

Presidential Election Campeaign Fund;
Presidential Primary Matching Fund

AGENCY: Federal Election Commission.

AcTioN: Final rule: Announcement of
Effective Date and Deletion of Existing
Regulations.

SUMMARY: On Wednesday, April 4, 1979,
{44 FR 20338-20348]) the Commissian
published the text of revised regulations
1o implement the Presidential -Primary
Matching Fund which were submitted to

- Congress on February 16, 1979, pursuant -

to 26 U.S.C. 9039(c}.-Corrections were
published on Friday, April 13, 1979 (44
FR 22407), and Moaday, April 30,1979
(44 FR 25193).

The revised regulations supercede the

regulations presently in 11 CFR, Chapter -

1, Subchapter C, Parts 130 through 134.
The Commission annoances that the
revised regulations will become
effective.as of Monday, May 7, 1979, and
concurrently deletes existing regulations
appearing in 11 CFR, Chapter1,
Subchapter C.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Monday, May7,1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Patricia Ann Fiori, Assistant
General Counsel for Legislation and
Regulations, 1325 K Street, Northwest,
Washington, D.C. 20483 {202} 523—4143.
SUPPLEMENTARYNFORMATION: 26 US.C.
8039(c) requires that.any rule or
regulation prescribed by the
Commission to implement Chapter 96 of
‘Title 26, United States Code, be
transmitted to the Speaker of the House
of Representatives and the President of
the Senate prior to final promulgation. I
neither’House of Congress disapproves
of the regulations within 30 legislative
days after their transmittal, the
Commission may finally prescribe the
regulations in question. The revised
regulalions being made effective by this
announcement were transmitted to the
Congress on Fehruary 16,1979. Thirty
legislative days passed as of the close of
business May1,1979. g
“41-CFR-Chapter IX, Parts 9031
through 9038 {44 FR 20341-20348, as
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corrected at 44 FR 22407 and 44 FR
25193), are effective as of Monday, May
7,1979. Regulations presently appearing
_in11 CFR, Chapter1, Subchapter C, _
Parts 130 through 134, are hereby
deleted as of May 7, 1979.”

Dated: May 2, 1979.
]oan D. Alkens,
Chalfrman, Federal Election Commlssmn.
[FR Doc. 78-14201 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6715-01-M

p"H;v" ‘ IR

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTA;I'IO@
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

Airworthiness Directlves- AVCO
Lycoming

AGENCY: Federal Aviation - -
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a-
new airworthiness directive (AD)
applicable to Lycoming 0-360-E1A6D
and LO-360-E1A6D engines installed in
Piper PA—44 type airplanes. It requires
an inspection arid replacement where
necessary of the eight P/N LW38-275
engine mounting bracket attach bolts
system for correct torque. The purpose
of the requirement is to preclude failure
of the engine to aircraft mounting. This’
failure can lead to an unsafe condition. -

DATE: May 9, 1979. Comphance is>.
reqmred as set forth in the AD.

ADDRESSES: AVCO Lycoming. Serv1ce
Bulletins may be acquired from the
manufacturer at AVCO Lycoming =
. Division, lehamsport Pennsylvama
11701. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: E;’
. Manzi, Propulsion Section, AEA-214, .
‘Engineering and Manufacturing Branch‘.
" Federal Building, J.F.K. International -
Airport, Jamacia, New York 11430; Tel
212-995-2894,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 'I'here
had been reports of loose, broken and - -
mlssmg bolts on the subject-aircraft -
engines. The result has been severe

engine vibration and some unscheduled -

landings. The correction is to inspect
and retorque the bolts and replace
where necessary: This information was

the subject of an airmail dispatch to all -~

known owners of the subject alrplanes

Since this deficiency affects air safety, -

notice and public procedure heréon are
impractical and good cause exists for
making the rule effective in less than 30
days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, 39.13 of the Federal
Aviation Regulahons (14 CFR 39.13) i is
amended, by issuing a new -
airworthiness directive, as follows oy

AVCO Lycommg Applies to 0-360—E1A6D
Series engines, Serial Number L-101-77
through I.-347-77, L~352-77 and LO-
360—E1A6D Series engines, Serial
Number L-101-72 through L-319-72, L-
321-72 through 1-324-72, 1-326-72 ’
through L-339-72, L-341-72 through L~
348-72, L-350-72 installed in the Piper
Model PA—44 aircraft.

Compliance required before further flight,

- unless already accomplished, except that the

aircraft may be flown in accordance with
FAR 21.197 to a base where the inspection
can be performed.

To prevent loss of integrity of the engine to
aircraft mounting due to loosening of the

. engine mounting bracket attaching bolts,

inspect the eight part number LW38-2.75
mounting bolts for correct torque. Mounting
bolts found to be 200 mch-pounds or less of
torque when measured in the tightening
direction must be replaced and torqued to 360
inch-pounds. Those mounting bolts found to
be less than 360 inch-pounds but greater than
200 inch-pounds must be retorqued to 360

- inch-pounds.

Effective date: This amendmentis
effective May 9, 1979. . ;

{Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation *

- Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354{a),
" 1421, and-1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
- Transportation Act , 49 U.5.C. 1655(c); and 14
'CFR11.89)
. Issued m']'amalca. New York. on Apnl 25,
‘1979
Louis L. Cardinali,

. Acting Director, Eostern Evegt'dn.,

- {Docket No. 78-EA-121; Amdt. 39-3482]
[FR Doc. 76-13865 Filed 5-4-75; 6:45 am] -
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M -

’

'14CFR Part3g

Canadalr Aircraft; Alrworthiness

. Directives .

“AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts an”
airworthiness diréctive applicable to
Canadair CL~44D4 and CL-44] type
airplanes that involves the following
problems: (1) ﬁre-prooﬁng the fire
extmgulshmg system fittings in the
engine nacelles to enhance the
airworthiness of the system; (2) addmg a
-metal bracket to support the floatin -

~ outer ‘auxiliary fuel tanks so as to

preclude ¢ over-pressurizing the tank and,
(3) providing dram holes in the engine-

\

cowling area and altering scupper and

- fuel line draining to reduce the risk of

fire from oil accumulating in the engine
cowl areas. All of the foregoing items
are presently covered by AD's )
promulgated by Transport Canada.

DATE: May 9, 1979. Compliance is
required as set forthin the AD. =~

ADDRESSES: Canadair Service Bulleting
may be acquired from the manufacturer
at P.O. Box 6087, Montreal, Canada,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: F.
Covelli, Propulsion Section, AEA-214,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch,
Federal Building, J.F.K. International
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430; 'l’el
212-995-2894,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On pago
60174 of the Federal Register for
December 26, 1978, the FAA proposed a
rule to issue an AD applicable to
Canadair CL-44D4 and CL-44].
Interested parties were given time in
which to submit written data or views.
No comments were received,

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, and pursuant to the
autharity delegated to me by the
Administrator, Section 39.13 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR.
39.13) is amended, by adopting the AD
"as published.

Effective date: This amendment is

. effective May 9, 1979.
Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation

Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),.
1421, and 1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportnhon Act, 49 US.C. 1655(c) and 14
CFR11.89.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on April 25,
1979,
Louis J. Cardinali,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

Canadair: Applies to Models CL~44D4, uqd
CL-44] aircraft,

Compliance required within the next 1700
houirs in service and, if applicable, upon
application for U.S, registration and
airworthiness certification, after the effective
date of this AD unless already accomplished.

1} (Docket No. 78-EA-82)

In order to fireproof the engine fire
extinguishing system fittings in inbourd and
outboard nacelles, accomplish the following;

a, Wrap the fittings with asbestos tape and
then coat them with a suitable end dip as
described in Paragraphs "2" and “3" of
Canadair Service Bulletin No. CL-44D4-480,

. dated December 11, 1972, or an equivulont

alteration.

2) (Docket No. 76-EA-85) R

To minimize the chance of over-
pressurizing the outer auxiliary fuel tanks
during pressure refueling, and to eliminate
wear caused by possible interference
between float arm and valve casing,
accomplish the following:

a. Alter the modulator and shut-off pilot
valves by nveting a fabricated angle to the
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- float, re-identify them; te-identify the fuel
level control valve assembly; and .
functionally check the altered valves all in
accordance with the “Modification
Procedure™ of Canadair Service Bulletin No.
CL-44-485, dated April 5, 1978.

3) (Docket No. 78-EA-86)

In order to reduce the probability of
flammable fluid fires within the engine
cowling areas and reduce the risk of
damaging engine oil and fuel drain lines

_located on the engine bottom cowls,
accomplish the following:

a. Alter the engine cowling and drain lines.
in accordance with the “Maodification™
paragraph of Canadair Service Bulletin No.
CL-33D4-486 dated May 12, 1978, on an
equivalent alteration.

Any equivalent method of compliance must
be approved by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Eastern Region.
Upon request with substantiating data
submitted through an FAA Maintenance
Inspectdr, the compliance time may be
changed by the Chief, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Eastern Region.

The aircraft may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21.197 to a location where the AD
can be accomplished:

Compliance with this AD must be noted in
the lagbook of the aircraft by referencing the
AD number and the specific item complied
with: ex. AD 78-?-1 (2) if item {2) is being
accomplished.

[Duc]ket Nos. 78-EA-82; 78-EA-85; 78-EA-85 Amdt. No. 39-
3159 - .
[FR Doc. 73-13866 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
-Piper Aircraft; Airworthiness
Directives

“AGENCY: Federal Aviation -
Administration {FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule..

SUMMARY: This amendment amends
airworthiness directive AD 78-02-01
applicable to Piper PA-31T and PA-
31T1 type airplanes which requires an
inspection of the main landing gear
actuating cylinder rod and bearing
assembly and replacement of hollow
shank rods where found. The purpose of
the amendment is to add serial numbers
to AD 78-02-01 and revise the service
bulletin.

DATE: May 9, 1979, Compliance is
required as set forth in the AD.
ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletins may
be acquired from the manufacturer at
Piper Aircraft Corporation, 820 East
Bald Eagle Street, Lock Haven,
Pennsylvania 11745.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
K.Tunjian, Systems & Equipment
Section, AEA-213, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Building,

J.F.K. International Airport, Jamaica,

" New York 11430; Tel. 212-995-3372.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Since the
same air safety concern exists as for the
original AD, notice and public procedure
hereon are impractical and good cause
exists for making the rule effective in
less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment
- Accordingly, and pursuant to the

. authority delegated to me by the

Administrator, 39.13 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by amending AD 78-02-01, as
follows:

1. Delete the words “through 31T-
7720040" and insert in lieu thercof the
words “through 31T-7820077, and Model
PA-31T1 zirplanes, serial numbers 31T-
7804001 through 31T-780-4006".

2, Delete the words “No. 570, dated
June 22, 1977," from paragraph (2), and
insert in lieu thereof the words “No.
57A, dated August 30, 1978." .

Effective date: This amendment is
effective May 8, 1979.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1058, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354{a),
1421, and 1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and 14
CFR 11.89.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on April 25,
1979.
Louls }. Cardinall,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,
[Docket No. 78-EA-106; Amdt. 39-3460)
[ER Doc. 78-13667 Filed 5—4-73; &45 am}
BILLING CODE 4910-13-14

14 CFR Part 39

Piper Aircraft; Airworthiness
Directives

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment amends
airworthiness direclive AD 78-12-06
applicable to Piper PA-31T and PA-~
31T1 type airplanes which required'a
check of the nose wheel. The purpose of
the amendment is to add an additional
acceptable replacement nose wheel
which will eliminate repeated
inspections.

DATE: May 9, 1979. Compliance is
required as set forth in the AD.
ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bullelins may
be acquired from the manufacturer at
Piper Aircraft Corporation, 820 East
Bald Eagle Street, Lock Haven
Pennsylvania 11745.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

K. Tunjian, Systems & Equipment

Section, AEA-213, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Building,
J.EX. International Airport, Jamaica,
New York 11430; Tel. 212-995-3372.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Since the
amendment is relieving in nature, notice
and public procedure hereon are
unnecessary and the rule may be made
effective in less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, § 39.13 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations {14 CFR 39.13} is
amended, by amending AD 78-12-06, as
follows: :

1. In sub-paragraph (a), after the
words “6 ply rating”, add *, or Piper P/N
551-782, B. F. Goodrich P/N 3-1076."

2. In sub-paragraph (c), before the
words "js installed”, add “or Piper P/N
551-782, B. F. Goodrich P/N 3-1076."

Effective date: This amendment is
effective May 9, 1979.

(Secs. 313(a). 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act 0f 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a).
1421, and 1423; Sec. 6{c), Department of
Transpoctation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1635{c}: and 14
CFR11.89)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on April 25,
1978.
Louls ]. Cardinali,
Actizg Director, Ecstern Reglon.
[Docket No. 78-EA-11% AmdL. 53-3461)
[FR Doc. 78-13868 Fited 5-3-79: 845 am}
BILLING CODE 4310-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

Designation of Federal Airways, Area
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace, and
Reporting Points; Alteration of
Transition Area, Chester, South
Carolina

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

JACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule alters the Chester,
South Carolina, Transition Area and
lowers the base of controlled airspace
north of the Chester Municipal Airport
from 1200 to 700 feet AGL. A new public
use instrument approach procedure,
NDB RWY 17, has been developed and
the additional controlled airspace is
required to protect aircraft executing the
- approach procedure.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 30, 1979.
ADDRESS: Federal Aviation
Administration, Chief, Air Traffic
Division, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanfa,
Georgia 30320.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harlen D. Phillips, Airspace and
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Procedures Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,
Georgia 30320; telephone: 404-763-76486.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice -

of Proposed Rulemaking was published
in the Federal Register on Thursday,
March 1, 1979 (44 FR 11557}, which
proposed the alteration of the Chester,
South Carolina, Transition Area. No
objections were received from this ~
Notice. .

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, Subpart G, § 71.181 (44
FR 442) of Part 71 of the Federal -
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71) is. -
amended, effective 0901 GMT, May 30,
1979, by adding the following:

Chester, South Carolina

“. . . within three miles each slde of the
353° bearing from the Chester RBN (Latitude
34°46'56" N., Longitude 81°11°48” W.), from
the 7-mile radius area to 8.5 miles north of the
RBN ...* . ]

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1858, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec.
8(c) of the Department of Tmnsportanon Act
(49 US.C.1855(c]}.} .

Note.—The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this
. document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979).
Since this regulajory action involves an
established body of technical requirements
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparatxon ofa
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in East Point, Georgla. on April 25,
1978.

Phillip M. Swatek,
Director, Southern Region. .

[Atrspace Docket No. 78-SO-13]
{FR Doc. 78-13869 Pﬂed 5—4—79: 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4910~13-W

T g =

14 CFR Part 71

‘Designation of Federal Airways, Area "
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace, and
Reporting Points; Designation of
Transition Area, Lake Wales, Florida-

AGENCY: Federal Aviation -~
Administration (FAA], DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: A'publiq' use Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure has
been developed for the Lake Wales
Axrport and additional controlled
airspace is necessary for containment of
IFR operations. This rule will lower the
base of controlled airspace in the

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

wcmlty of the Lake Wales Airport from.
1,200 to 700 above ground.

. EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 GMT, june 14,

1979.

ADDRESS: Federal Aviation
Admmxstrahon, Chief, Air Traffic -
Division, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta.
Georgia 30320,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ronald T. Niklasson, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, Federal Aviation

- Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,

Georgia 30320; telephone. 404-763-7646.

SUPPLEMENTARV iNFORMATION' A Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking was published
in the Federal Register on Monday,
March 5, 1979 (44 FR 12045), which
proposed the designation of the Lake
Wales, Florida, transition area. No
objections were received from this
Notice.

Adoption of the Amendmept

Accordingly, Subpart G, § 71.181 {44
FR 442) of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CER 71} is
amended, éffective 0901 GMT, June 14,
1979, by adding the following:

Laké Wales, Florida 3

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5 mile

_ radius of the Lake Wales Municipal Alrport

(latitude 27°53'39"N., longitude 81°37'12"W.)
excluding that portion within the Lakeland,
Florida, transition area.”

. (Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of

1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a}} and Sec.

.6(c) of the Department of Transportation Act

(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Note.—The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this -

- document involves a regulation which is not

significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by-DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979).
Since this regulatory action involves an
established body of technical requitements
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
the anticipated impact is s0 minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in East Point, Georgia. on Apnl 25,
1979, .
Phillip M. Swatek,

. Director, Southetre Reglon:

[Afrspace Docket No.78-50-17]
[FR Doc. 78-13870 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am},

¢

14 CFR Part 71

Designation of Federal Alrways, Area
Low Routes, Controlled Airspace, and
Reporting Points; Designation of
Transition Area, Clayton, Alabama -

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration {FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule will designute the
Clayton, Alabama, Transition Ared and
will lower the base of controlled
airspace within a 6.5 mile radius of the
Clayton Municipal Airport from 1,200 to
700 feet AGL to accommodate
Instrument Flight Rule (IFR} operations.
A new public use instrument approuach
procedure has been developed for the
Clayton Municipal Airport, and the
additional controlled airspace is
required to protect aircraft conducting
Instrument Flight Rule (IFR) opemtlons.

EFFECTIVE DATE! June 14, 1979,

ADDRESS: Federal Aviation
Administration, Chief, Air Traific
Division, P.O. Box 20638, Atlanta,
Georgia 30320. , ‘

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William F. Herring, Airspace and
"Procedures Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,
Georgia 30320; telephone: 404-763-7640,.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notlce
of Proposed Rulemaking was published
in the Federal Register on Monday,

- March 19, 1979 (44 FR 16440), which

proposed the designation of the Clayton,
Alabama, transition area. No objections
were received from this notice.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, Subpart G, § 71181 (44
FR 442) of Part 71 of the Federal,
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71} is
amended, effective 0901 GMT, June 14,
1979, by adding the following:

Clayton, Alabama

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface withina 6.5 mile . |
radius of Clayton Municipal Airport (Latitude
31°53'00" N, Longllude 85°29'00” W.)

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Suc.
6(c} of the Department of Transporfation Adt
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).}

Note.—~The Federal Aviation
Administation has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, us
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policles and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979},
Since this regulatory action involves an
established body of technical requirements |
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
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the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on April 25,
1979.

" Phillip M. Swatek,

Director, Southern Region.

f{Airspace Docket No. 79-S0-16]

{FR Doc. 78-13871 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Parts 121 and 135

Domestic, Flag, and Supplemental Air
Carriers and Commercial Operators of
Large Aircraft and Air Taxi Operators
and Commercial Operators;
Miscellaneous Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTioN: Final rule.

SUMMARY: These amendments
accomplish clarifications and correct
certain minor omissions and
typographical errors noted in Regulatory
Review Program Amendment Nos. 121—
147 and Revision of Part 135. These
amendments are necessary to express
correctly the FAA's intended statement
of the rules. In addition, the compliance
date is extended for the instrument |
rating requirement applicable to pilots in
command of aircraft under visual flight
rules. -

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 7, 1979..

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

" Mr. Raymond E. Ramakis, Regulatory

Projects Branch, Safety Regulations

~ Division, Flight Standards Service,
: Federal Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, S.W., ‘
Washington, D.C. 20591; telephone {202)
755-8716.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
September 1978 Amendment Nos. 121~
147, 127-135, and Revision of Part 135
were issued under the Regulatory
Review Program. A Review of those
amendments shows that there were
minor errors and omissions and that
clarifying changes are needed in some
sections of Parts 121 and 135. Also, it

- has been determined that it is necessary
to extend the compliance date of one
requirement. The reasons for each of the
amendments are explained below:

1. § 121.9. There was a typographical
error in this section. The phrase “E
.through K" should read “E through V" as
proposed in Notice No. 77-17.

- 2. § 135.10. The FAA has received
numerous petitions requesting
exemptions from the instrument rating
requirement prescribed in

§ 135.243(b)(3). As a result, the FAA has

determined that additional rule making

regarding that requirement should be
initiated before compliance with the
requirement begomes mandatory.
Accordingly, this amendment extends
the compliance date for the instrument
rating requirement until December 1,
1980. After this amendment becomes
effective, the FAA will issue a notice of
proposed rule making and propose
appropriate changes to the rule requiring
an instrument rating in § 135.243(b)(3).

3. § 135.67. It has been determined
that the Air Traffic Service has
procedures for collecting and
disseminating information regarding
potentially hazardous meteorological
conditions and irregularities in
communications or navigational
facilities. Therefore, it is not necessary
to require the pilot to request that this
information be disseminated and the
words “and request that the information
be disseminated" are deleted. This will
relieve pilots of an unnecessary burden.

4, § 135.149. In § 135.149(d) the
reference to “'§ 21.205" was a
typographical error. It should read
8§ 21.305",

5. § 135.245. Seclion 135.243(b)(4)
allows a pilot in command of a
helicopter to operate visual flight rules
(VFR) below a ceiling without holding
an instrument rating. Section 135.245
requires all second-in-command pilots to
hold an instrument rating. This
requirement is greater than that for
pilots in command. To corzect this
unintended and anomalous result,

§ 135.245 has been revised by adding an
amended first paragraph designated (a)
-and by adding a new paragraph (b) to
allow second-in-command helicopter
pilots to fly other than ovéer-the-top
without requiring an instrument rating,

6. Section 135.335. This section has
been revised to clarify which
subsections apply to both simulators
and training devices and which apply to
only simulators. Additionally,

§ 135.335(c) has been redesignated
paragraph (d) and a new paragraph (c)
has been added to make it clear that an
appropriate simulator or other training
device may be used by more than one
certificate holder.

It should also be noted that in the
explanation of § 135.227, the reference in
the second sentence of the second
paragraph to “§ 135.229" was a
typographical error. It should have read
*§ 135.227",

Since these amendments extend a
compliance date and are clarifying and
editorial in nature and implement
changes required to carry out the intent
of amendments under revised Part 135,
or are relaxatory, and impose no

additional burden on any person, I find
that notice and public procedure are
unnecessary and that good cause exists
for making them effective in less than 30
days. However, the FAA invites
interested persons to submit such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire regarding these :
amendments. Communications should
identify the docket number and be
submitted in duplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket,
AGC-24, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591. All |
communications received on or before
July 8, 1979, will be considered by the
Administrator and these amendments
may be changed in the light of the
comments received. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons.

The Amendments

Accordingly, Parts 121 and 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations are
amended, effective May 7, 1979, as
follows:

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND
OPERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND ~
SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS AND
COMMERCIAL OPERATORS OF
LARGE AIRCRAFT -

§121.9 [Amended]

1. By revising this section to delete the
letter “K™* and substitute in its place the
letter “V™.

PART 135—AIR TAXI OPERATORS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS

2. By amending § 135.10 to delete
§ 135.10{a)(4), by redesignating
paragraph (c) as (d), and by adding a
new paragraph (c) to read as follows:

§135.10 Compliance dates for certain
rules.
L] » * - -

(c) A certificate holder or pilot is
allowed until December 1, 1980, to
comply with the instrument rating
requirement of § 135.243(b)(3).

(d] * A &

§ 135.67 [Amended]}

3. By revising this seclion to delete the
words “and request that the information
be disseminated” at the end of the
paragraph. .

§135.149 [Amended]

4. By revising § 135.149(d) to delete
the reference to *§ 21.205” and
substitute in its place **§ 21.305".
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§ 135.245 {Amended]

5. By revising § 135.245 to amend the
existing paragraph and designate’it as
(a) and to add a new paragraph (b}to -
read as follows:-

§ 135.246 Second In command:
qualifications. -

{a) Except as provided in paragraph
{b), no certificate holder may use any
person, nor may any person serve, as
second in command of an aircraft unless
that person holds at least a commercial
pilot certificate with appropriate
category and class ratings and an
instrument rating. For flight under IFR,
that person must meet the recent
instrument experience requirements of
Part 61 of this chapter.. .

{b) A second in command of a
helicopter operated under VFR, other
than over-the-top, must have at least a
commercial pilot certificate with an
appropriate aircraft category and class_
rating. -

6. By revising § 135.335 to amend

paragraph (b), redesignate paragraph (c)-

as {d), and add a new paragraph (c} fo
read as follows: . BN ‘

§ 135.335 Approval of aircraft simulators

and other training devices.
» * . * +
b * ® &
{1)) * ® %

(i) Thé certificate holder; and -

(ii} The particular maneuver,
procedure, or crewmember function
involved, - : : )

(2) * % % .

(3) Additionally, for aircraft
simulators, it must be— .

(iy Approved for the type aircraft and,
if applicable, the particular variation
within type for which the training-or
check is being conducted; and - -

(ii) Modified to conform with any
modification to the aircraft being
simulated that changes the pérformance,
functional, or other characteristics
required for approval,

{c) A particular aircraft simulator or
other training device may be used by
more than one certificate holder.

(d) In granting initial and final
approval of training programs or -
revisions to them, the Administrator*
considers the training devices, methods,
and procedures listed in the certificate
holder’s curriculum under § 135.327.
(Secs..313(a}, 314(a}, 601 through 610, and ~
1102 of the Federal Aviation'Act of 1958 (49
U.5.C. 1354(a), 1355(a), 1421 through 1430, and
1502); Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation
Act (49 U.S.C. 1855(c}).) :

The Federal Aviation Administration has
determined that this document involves a
regulation which is not significant under

Executive Order 12044, as implemented by
DOT in Department of Transportation
Regulatory Policies and Procedures {44 FR
11034; February 28, 1979). In addition, since
these amendments extend a compliance date
and are editorial and clarifying in nature, or
are relaxatory, and impose no additional
burden on any person, the Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that the
anticipated impact is so minimal that an
evaluation is not required. .

Issued in Washington, D.C., on April 27,
1979. '

{Docket No:1607: Amdt. Nos. 121152 and 135-1}
{FR Doc. 79-13873 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am}

; - BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

- CIVIL AERONAUTICS’ BOA.RD

14 CFR Part 287

Interlocks With Commercial Lending
Institutions

Adopted l;y the Civil Aeronautics .
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
April 30,1979. ~ .

AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board.
ACTION: Final Rule.

summaRy: The CAB is extending the

expiration date of a regulation

exempting air carriers from obtaining
prior Board approval of interlocking
relationships with commercial lending
institutions. The Board is extending the
expiration ddte, at the request of Braniff

Airways, until September 30, 1979,

pending final action on a jurisdictional

question. :

DATES: Adopted: April 30, 1979.

Effective: April 30; 1979. )

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: .

Mark Frisbie, Office of the'General

Counsel, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825

Connecticut Avenue. NW., Washington,

D.C. 20428, (202} 673-5442,

" SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 23, 1986, the Board adopted 14
CFR 287,32 (31 FR 5121, March 30, 1966),
exempting air carriers from obtaining
prior Board approval for interlocking
relationships with commercial lending
institutions as long as the air carrier
does not engage in leasing transactions

» ~ with the commercial lending institution.

The exemption was ériginally granted
on a 3-year experimental basis, and has

been‘extended for 1- or 2-year intervals

since then. It is due fo expire on April
30, 1979, A

The Deregulation Act of 1978 (Pub. L.
95~504) amended section 409 of the
Federal Aviation Act, governing
interlocking relationships, to apply only
to such relationships between persons.
“substantially engdged in the business

of aeronautics™ rather than to persons
~ i

“engaged in any phase of aeronautics,”
as it had previously read. The Board is
considering, in Dockets 31725, 30595,
and 24420, whether any interlocking
relationships-between air carriers and
commercial lending institutions are
within its jurisdiction under the new
amendment. Pending determination of
the jurisdiction matter, we are
continuing the exemption in § 287.3a.
When the jurisdictional question has

+ been resolved, we will decide whether

to make the exemption permanent,
extend it for another definite period,.or
allow it to expire. We find the
exemption to be in the,public interest for
the same reasons that led us to adopt it
originally: the burden of monitoting
interlocks and applying for approval in
the marginal situations covered by the
rule is much greater than the public
benefits that might result from such #
requirement, Our past experience
confirms this judgment,

Because of the imminent expiration
date of the current rule, because the
underlying issues are being considered
in other proceedings, and because this is
a substantive rule that grants or
recognizes an exemption, we find for
good cause that notice and public
procedure are impracticable,
unnecessary, and contrary to the public
interest, and that the rule should be -
made effective immediately.

Accordingly, the Civil Aeronautics
Board amends § 267.3a of 14 CFR Part '
287, Exemption and application of
certain interiocking relationships, to

read as follows: '

§ 287.3a Exemption of air carriers with
. respect to interlocking relationships with
commercial lending Institutions. .

In addition to the exemptiona
provided in §§ 287.2 and 287.3, and
subject to the other provisions of this
part, air carriers are hereby relieved
from the provisions of section 409 of the
Act and Part 251 of this chapter with
respect to any interlocking relationship .

. between any such air carrier and a
commercial lending institution which
does not lease aircraft to the air carrier:
Provided, however, That such ‘
exemption shall expire on September 30,
1979, and shall extend only to the
relationship involving a director of the -
air carrier who is not an officer or
employee of the air carrier or a
stockholder holding a controlling
interest in the air carrier (or the
representative or nominee of any such
person) and who is not a member of the
commercial lending instifutions
Provided, further. That in order to

. qualify for an exemption under this

section air carriers shall file with the
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‘Bureau of Pricing and Domestic Aviation

annual reports on or before April 1 of

each year showing for the previous
calendar year {a) the names and

" addresses of all directors of the air
carrier who were also directors, officers,
or employees of commercial lending
institutions; {b) the hames and ~

" addresses of such commercial lending
institutions; and (c) a description of all
transactions between the air carrier
{and/or its directors, who were also
officers or directors of commercial
lending institutions) and such
commercial lending institutions. -
(Secs. 101(3}, 204{a), 409, 416, 72 Stat. 737, 743,
92 Stat. 1728, 1731; (49 U.S.C. 1301, 1324, 1379,
and 1386}) .

" By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Pbyllis T. Kaylo,
Secretary.
[Reg. ER-1120, AmndL No. 11]
{FR Doc. 78-14230 Filed 5-4-79; B45 am]
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M -

w —

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

17 CFR Parts 231, 261

Offerings of Debt Securities Pursuant
to Trust Indentures

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission.

ACTION: No-action position.

SUMMARY: The Commission announces

that it will not take enforcement action
against persons offering debt securities
for public sale pursuant to Regulation A
(17 CFR 230.251 et seq.) under the
Securities Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77a et
seq.) who do not comply with applicable
provisions of the Trust Indenture Act of
1939 {15 U.S.C. 77aaa et seq.) although
such compliance is technically required.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 7, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman Schou, Division of Corporation
Finance, Securities and Exchange
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20549,
(202) 755-1240.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Securities and Exchange Commission
announced today that it will not take
enforcementaction against any issuer of
debt securities in an offering exempt
from the registration requirements of the
Securities Act of 1933 pursuant to
Regulation A thereunder, of $1,500,000 or
less, if the issuer should offer the
securities for public sale without filing
or qualifying the trust indenture
covering such securities under the Trust
Indenture Act of 1939.

The Congress recently authorized the
Commission to raise the celling on
public offerings exempt from registration

" pursuant to Regulation A under Section

3(b) of the Securiffes Act of 1933 from
$500,000 to $1,500,000 in May 1978 and to
$2,000,000 in October 1978.! Although a
trust indenture is required fo be used in
public offerings of debt securities
exceeding $250,000 by the same issuer in
any consecutive twelve month period,
the indenture used is not required to be
filed under the Trust Indenture Act of
1939 if the indenture limits the aggregate
principal amount outstanding under it to
$1,000,000 aggregate principal amount of
securilies during any consecutive thirty-
six month period. As a result, offerings
of debt securities pursuant to Regulation
A under the revenue ceiling of $500,000
were able to meet the exemption from
qualification requirements of the Trust
Indentire Act of 1939. When, pursuant
to the new Congressional authorization,
the Commission raised the ceiling on
offerings exempt from registration
pursuant to Regulation A, it made that
exemption available for the first time to
offerings subject to the qualification
provisions of the Trust Indenture Act of
1939. -

In light of the policy considerations
underlying the Congressional
authorization to raise the ceiling on
Regulation A offerings, the filing and
qualification of trust indentures covering
those issues under the Trust Indenture
Act 0f 1939 would appear o impose
burdens on issuers in small offerings
which were not contemplated by
Congress. It should be noted that when
the $1,000,000 threshold for qualification
of indentures under the Trust Indenture
Act was adopted in 1939 the ceiling on
offerings permitted to be exempt from
registration under Section 3(b) of the
Securities Act was $100,000. «
Accordingly, although the Trust
Indenture Act technically appears to
require the use of a trust indenture
qualified under the provisions of that
Act for any public offering of debt
securities of the same issuer exceeding
$1,000,000 in any consecutive thirty-six
month period, the Commission will not
take any enforcement action against
such an issuer for failure to qualify an
indenture under the Trust Indenture Act
pursuant to Regulation A, provided that
the indenture limits the amount of
securities to be outstanding under it to
$1,500,000 during any consecutive
twelve month period. Issuers of such
securilies in amounts exceeding $250,000
will remain subject to the requirement of
Section 306 of the Trust Indenture Act

}Pub. L. 95-283, May 21, 1978 and Pub. L. 95-125,
Oclober 6, 1978, .

that an indenture be used which need
not contain the qualifying provisions but
which, in the Commission’s view, should
provide for a trustee in order to

facilitate the collective enforcement of
security holders’ rights although use of a
trustee is not a statutory requirement in
indentures which are not qualified under
the Trust Indenture Act.

This position will remain effective
until the Congress amends the Trust
Indenture Acl so as to provide a
statutory exemption frem qualification
or to indicate an intention that
qualification is required. If the
Commission should raise the ceiling on
the Regulation A exemption from
$1,500,000 to $2,000,000, qualification
will not be required of any indenture
limiting the amount of securities to be
outstanding under it to $2,000,000 in any
conseculive twelve month period.

Accordingly, Parts 231 and 261 of Title
17 of the Code of Federal Regulations
are amended by adding this release
thereto.

By the Commission.
Shirdey B Holtts,
Assistont Secretay.
April 25, 1979,
[Relzase Nog. 33605 33-524)
[FR Do 7514148 Filed 5-2-79; 8:45 am}
BILLING COOE 8010-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
32 CFR Part 806b

Alr Force Privacy Act Program;
Correction

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force.
Department of Defense.

ACTION: Correction to final rule.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
final rule that appeared at page 23080 in
the Federal Register of Wednesday,
April 18, 1979. .
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Captain Robert N. Veeder, (202) 634—
3431.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Subpart
E—Exempting Systems of Records, as
published in 44 FR 23080, April 18, 19789,
should be corrected to read as follows:
Delete the first paragraph under
Subpart E and change 806b.16 to read as
follows:

§806b.16 General and specific
exemptions.

(a) The Secretary of the Air Force may
exempt Air Force systems of records
from certain parts of the Privacy Act.
There are two kinds of exemptions:
general and specific. The general
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exemption relieves systems of records
from most requirements of the Act; the
specific exemption from only a few.

(b) The exemption index below shows
for which parts of the Privacy Act
exemptions may be claimed. “No”
means’ that no exemption may be taken;

“yes" means that an exemption may be
taken. Note that the index provides a
cross reference to this part. -

Carol M. Rose, '
Alr Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. ’
[FR Doc. 79-14167 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 3910-01-1 '

-0 N ) ~

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard l

33 CFR Part 164 S

Navigation Safety Regulations; Radar
Requirement for Certain Tankers of
10,000 Gross Tons or More

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Interim Final Rule. -

SUMMARY: This rule amends the -
Navigation Safety Regulations by~
requiring oil and bulk hazardous
material tankers of 10,000 gross tons or
more, when operating on the navigable
waters of the United States except the
Panama Canal or St. Lawrence Seaway,
to be equipped with a.dual radar

- gystem, having short-range and long-
range capabilities, and each with true- .
north features. The radar display
presentation provided by these features
makes information more easily
assimilable by the watch officer. This *
rule implements one of the directives of
the Port and Tanker Safety Act of 1978.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendmentis
effective on June 1, 1879. .~

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Commandant (G-CMC/ 81)
(CGD 79-033), U.S. Coast Guard, .
Washington, DC 20590. Comments will -
be avaxlable for examination at the’
Marine Safety Council (G-CMC/ 81)
Room 8117, Department of
Transportation; Nassif Building, 400
Seventh Street, SW Washmgton, DC
20590, ’

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Fred A. Schwer, Project Manager, .
Office of Marine Environment and
Systems (G-WLE-4/73), Room 7315,
Department of Transportation, Nassif
Building, 400 Seventh Sireet, SW.,
Washington, DC 20530, (202) 426-4958.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
regulation implements the Port and
Tanker Safety Act of 1978 (Pub. L. 95—
474). It is being promulgated because the

statute does not impose any direct
requirements upon vessels, but instead
instructs the agency: “In issuing
regulatlons * * * the Secretary shall
require that any self-pfopelled vessel

* * * (1) of 10,000 gross tons or above *

* * be equipped with (i) a dual radar
system, with short-range and with long-
range capabilities and each with true-
north features * * *.” The statute also
states that this radar equipment is to be
required on specified vessels not later
than June 1, 1979.

Notice and public procedure thereon
are impracticable and unnecessary
because this regulatmn prescribes
exactly what is mandated by the statute.

The purpose of any notice and public

procedure thereon is 1o give the public a
timely and meanmgful opportunity to
participate in the rulemaking process.
Here, the rulemaking consists merely of
a repetition of the statutory mandate.
Receiving public comment, where no
discretion is being exercised and a
purely ministerial act is being
performed, would serve no useful
purpose.

_The public is invited to comment on
the enforcement policy discussed below.
The Coast Guard will consider those
commeénts and may modify its
enforcement policy in their light.

Drafting Information

.The principal persons involved in
drafting this rule are Mr. Fred A.
Schwer, Project Manager, Office of

- Marine Environment and Systems and
- Mr. Michael N. Mervin, Project

Attorney, Office of Chief Counsel.

. Discussion - - -

This amendment mod1ﬁes 33 CFR Part
164.37, which was published as a final
rule on July, 24, 1978 (43 FR 32122). That
rule requires that, after June 1, 1979, all
vessels of 10,000 gross tons or more,
when operating on the navigable waters
of the United States except the Panama
Canal and St. Lawrence Seaway, be
equipped with two radar systems
capable of independent operation. The
Port and Tanker Safety Act of 1978
‘(PTSA) added additional requirements
and excluded certain foreign vessels,
including those in innocent passage or
transiting an international strait. This
interim rule applies only to tankers
subject to the PTSA.

At the time the “two radar” rule was
being developed, consideration was
given to inclusion of minimum standards
for ships’ radars. However, the existing
international standard for marine
radars, Resolution A-222 (VII) of the
Inter-Governmental Maritime
Consultative Orgamzauon (IMCO), was

being revxsed by that organization. It
was expected that work on the revised
standard would be completed by
January of 1979 and that the United
States could then publish a standard .
which would not conflict with IMCO's.
The PTSA was signed on October 17,
1978. Tankers of 10,000 gross tons or
above are required by that law to have a
dual radar system with long and short
range capabilities and true north
features. Both of these requirements
were being addressed by IMCO's Sub-

- commitfee on Safety of Navigation as

part of the new international radar
standard and it was anticipated that the
standard would fully comply with the
statutory mandate. It was decided,
therefore, to wait until the new standard
became available and then implement
the PTSA as part of a minimum
standard for all required radars. IMCO
did not complete the work on the
revision in January as expected. It is
possible that it may be accomplished in
September of this year, but that will be
too late to accommodate the June 1,
1979, implementation date specified in
the PTSA. It became necessary then to
issue this interim rule to comply with the
mandate of the PTSA. When the revised
international radar standard does
become available, the Coast Guard
expects to be able to publish a parallel
U.S. standard.

It is the Coast Guard's present
intention when drafting the United
States standard to “grandfather"
existing radar installations which

 comply with the presently existing ‘

IMCO standard. New installations after
that date will have to comply with the
new IMCO standard. However, because
of the PTSA, existing installations on
tankers addressed by the Act will have
to have the long and short range and
‘true north features, even though they are
not required by the present IMCO
standard.

In deciding on an interim enforcement
policy pending the finalization of the
new international standard, the Coast
Guard considered the capabilities of -
radars-currently in use. It is recognized
. that some radats are effective at closer
ranges than that selected; however,
there is a practical limit below which
most radars are ineffective. In addition,
action to avoid accidents must be taken -
while the danger is a reasonable
distance away. Accordingly, pending
promulgation of Coast Guard regulatory
standards after finalization of new °*
international standards, the Coast
Guard interim policy will be to consider
a short range capability of 3 miles or
less to be in compliance with the
statutory mandate promulgated below.

4’
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. Many radars are capable of effective
use at ranges of beyond 16 miles;
however, detection of objects at this
range will normally allow sufficient time
to evaluate the information and take
corrective action, if required.
Accordingly, pending promulgation of
regulatory standards, the Coast Guard
interim policy will be to consider a long
range capability of 16 miles or more to
be in compliance with the statutory
mandate promulgated below.

“True-north features” is another way _
of saying that the radar display is
stabilized in azimuth so that, when so
selected and regardless of the vessel's
heading, the indicated true north
direction remains unchanged. Both
- radars must have this feature.

The Coast Guard anticipates that the
requirements imposed by this interim
rule can be met by most radars currently
in use on vessels of 10,000 gross tons or
over; however, there are radars on some
vessels that do not have true-north
features and some vessels may not yet
have dual radars installed.

This interim final rule has been
evaluated in accordance with DOT

“Regulatory Policies and Procedures,” 44 -

JFR 11033 (February 26, 1979). A copy of
the final evaluation may be obtained
from: Commandant {(G-CMC/81), U.S.
Coast Guard, Washington, D.C. 20530,
(202-426-1477).

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
164 of Chapter I, Title 33, Code of
Federal Regulations is amended by
designating the existing text of § 164.37
as paragraph (a) and adding a new
paragraph (b} as follows:

PART 164—NAVIGATION SAFETY
REGULATIONS ' -~

§ 164.37 Equxpment: Vessels of 10, 000
gross tons or more. :

(a] * & &

(b) On each tanker of 10,000 gross
tons or more that is subject to Section 5
of the Port and Tanker Safety Act of -
1978 (46 U.S.C. 391a), the dual radar
system required by this part must have a
short range capability and a long range .
capability and each radar must have
true north features consisting of a
display that is stabilized in azimuth.

(46 U.S.C. 391a; 49 CFR 1.46{n)(4).)
- Dated: May 1, 1979.

J. B. Hayes,

Admiral, US. Coast Guard CommandanL

{CGD 79-033)
[FR Doc. 79-14224 Filed 5-4-75; &-45 am]_

BILLING CODE 4310-14-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40,CFR Part 52

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans, Loulslana;
Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency

ACTION: Final rule; correction

SUMMARY: On March 28, 1979 (44 FR
18490} a final rule was published for
Louisiana. In noling the receipt of the
State implementation plan revision, an
incorrect paragraph number under

§ 52.970 was used. This notice corrects
that error.

.FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerry Stubberfield {214) 767-2742.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR
Doc. 79-9231 appearing at 44 FR 18490 in
the Federal Register of Wednesday,
March 28, 1979, the following correction
is made: on page 18481, under Subpart
T—Louisiana, action number 1,
paragraph “(8)" under paragraph (c) is
changed to paragraph “(12)".

Dated: April 6, 1979,
Eari Kadi,
Acting Regieaol Administrolor.
[FRL 1210-¢]
[FR Doc: 759-13024 Filed 5—4-755 £:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

(

40 CFR Part 65

Approval of a Delayed Compliance
Order Issued by the Morgan County,
Ala., Board of Health to the Goodyear
Tire & Rubber Co., Morgan County,
Ala.

AGENCY: Envnmnmenlal Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Administrator of EPA

- hereby approves a Delayed Compliance

Order issved by the Morgan County,
Alabama, Board of Health to Goodyear
Tire and Rubber Company. The Order
requires the Goodyear Tire and Rubber
Company to bring air emissions from its
Latex Dip Unit Nos. 2 and 3 at Morgan
County, Alabama, into compliance with
State air pollution control regulations
contained in the federally approved
Alabania State Impleméntation Plan
(SIP). Because of the Administrator’s
approval, the Goodyear Tire and Rubber
Company's compliance with the Order
will preclude suits under the federal
enforcement and citizen suit provisions
of the Clean Air Act for violation(s) of

the SIP regulations covered by the Order
during the period the Order is in effect.

DATE: This rule takes effect on May 7,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert R. Geddis, Air Enforcement
Branch, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IV, 345 Courtland Street,
NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30308, Telephone
Number: (404) 881-4253.

ADDRESS: A copy of the State Delayed
Compliance Order, any supporting
material, and any comments received in
response to a prior Federal Register
notice proposing approval of the Order
are available for public inspection and
copying during normal business hours
al: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IV, Air Enforcement
Branch, 345 Courtland Street, NE.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30308.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 2, 1978, the Regional
Administrator of EPA’s Region IV QOffice
published in the Federal Register, 43 FR
45407, a notice praposing approval of a
delayed compliance order issued by the
Morgan Counly, Alabama, Board of.
Health to Goodyear Tire and Rubber
Company. The nolice asked for public
comments by November 1, 1978, on
EPA’s proposed approval of the Order.
No public comments were received in
response to the proposal notice.

Therefore, the delayed compliance
order issued lo the Goodyear Tire and
Rubber Company is approved by the
Administrator of EPA pursuant to the
authority of Section 113(d)(2) of the
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7413{d}{2). The
Order places the Goodyear Tire and
Rubber Company on a schedule to bring _
its Latex Dip Unit Nos. 2 and 3 into
compliance as.expeditiously as
practicable with Alabama Air Pollution
Regulation 4.1.1, part of the federally
approved Alabama State
Implementation Plan. The Order also
imposes interim requirements which
‘meet Sections 113(d)(1)(C) and 113(d){7}
of the Act, and emission monitering and
reporting requirements. If the conditions
of the Order are met, it will permit the
Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company to
delay compliance with the SIP

" regulations covered by the Order until

June 1, 1979. The facility is unable to
comply immediately with these
regulations.

EPA has determined that its approval
of the Order shall be effective May 7,
1979, because-of the immediate need to
place the Goodyear Tire and Rubber
Company on a schedule which is
effective under the Clean Air Act for
compliance with the applicable
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requirement(s) in the Alabama State: ..
Implementation Plan. T
(42 U.S.C. 7413(d), 7601)
Dated: April 30, 1979.
Douglas M. Costle, -
Administrator.

« PART 65—DELAYED COMPLIANCE'
ORDERS -

1. By adding the following entry to the
table in § 65.51: c ’

§65.51 EPA Approval of State delayed .
compliance orders issued to major

In consideration of the foregoing, stationary sources.
Chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of . e e x -
Federal Regulations is amended as’ -
follows:
Order SIP regulation{s) Date of FR Final .
- Source Location No. involved proposal . cong:iance
- " . - to
. .t - 3 .
. * K] * * . »
Goodyear Tire and Rubber Morgan County, Ala. QCO-7;3—20 Section 4.1.1...... 10/5"778w~.m.. i 671179
Company (Latex Dip Unit ) -
Nos. 2 and 3). -
~ b3 * - - L L
{FRL 1211-8} ~

[FR Doc. 79-14219 Filed 5-4-78; 8:45 am] -
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M -

40 CFR Part 65

Delayed Compliance Order for the
_Town of Rockport, Maine

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency. )
ACTION: Final rule.. ~

SUMMARY: The Administrator of EPA
hereby issues a-Delayed Compliance
Order to the Town of Rockport, Maine.
The Order requires the municipality to
bring air emissions from its open.
burning dump into compliance with
certain regulations contained in the
federally-approved Maine State
Implementation Plan (SIP). The Town of
Rockport’s compliance with the Order
will preclude suits under the federal
enforcement and citizen suit provisions .
of the Clean Air Act for violation(s) of
the SIP regulations covered by the Order
during the period the Order is in effect.

DATE: This rule takes effect on May 7,
1979. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. R. W. DiNardo, engineer, 617/223~
5610 or Mr. Wesley Marshall, attorney,
617/223-5600 both at EPA, Region I,
Room 2103, ].F.K. Federal Building,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203,

ADDRESS: The Delayed Compliance
Order,-supporting material, and any ~
comments received in response to a
prior Federal Register notice proposing
issuance of the Order are available for
public inspection and copying during

normal business hours at: EPA, Region I,
Room 2103, ].F.K. Federal Building,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 26, 1979, the Regional
Administrator of EPA’s Region I Office

published in the Federal Register, 44 FR

5475, a notice setting out the provisions
of a proposed delayed compliance order
for the Town of Rockport, Maine. The -
notice asked for public comments and
offered the opportunity to request a -

. public hearing on the proposed Order.

No public comments or requests were
received in response to the proposal
notice. o

Therefore, a delayed compliance
order effective this date is issued to the
Town of Rockport, Maine by the
Administrator of EPA pursuant to the
authority of Section 113(d)(1) of the
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7413(d){1). The
Order places the Town of Rockport,

_waste disposal system into compliance
as expeditiously as practicable with
Section 100.2.2 of the Maine Department
of Environmental Protection Air
Pollution Control Regulations, a part of
the federally-approved Maine State

-Implementation Plan. The Order also
imposes interim requirements which
meet Sections 113(d)(1)(C) and 113({d)(7)
of the Act, and reporting requirements.
Although Section 113(d)(C) of the Act
normally requires emission monitoring
in dn ORDER, no reasonable system of
emission monitoring for the Town of
Rockport’s open burning dump site
exists. If the conditions of the Order are
met, it will permit the Town of Rockport
to delay compliance with the SIP
regulation covered by the Order until
July 1, 1979. The Town is unable to

* immediately comply with these

regulations.

EPA has determined that the Order
shall be effective May 7, 1979, because
of the need to immediately place the
Town of Rockport, Maine on a schedule
for compliance with the applicable
requirement of the Maine State
Implementation Plan.

(42 U.S.C. 7413(d), 7601)
Dated: April 26, 1879.

Douglas M. Costle,
Administrator.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 65—DELAYED COMPLIANCE
ORDERS .

By adding the following entry to the
table in § 65.240:

§65.240 Federal delayed compliance
orders issued under section 113(d)(1), (3);
and (4) of the Act.

[FR Doc. 78-14218 Filed 5-4-7%; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M ~

Maine on a schedule to bring its solid I N
Order Date of FR  SIP regulation in- Finat
Source Location No. Proposal volved compliarico
. ‘ dato
o~ - - T e . 4 » * 4
“
-(Town of Rockport)....... [LEETET:) DO .. (A-SS-77-591)........ (January 26, (100.2.2) wureogsassca {Juty 1, 1979}
. 1979). .
3 - * » * L ] *
[FRL 1205-1]
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" 40 CFR Part 65

Delayed Compliance Order for the
Town of Camden, Maine

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency. .
ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: The Administrator of EPA -
hereby issues a Delayed Compliance
‘Order to the Town of Camden, Majne.
The Order requires the municipality to
bring air emissions from its open
burning dump into compliance with
certain regulations contained in the
federally-approved Maine State
Implementation Plan (SIP). The Town of
Camden’s compliance with the Order
will preclude suits under the federal .
enforcement and citizen suit provisions
of the Clean Air Act for violation(s) of
the SIP regulations covered by the Order
during the period the Order is in effect.

DATES: This rule takes effect on May 7,
1979. :

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. R: W. DiNardo, engineer, 617/223-
5610 or Mr. Wesley Marshall, attorney,
617/223-5600 both at EPA, Region ],

- Room 2103, J.F K. Federal Building,

. Boston, Massachusetts, 02203,
ADDRESS: The Delayed Compliance
Order, supporting material, and any
comments received in response to a
prior Federal Register notice proposing
issuance of the Order are available for
public inspection and copying during
normal business hours at: EPA, Region,
Room 2103 J.F.K. Federal Building,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 26, 1979, the Regional
Administrator of EPA's Region I Office
published in the Federal Register, 44 FR
5476, a notice setting out the provisions
of a proposed delayed compliance order
for the Town of Camden, Maine. The
notice asked for public comments and
offered the opportunity. to request a
public hearing on the proposed Order.
No public comments or requests were
received in response to the proposal
nofice.

Therefore, a delayed compliance
order effective this date is issued to the
Town of Camden, Maine by the
Administrator of EPA pursuant to the

authority of Section 113(d)(1) of the

Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7413(d)(1). The
Order places the Town of Camden,
Maine on a schedule to bring its solid
‘waste disposal system into compliance

- as expeditiously as practicable with

Section 100.2.2 of the Maine Department
of Environmental Protection Air .
Pollution Control Regulations, a part of
the federally-approved Maine State
Implementation Plan. The Order also
imposes interim requirements which
meet Sections 113(d)(1)(C) and 113{d)(7)
of the Act, and reporting requirements.
Although Section 113(d)(C) of the Act
normally requires emission monitoring
in an ORDER, no reasonable system of
emission monitoring for the Town of
Camden's open burning dump site
exists. If the conditions of the Order are
met, it will permit the Town of Camden
to delay compliance with the SIP
regulation covered by the Order until
July 1, 1979. The Town is unable to

EPA has determined that the Order
shall be effective May 7, 1979, because
of the need to immediately place the
Town of Camden, Maine on a schedule

. for compliance with the applicable

requirement of the Maine State
Implementation Plan.

(42 U.S.C. 7413(d}, 7601)

Dated: April 28, 1979.
Douglas M. Costle,
Adrninistrator.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 65—DELAYED COMPLIANCE
ORDERS '

By adding the following entry fo the
table in § 65.240:

§65.240 Federal delayed compliance
orders Issued under section 113(d) (1), (3),

immediately comply with these and (4) of the Act.
regulations. LA R B
. Ocdor DaleolFR  SiP reulation Final
{Town of Camdon) (Masino) (A-SS-77-592) (J&‘;‘;lgfy).zs. (10022) oo (Rdy 1,1975)
1
* L] - -
{FRL 1204-8)
[ER Doc. 79-14217 Filed 5—4-70; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M
40 CFR Part 180 by Mobay Chemical Corp. This rule

Tolerances and Exemptions From
Tolerances for Pesticide Chemlcals In
or on Raw Agricultural Commodities;
4-Amino-6-(1,1-Dimethylethyl)-3-
(Methyithio)-1,2,4-Triazin-5(4H)-One

AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes
tolerances for residues of the herbicide
4-amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-
{methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4/)-one on
barley grain and wheat grain at 0.75 part
per million {ppm), barley straw and
wheat straw at 1 ppm, and wheat forage

. ~at 2 ppm. The regulation was requested

<

establishes maximum permissible levels
for residues of the subject pesticide on
barley grain, wheat grain, barley straw,
wheat straw, and wheat forage.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on May 7,
1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: "
Mr. Robert Taylor, Product Manager
(PM) 25, Registration Division (TS-767),
Office of Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401
M Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20460
(202/755-7013).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
August 2, 1978, notice was given (43 FR
33961) that Mobay €hemical Corp.,
Chemagro Agricultural Div., P.O. Box
4913, Hawthorne Road, Kansas City,
MO 64120, had filed a pesticide petitiont
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(PP .8F2091) with the EPA: This petition
proposed that 40 CFR 130.332.be--
amended to establish tolerances Tor
combined residues of the herbicides 4-
amino-6+(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3- |
(methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4H)-one.and -
its triazinone metabolitesin.oron the
raw agricultural commodities wheat . .
Jorage at 2 ppm, barley straw and wheat
"straw at 1 ppm, and barley grain and
wheat grain at 0.75 ppm. (A related _
-document proposing food.and feed
additive regilations for residues of the
subject pesticide appears elsewhere i in’
.today’s Federal Register.) No comments
were received in response to thls notice
. ofiiling.’

It

The data submltted in the petition and "

other relevant material have been
evaluated. The toxicological data
.considered in support of the proposed

tolerancesincluded rafacute.orallethal .

dose (LDs) studies, ardbbit -
teratogenicity study with ano-observed-
effect level (NOEL) of 30 milligrams
{mg)/kilogram (kg) of body weight.(bw] .
{highest level fed), a rat teratogenicity
gtudy-with an NOEL of 100-mg/kg bw.
{highest Jevel fed), a_2-year dog feeding.
-study with an NOEL of 100 ppm, a two-
year rat feeding study with an NOEL of
300 ppm, an18-month mouse
darcinogenicity study {negative at.2,500
.ppm, the highest level fed), a three-
-generation rat reproduction study with -
an NOEL of 300 ppm, and a mouse
mulagenicity study with an NOEL of 20
mg/ kg bw (highest level tested).

1" Tolerances have previously been
established forresidues-oftthe. subject
herbicideon a varietyof raw
agricultural commodities at levéls
rangingfrom'7'ppm to 0.01 ppm.Food -
additive tolerances have previously
been established:for residues ofithe -
‘herbicide in processed potatoes
{including-potato chips) at 3 ppm and
sugarcanemolasses,at.2 ppm. A feed
:additive tolerance has.also previously
been established in sugarcane molasses
at 2 ppm. These previpusly established
tolerances (except processed patatoes)
result in a theoretical maxinral residue
contribution [TMRC)-of 0.23.mg/day in.a
1:5'kg diet compared with.a maximal
permissible intake (MP]) of 1.5.mg/day
for 2'60-kg man,.or 15.36 percent of the
MPL These tolerances contribute.an -
additional 7.79 percent of {he MPI based
on an accepfable daily intake of .025.
mg/kg bw/day, for a total of 23:15
percent of the MPI. Should all other
pending tolerances be established 27.37
percent of the MPI will be utilized. Other

-feed additive tolerances previously"
established are processed potato. waste
(dried) at 3 ppm, sugarcane bagasse at

0.5 ppm, and dned ,tomato pomace at 2
ppm. '

‘There are no reoulatory actions
pending.against the registration of the
subject pesticide. The nature of the
residuesof the pesticide s adequately
delineated,and.an.adequafe analytical
" method {a gaschromatographic
_ procednre using an electron capture
detector) is.available forenforcement
purposes. Noother considerations are
involved in-establishing the proposed
tolerances, nor are-desirable data
lacking from the petition.”

Residues could occur in the eggs; milk;

and the meat, Tat,.and meat byproducts -

of livestock, but such residues wauld be
adequately covered by exisfing
tolerances(section 180.6(a){2) applies).

The pesticide is-considered useful for
the purpose-for which tolerances are
sought,and it is concluded thatthe .
proposed tolerances established by
amending 40 CFR 180.332 will protect
the public health. It is concluded,
therefore, that the tolerances be
establishedas get forth below:

Any person a_dvetsely affected by this
regulation may, or or before June 6,
2979, file written objections with the
‘Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protection
Agency, Rm. M-3708-(A-110), 401 M St,,
SW, Wasliington, DC 20460. Such
‘objections should be submitted in
triplicate and specify the provisions.of
the regulation deemed to be

- objectionable and the grounds for the
objections. If a hearing is requested, the
objections must state the issues Torthe

. hearing. A hearing will be granted if the
objections-are sypported by grounds
. Jegally sufﬁcxenﬂo Justxfy the relief "
sought.

UnderExecufive Order 12044, EPA is

_ required tojudge whether a regulation is
“significant” and therefore:subject to the
procedural requirements of the Order.or
whether it may follow:other specialized

<déevelopment procedures. EPA labels

:_these other regulations “specialized”.

“Thisregulation‘hasbeen reviewed, and
it has beén detérmined thatitisa
specialized regulation not subject to the
‘procedural requirements _of Executwe
Order-12044. . N

Effective on May 7, 1979, ;Pm:-u:t_ "180-is
amended as set forth below.
{Section 408(d)(2} of the Federal Food, Dryg,

. and Cosmetic Act (31 U.S.C: 34Sa(d)(2)])

Dated April 26, 1979.

James M. Conlon,
Acting Depiity Assistant Adi
grams,

Pro-

istrator for Pesticide

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND .
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

Part 180, Subpart C, § 180.332, is
amended ’by a]phabetxcally inserting
barley grain and wheat ‘grain at:0.75
ppm, barley straw and wheat straw at 1
-ppm, and wheat forage at'2 ppm in‘the
table to read as follows:

§ 180.332 4-Amsno-s-n,,i-d:memylemy|)~

- 3-methylthio)~1,2,4-triazin-5{4)~one;

tolerances for residues.
* * * > *
Commodity: - Parts por
. Y .million

* * - " i »
l'Baxloy’qgvnln

Baslay, Straw.

* k] * » *
Nheat, foraga 2

Wheat, grain
Wheat, straw

0.75
1

(FRL 1218-6; PROF2001/R204}
[FR Doc. 78-14208 Filod 6-4-79; 0:45.am}
BILLING CODE 6560-01-8

DEPARTMENT OF THEINTERIOR
Bureau:of:Indian Af{airs ‘
41 CFR Part 14H-1

Designation;of COntracﬁng Otticer
Positions

April 23,1879, !
AGENCY: Bureau of indian Affalrs,
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Amendment ¢o Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document amends-the
present designation of contra cting
officer position itles contained in the
Bureau of Indian Affairs Procurement
Regulations.at41 CFR 14H~1451-2 t¢
reflect changes in position titlesand
«duties that have taken place since the -
last.such prblication in:the Fedoral
Register-of April 1,1876+(41 FR 13923).

EFFECTIVE DATE: This.amendment is

< effective immediately May 7, 1979.
"-FOR'FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Donald F. Asbra, Chief, Contracting
and Grants Administration Staff, Bureau
of Indian Affairs, Department of Interior,
1951 ‘Constitution Avenue, N.-W.,

., Washington, D.C.20245. Telephona

number area code {703) 235-8061.

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: The
primary author of this Regulation is Mr,
Donald F. Asbra, address above.
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Chapter 14H of 41 CFR was published
beginning on Page 13659 of the August
26, 1969, Federal Register (34 FR 13659).
Chapter 14H contains the Bureau of
Indian Affairs Procurement Regulations
which supplement the Federal
Procurement Regulations (41 CFR 1) and
the Interior Procurement Regulations (41

CFR 14). . .

- Since this amendment involves
internal Bureau procedures, advance
notice and public comments are deemed
unnecessary and are dispensed with
under the exception provided in {b)(3) of
5 U.S.C. 553 {1970). Since delay in the
amendihent becoming effective could
delay the internal processing in the
Bureau with a resultant delay in
providing services to Indian and -
Alaskan Native people, the 30-day
deferred effective date is dispensed with
under the exception quoted above.

The Department of Interior has
determined that this document is not a
significant rule and does not require a
" regulatory analysis under Executive
Order 12044 and 43 CFR Part 14.

Accordingly, 41 CFR 14H-1.451-2 is
revised to read as follows:

§ 14H-1.451-2 Designation of contracting
officer positions.

(a) Each of the following .
organizational titles is designated as a
contracting officer position:

(1) Headquarters Office Officials:

(i) Commissioner.

(ii) Deputy Commissioner. .

(iii} Director, Office of Administration.

(iv) Chief, Contracting and Grants
Administration Staff.

(v) Contract Specialist (Operations).

{vi) Chief, Division of Property
Management. -

-(vii) Chief, Division of Facilities
Engineering, Albuguerque, New Mexico.

(viii) Chief, Branch of Contract
Services, Division of Facilities -« -
Engineering, Albuquerque, New Mexico.

{ix) Chief, Indian Technical
Assistance Center, Denver, Colorado.

(x) Chief, Contracts Group, Indian
Technical Assistance Center, Denver,
Colorado.

(xi) Property and Supply Officer, Field
Administrative Office,-Albuquerque,
New Mexico. .

(2) Area Office Officials:

(i} Area Director."

(ii) Area Administrative Officer.

(iii) Area Property and Supply Officer
except the Albuquerque-and Navajo
Area Property-and Supply Officers.

(iv) Director, Seattle Liaison Office,
Seattle, Washington.- .

(v} Contract Administrator, Aberdeen
and Juneau Area Offices.

(vi} Chief, Branch of Contracting and
Procurement Services, Navajo Area
Office.

(vii) Supervisory Contract Specialist,
Minneapolis and Portland Area Offices.

(viii) Area Contracts and Grants
Officer, Albuquerque, Billings and
Eastern Area Offices.

Forrest ]. Gerard,

Assistant Scerotery—Indian Affolrs.
[FR Doc. 75-14147 Filed 5~4-7; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of Human Development
Services

42 CFR Parts 205 and 206

Research Projects Relating to
Maternal and Child Heaith Services
and Crippled Childrens’ Services and
Research and Demonstration Projects
Relating to Child Welfare Services;
Withdrawal of Regulations

AGENCY: Office of Human Development
Services, DHEW.

ActioN: Withdrawal of Regulations.

- SUMMARY: The Childrens' Bureau, within

the Administration for Children, Youth

.and Families (ACYF), HDS, withdraws

the publication of Part 205, Research
Projects Relating to Maternal and Child
Health Services and Crippled Childrens'
Services, and Research or
Demonstration Projects Relating to
Child Welfare Services, and Part 206,

. Administrative Procedure.

Part 205 was published in the March 4,
1969 Federal Register (34 FR 3743) and
amended in the September 19, 1973 ®
Federal Register (38 FR 26201). These
regulations cover the same areas and
conflict with the Department's
regulations in 45 CFR Part 74,
Administration of Grants, Other
information in Part 205 to be withdrawn
is made available to the research
community through publication of -
program announcements in the Federal
Register and mailings to organizations
who have expressed interest in these
programs, Therefore, these regulations
are unnecessary.

Part 206 was published in the
September 11, 1969 Federal Register (11
FR 177A-537). Part 206 is being
withdrawn because it is not necessary
to regulate administrative procedure.

The withdrawal of Parts 205 and 206
is part of the Department's Common
Sense initiative to reduce unnecessary
and duplicative regulations.™

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman Goldstein, Director, Grants and
Contract Management Division, Office
of Human Development Services, 337 F.5
Humphrey Building, Washington, D.C.
20201, (202) 245-1589.

Dated: April 3, 1979.
Arabells Martinez,
Assistant Secretasy [or Humon Development Sesvices.
Approved: April 30, 1979.
Joseph A. Califano. Jr.,
Secretosy.

. [FRDoc. 79~142008 Filed 5-4-79: 8:45 ;.Lm]

BILLING CODE 4110-92-M

COMMUNITY SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

45 CFR Part 1060

CSA Income Poverty Guidelines
(Revised)

AGENCY: Community Services
Administration. -

AcTION: Final rule.

SummARY: The Community Services
Administration is revising its income
poverly guidelines. The Economic
Opportunity Act of 1964, as amended
requires yearly revisions of the poverty
guidelines for use by every agency
administering programs under the Act in
which the poverty guidelines are used to
judge eligibility for participating in
programs. These annual revisions assure
that the incomé guidelines reflect the
changes in the cost of living.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
June 6, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Phil Wall, Policy, Planning and
Analysis Division, Community Services _
Administration, Office of Policy,
Planning and Evaluation, 1200 19th
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20506,
Telephone: (202) 632-6630,
Teletypewriter: (202) 254-6218.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Community Services Administration
revisions of the updated poverty
guidelines constitute compliance with .
the legislatively mandated requirement
of Section 625 of the Economic
Opportunity Act of 1964, as amended. -
This revision is not significant since the
only change being made reflects the
changes in the Consumer Price Index
which is required by the previously
mentijoned section of the EOA. The text
defining “Income” and “A Farm
Residence" remains unchanged.

This amendment to § 1060.2 revises
the guidelines previously published in
§ 1060.2-1—§ 1060.2-2 (CSA Instruction
6004-1k).
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Authority: The provisionsof this subpart *
:are.dssued ander Sec. -602.,78.8:&1 -530, 42
U.S.C. 2042,

Graciola{(Grace) Olivarz,
Direclor.

45 CFR 1060.2-1 through 1060.2-2 are

revxsed to read as follow

Sec.
1080:2<1 Applicability.
1080.2-2 Policy.
'§ 1060.2-1 Applicability.
/~This subpart.applies to all grants

financially assisted under Titles I, III<B

.and VII of the Economic Opportunity -
Act of 1964, as amended, if such
assistance is administered by the
Commumty ServxcesAdxmmstrahon.

§1060.2-2 Policy.

{a) The attached income guidelines
are to be aised for all those CSA-funded
programs, whether administered by-a
grantee or delegate agency,; which use
CSA poverty income guidelines as .
admission standards. These guidelines
do not supersede alternative standards
-of eligibility approved by CSA.

{b) The:guidelines are also to'beused
in-certain-otherinstances where
required by .CSA as a-definition of ~
poverty, e.g., for purposes of.data
«collection and for-defining eligibility for
allowances and reimbursementsto

‘board members. Agencies may wishto . -

wse theseguidelines for other -
administrative and statistical purposes
asappropriate,

"(c) The attached -guidelines are based
upon Table 15/0f the USS. Bureau of-the
Census, Current Population Reports,
Series P-60, No. 116, “MoneyIncome -
and Poverty Statusof Families-and .
Persons in the United States: 1977, and
the Economic Report:of the President,

~January 1978, Table B-49.and ,December
press release.

(d) The following.definitions, from -
“Current Population Reports”, P-60, No..
91, Bureauof the Census, December 1973
have been adopted by CSA for.use with
the attached poverty guidelines.

(1) Income. Relers to total cash
receipts before taxes Iromallsources
These include money, wages and
salaries before any.deductions, but not
including food orrent in lieu of & Wages.
They include receipts fram:self-
employment or from own farm.or
business after. deductions for business .
or farm expenses. They include regular
payments from public assistance, social
security, unemployment and workmen'’s
compensation, strike benefits from .

" Szeoffamywnit. 1.

unionfunds, veterans benefits, training
stipends, alimony, child support-and

- -military family allotments or other

regular support fram an.absent family
member ot someone not living in the -
household; government employee
pensions, private pensions and regular
insurance or annuity payments; and
income from dividends, interest, rents,

_ royalties or income from estates.and

trusts. For eligibility purposes, income
‘does not refer to the following money
receipts: any assets drawn down as
withdrawals from a bank, sale of
property, house or:car, tax refunds, gifts,
one-time insurance payments or
compensation forinjury; also to'be
disregarded is.non-cash income, such.as
the bonus value of food and fuel
produced and consumed on farms and
the imputed value of rent from.owner-
occupied farm or non-farm housing.
(2) A Farm Residence. 1sdefinedsas
anydwelling-onaiplace of 10acresor
more with$50:0r more:annual sales of
farm producis raised there; orany place

- less than 20=cres having product sales

of $250 or more.

Atgachmem o

Community Services Administration

" Poverty hcome Guidelines For All States'Except Aloska and
- Howoi :

«Non-farm  Farm family

Hamily
Sige-of lamily-unit: .

1 53,400 82810
2 4,500 3,840
3 5500 4770
4 36,700 . 5,700
5 7,800 6,630
6 BI00 7560

For Iamﬂy:umts with more'than®
members, add:$1,;100 for sach additional

#member ina non-farm family .and $930

for eachsaddiﬁona] memher ina farm
family.

“Poverty Goidetives For Aloska

+
‘ ‘Non-farm  Earm family
. tamily

« !

" 54270

A *$3,650
2 5640 4810
3 7.010 5,970
4, 8380 7,130
5. 8750 -8,290
L] 11,120 -9,450

For each i'axmly unit-with more than'é
members, add $1,370 Tor each additional
member inanen-farm ‘famrly and $1,160
foreach additional member in a farm
faxmly

Poverty Guidafines- For Hawolt

Nonfarm  Farm family
famity

-

Size of famity-urit;

1 $3,830 §3,050
2 15490 4420
3 6,450 5490
4 77110 £,560
5 8,970 7,080
6 10,230 8,700

For family units with more than'6
members, add:$1,260 for each additional
.memberin a non-farm family and $1,070
for.each additionalinemberi ina farm
family.

{CSA Instruction €004-1L}
[FR Doc. 7914014 Filed 5-4:79,'8:45 nm')
BILLING CODE 6315-0+-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR .

50 CFRPart 26
Fish and Wildlife Service

-
Public Entry and Use

AGENCY: U.S, Fish and'Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior.

ACTION: Special regulation: Correction.

‘SUMMARY: This document corrects a
special regulahon relating 1o the opening
of certain national wildlife refuges to
public access, use,.and recreation in
Oklahoma published at44 FR15495, °
March14, 1979,

FOR‘FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

-Robert A. Karges, Refuge Manager, P.O.

Box 448,'Cache, Okla. 73527 at 405-371-
2402, -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR
Doc. 79-7672, appearing at page 16495,
March 14, 1979 make the following
correction: ,

On page 15489, under the heudmg of
*Oklahoma,” paragraph 14 appearing in
the second column under “Wichita
Mountains Wildlife Refuge” should
read:

“(14) Public display or consumption of
alcoholic beverages, including beer
containing 3:2%:(or less) alcoholic
content by weight, is px‘ohib:ted Y

Dated: April 27, 1079,
W. 0. Nelson, Jz.,
Reglonal Director, Albyrquarque, IV, Max,
[FRDoc. 78-14153'Mlodt 5479 B25 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M'

L]
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration .

50 CFR Part 661

Salmon Fishery; Commercial and
Recreational Salmon Fisheries off the
Coasts of Washington, Oregon, and
California

Correction

In FR Doc. 79-12395, appearing at
page 24291 in the issue for Wednesday,
April 25, 1979, there were numerous
typographical errors in two of the
discussion topics under Supplementary
Information. Those discussion topics

-which appeared on page 24292, are
correctly reprinted below:

The Fisheries

The ocean salmon fishery primarily
harvests chinook and coho salmon. It
includes commercial harvesters and
- recreational participants. Events in the

ocean also affect the numbers of fish

refurning fo spawning grounds and
fisheries as far as several hundred miles
inland. Coho and chinook salmon range
widely during their lives in the ocean,
and are harvested in the ocean while the
stocks are mixed. The quality of chinogk
and coho which are harvested depends
on both location and time of capture.

Market qualities are affected by size

and maturity of the fish, type of fishing

gear, and the dégree of care in handling
and processing, All of these factors
affect prices, market supplies, and
demands.

Fishery Management Options )

Six management options were
assembled on February 9, 1979, in a
document entitled “Selected Options for
Managing 1979 Ocean Salmon Fisheries
off Washington, Oregon and California"
and were considered by the Pacific
Council. This document was included as
Appendix X in the supplement to the
fishery management plan dated March,
1979. The options were recommended, in
whole or in part, by representatives of
California’s {Option 1}, Oregon’s
(Option I}, and Washington's (Option
1V) fishery agencies and by
representatives of the commercial
trollers (Option I} and Indian fishermen
(Option V). Option VI was developed by
the Council’s salmon plan development
team to demonstrate the effect the
regulations would have if shifts in
fishing effort between states prior to
August 1 could be reduced or eliminated
. through an “Area Registration Plan.”
This document was widely distributed.
The Council conducted three additional
public hearings during the last week of

February to receive public comment on
these options. As a result of these
hearings, the salmon management plan
development team defined for the

_Council five optional regulatory

packages and analyzed their impacts.
The fifth package (identified in the
document as Option E) would permit a
higher harvest rate off California but
still consistent with escapement needs,

. in1979, compared with 737 days

" available in 1978. The catch limit for
recreational fishermen is reduced from
three salmon per day to two salmon per
day, except north of Cape Falcon,
Oregon, where three salmon may be
kept providing that no more than two
are coho or chinook. The regulations for
1979 are summarized in the table below:
BILLING CODE 1505-01-1

while recognizing the need for more
stringent restrictions on harvests off the
Oregon and Washington coasts, and at
the same time try to keep the impacts of
the regulations as comparable as
possible for the three states to avoid
detrimental impacts due to shifts in
fishing effort. A slight modification of
this option was adopted by the Council
as being most consistent with the
objectives of the FMP. Although these
regulations are more restrictive than
recommended by California, slightly
more restrictive than recommended by
Oregon, and less restrictive than
recommended by Washington, they are
intended to reconcile differing resource
needs along the Pacific Coast, and
distribute impacts of catch reductions
equitably. The Director of the
Washington Department of Fisheries
filed a minority report with the
Secretary on March 16. That report
expressed concern, also expressed by

- others, that the measures adopted by the

Council would be insufficient to ensure
adequate escapements for some runs of
salmon, and recommended ocean catch
quotas and restrictions on fishing fleet
mobility. These alternatives were
considered both by the Council and by
the Assistant Administrator during
review of the FMP. However, while such
measures would further restrict the
ocean fisheries, exisling management
systems are insufficient to implement
such measures effectively at this time,
particularly on an emergency basis.
The regulations published here are
intended to prevent overfishing of the
ocean fishery and minimize impacts on
weaker stocks, while equitably -
apportioning the increased rcgulatory
burden and minimize shifts in fishing
effort along the coast. While the
regulations are similar to the 1878 -
regulations, several important changes
have been made. These changes shorten
the seasons for commercial and
recreationsl salmon fishing and reduce
the catch limit for recreational
fishermen. There are 325 fishing days
open for commercial salmon fishing in
1979, summed over the seasons in the
States of Washington, Oregon, and
California, as compared to 521 daysg in
1978. There are 479 fishing days
available for recreational salmon fishing

i
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and

regulations. The purpose of these notices ™.

is to give ‘interested persons an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION.

". [13CFRPart120]

Business Loan Poliey; Proposed Rule

AGENCY: Small Business Admmlstratlbn
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Many business owners have
separated the ownership of some or all
fixed assets into one business entity and
the operating phase of the business into
another entity. This separation is done
for legitimate business reasons such as
tax benefits or limitation of liability. It _
has not been clear to applicants or
participants which loans to such
concerns are eligible under Small

Business Administration rules and what -

factors are considered in determining an
eligible situation. SBA is proposing a
rule to clarify when a loan can be made
to permit two related companies to
borrow funds to benefit both companies.

DATE: Comments by: July 6, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Comments, in duplicate,
may be addressed to the Associate
Administrator for Finance and
Investment, Small Business
Administration, 1441 L Street NW.,
Washington, D.C. 204186.!

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert H. Bartlett, Chief, Program
Operations Division, Office of -
Financing, Small Business
Administration, Telephone 202—653- E
8470.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The SBA
considered excluding loans orloan -
guaranties to related companies when
the use of the loan would benefit
directly or indirectly the passive entity
that was not the prime operating
concern. Such an action, however,
would put SBA in the position of
penalizing those operators that take
advantage of Federal tax laws,
limitations on liability or other sound

. business procedures. We determined
that such a Related Company
Transaction Policy by SBA would not

reflect the intent of the Small Busmess
Act.

Several provisions that would result
in an expanded eligibility scope, such as
requiring only a majority of the
ownership of the two entities be

+

. identical, were also considered. We

determined that these provisions would
be confusing to all parties and allow
many otherwise ineligible investment
businesses té become eligible for SBA
loans.

More restmctlve prov1s1ons were also

- considered, such as (1) restricting the

eligibility to real property only;: (2)
restricting the amount of lease (rental) -
payments to amounts necessary to cover
debt service, and costs of insurance,
taxes, and maintenance of the property;

" and (3) requiring the lease to contain an

irrevocable option for the operating
business to purchase the property at
depreciated cost at the termination of
‘the lease. These provisions were
rejected because they could result in the
loss of some tax benefits; reduce our
flexibility to assist small firms; and

impose undue governmerital restrictions

‘'on managerial discretion.

It is proposed to amend § 120.2(d),
Part 120, of SBA Regulations by
renumbering the present subparagraph
(10) as (12} and msertmg anew
subparagraph (10)'as follows:

PART 120—BUSINESS LOAN POLICY

§ 120.2 - Business loans and guarantees
* * i 3 * *

(d) Financial assistance wxll not be
granted by SBA: }

(10) If the apphcant (whether
proprietorship, partnershxp or
corporation) owns and leases real or
personal property to an otherwise
eligible small business concern and the
loan-proceeds are to be used to directly
benefit the applicant (e.g. purchase real

or personal property to be leased to the
eligible smiall business concern or -

refinance debts previously incurred for
such purpose), notwithstanding that
benefits will also flow to small business
concern, unless all of the following
conditions are met to qualify the
applicant as an “alter ego” of the
otherwise eligible small business

_coricern:

(i) The small busmess concem is an
ehgxble small business and the proposed _
use of proceeds would be eligible for
such assistance if the small business
concern were the owner of the property”

)

.l - -

that is owned or to be owned by the
applicant,

(i) The proceeds of the loan to be
used to benefit directly such applicant
will be used only to acquire or improve

" real or persgnal property for the

exclusive use of such small business

concern (including eligible refinancing);
(iif) The ownership interost(s) in the

applicant shall be completely identicul’

" with and in the same proportion as the

ownership interest(s) in such small’
business concern, and this identity of
interests shall remain unchanged until
the loan is repaid in full or SBA sooner
gives approval to a change.

(iv) Collateral includes an assignmenl
of the lease between the applicant and’
the small biisiness concern and a lien on
the property itself and the lease shall be
for'a term of not less than the term of
the loan.

{v) The small business concern must
be either a guarantor or co-borrower
and the owners of the small busines
concern and the applicant must also
guarantee the'loan,

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance

Programs No. §9.001, 59.002, §9.003, 59.010,

59.012, 59.013, 59.014, 59.017, 55.018, 59.020,

59.021, 552.022, 59.023, 59.024, 59.025, 59.027)
Dated: April 27, 1979.

William H. Mauk, Jr.,

Acting Administrator.

{FR Doc. 79-14290 Filed 5-4-79: 8:45 um]

BILLING CODE 8025-01-M

[14 CFR Part.71]

-DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
Designation of Airway Segments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation :
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

suMMARY: This notice proposes to
extend V-151 eastward from ,
Providence, R.I, to begin at a point
north of Hyannis, Mass., and to extend
V-203 southeastward from Norwich,
Conn,, to begin at a point west of
Nantucket, Mass. This action would
help to reduce the congestion in the

* Hyannis and Nantucket areas by

providing two additional airways.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
‘before May 31, 1979, ‘
'ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Dxrectgr. FAA

' New England Region, Attention: Chief,
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Air Traffic Division, Docket No. 79-NE~
1, Federal Aviation Administration, 12
New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Mass. 01803.

The official docket may be examined
at the following location: FAA Office of
the Chief Counsel, Rules Docket {(AGC-
24), Room 916, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591.

An informal docket may be examined
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic
Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Everett McKisson, Airspace
Regulations Branch (AAT-230),
Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division,

* Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence

. Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submitting
such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket

number and be submitted in triplicate to

the Director, New England Region,
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division,
~ Federal Aviation Administration, 12

New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Mass. 01803. All
communications received on or before
May 31, 1978, will be considered before
action is taken on the proposed
amendment. The proposal contained in
this notice may be changed in the light
of comments received. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons.
Availability of NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of this
notice of propssed rulemaking (NPRM}
by submitting a request to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of
Public Affairs, Attention: Public
Information Center, APA-430, 800
Independence Avenue, SW., -
Washington, D.C. 20531, or by-calling
(202} 426-8058. Communications must
identify the docket number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which
describes the application procedures.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)

_that would extend V-151 eastward from
- its terminal at Providence to begin at the

INT of Hyannis 318°T{333°'M) and .
Providence 079°T{094°M) radials and go
direct to Providence. It is also proposed
to extend V-203 southeastward from its
present terminal at Norwich to begin at
the INT of Nantucket 255*T{270°M) and
Norwich 120°T(134°M)] radials and go
direct to Norwich. Designation of the
two additional airway segments would
help to reduce congestion in the Hyannis
and Nantucket areas and improve the
traffic flow on present routes to and
from these terminals. The proposed
airways are designed to bypass
restricted areas sufficiently to cause no
interference with either airway or
restricted area operations. -

ICAO Considerations

As part of this proposal relates to the
navigable airspace outside the United
States, this notice is submitted in
consonance with the International Civil
Aviation Organization (ICAO)
International Standards and
Recommended Practices.

Applicability of International
Standards and Recommended Practices
by the Air Traffic Service, FAA, In areas
outside domestic airspace of the United
States is governed by Article 12 of and
Annex 11 to the Convenlion on
International Civil Aviation, which
pertains to the establishment of air
navigational facilities and services
necessary to promoting the safe, orderly,

- and expeditious flow of civil air traific.

Their purpose is to insure that civil
flying on international air routes is
carried out under uniform conditions
designed to improve the safely and
efficiency of air-operations.

The International Standards and +
Recommended Practices in Annex 11
apply in those parts of the airspace
under the jurisdiction of a conlracling
state, derived from ICAO, wherein air
traffic services are provided and also
whenever a contracting state accepts
the responsibility of providing air traffic
services over high seas or in airspace of
undetermined sovereignty. A contracting
state accepting such responsibility may
apply the International Standards and
Recommended Practices to civil aircraft
in a manner consistent with that
adopted for airspace under its domestic
jurisdiction.

In accordance with Article 3 of the
Convention on International Civil *

. Aviation, Chicago, 1944, slate aircraft

are exempt from the provisions of
Annex 11 and its Standards and
Recommended Practices. As a
contracting state, the United States
agreed by Article 3(d) that its state
aircraft will be operated in international

airspace with due regard for the safety
of civil aircraft. : .

Since this action involves, in part. the
designalion of navigable airspace
outside the United States, the
Administrator has consulted with the
Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Defense in accordance with the
provisions of Executive Order 10854.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the autherity
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
§ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71} as
republished (44 FR 307} as follows.

Under V=151 “From Providence, R1." is
deleted and “From the INT of Hyannis,
Mass., 318" and Providence, R.L, 079" radials,
via Providence;" is substituted therefor.

Under V-203 “From Norwich, Conn.." is
deleted and “From the INT of Nantucket.
Mass., 225° and Norwich, Conn., 120" radlals,
via Norwich;" is substituted therefor.

(Secs. 307(a). 313(a). and 1110, Federal
Aviation Act of 1938 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a).
1354{a). and 1510): Executive Order 10854 (22
FR 9565); Sec. 6{c). Department of
Transportation Act. (48 U.S.C. 1655(c]}: and
14 CFR 11.65.)

The FAA has determined that this
document involves a proposed regulation
which is not significant under Executive

* Order 12044, as implemented by DOT

Regulatory Policies and Procedures {44 FR
11034: February 28, 1979]. Since this
regulatory action involves an established
body of technical requirements for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally current
and promote safe flight operations, the .
anticipated impact is so minimat that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation and a comment perfod
of less than 45 days is appropriate.

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on April 30.
1978,
B. Keith Potts, .
Actirg Chlef. Alrspeee and Alr Troffic Rules Division.
[Alrspace Docket No. 79-NE-1]
[FR Doc. 79-13372 Filed 5479 843 axm}
BILLING CODE 4510-13-M

[14 CFR Parts 71 and 73]

Establishment of Temporary
Restricted Areas and Alteration of
Continental Contro} Area

Correction

In FR Doc. 79-12463 appearing on
page 23877 in the issue of Monday. April
23, 1979 make the following correction:

On page 23878, the restricted area for
*R-6714G Brave Shield 20, Wash.”
should have read as follows:

R-6714G Brave Shield 20, Wash. .
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Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 46°54'30"N.,,."
¢ Long. 120°15'00"W ; to Lat. 46°59°00"N.,

Long. 119°57'00""W.; to Lat. 46°49'00"N., .
Long. 119°15'00“W.; to Lat. 46°46'00"N.,
Long. 119°15'00"W.; to Lat, 46°46'00"N.,
Long. 119°03'00"W.; to Lat. 46°40'00"N.,
Long. 118°57.00"W.; to Lat. 46°39'00"N.,
Long 118°22'00"W; to Lat, 46°27'00"N.,
Long. 119°41°00""W.,; to Lat. 46°33'00"N.,
Long. 120°09°00"W.; thence along the .
southern boundanes of R-6714C/R.and the
eastern boundaries of R-6714B/A to the

) point of the beginning, but excluding the
airspace at and below 2,200 feet MSL
within a 1% NM radius of Vantage, Wash.,
Airport, and within a corridor exfending
northward from the airport and conforming
to the boundaries of the Columbia River.

Designated-altitudes. 200 feet AGL up to and
including FL 200. °

Time of designation. Continuous, 0001 August
16 to 2359, local time, August 23, 1979,

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation
Administration, Seattle ARTC Center.

Using agency. U.S. Air Force Tactical Air
-Command/USAF Readiness Command -
(TAC/USAFRED), Langley Air Force Base,
Va. 23665. .

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

i
R

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY . -

{21 CFR Parts' 193 and 561]

Proposed Feed and Food Additive
Tolerances for 4-Amino-6-(1,1~
dimethylethyi)-3-(methyithio)-1,2,4-
triazin-5(4H)-one

AGENCY: Office. of Pesticide Programs;

Environmental Protection Agency {EPA] '

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes that
tolerances be established for residues of
the herbicide 4-amino-8-(1,1-
dimethylethyl)-3- [methylthlo]-l 2,4-
triazin-5(4H)-one in the milled fractions
of barley (except flour} and wheat
(except flour) at 8 parts per million
(ppm) This amendment would establish
maximum permissible levels for residues
of the subject pesticide in the milled
fractions of barley and wheat (except"
flour).

DATE: Comments must be recexved ‘on’or
before June 6, 1979

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Mr. Robert
Taylor, Product Manager (PM) 25, Office
of Pesticide Programs, Registration
Division (TS-767), EPA, East Tower, 401
M Street, SW., Washington DC 20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Robert Taylor, PM 25, at the abOVe
address (202/755-7013).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
August 2, 1978, the EPA published in the
Federal Register (43 FR 33961) a notice
that Mobay Chemical Corp., Chemagro

4

Agricultural Div., P.O. Box 4913,
“Hawthorne Road, Kansas City, MO
64120,-had submitted a petition (FAP
8H5187). This petition proposed that 21
CFR 561.41 be amended by the
establishment of a regulation permitting
combined residues of the herbicide 4-
amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-
(methylthio)-1,2 4-tr1az1n-5(4H) -one and .
its triazinone metabolites in the milled
fractions of barley (except flour) and
wheat (except flour) resulting from
application of the herbicide to growing
barley and wheat with tolerance
limitations-of 3 ppm.

Subsequently, the Agency amended
the petition by expanding the proposed
tolerances to include the milled
fractions of barley (except flour) and
wheat (except flour) as processed foods
(21 CFR 193.25). Because of the potential
increase in exposure of humans to
Tesidues of the subject pesticide as a
result of the expanded tolerances, the

_tolerances are being proposed at this

time to provide an opportunity for public
comment. (A related document
establishing tolerances for residues of
the subject herbicide on barley grain
and straw and wheat forage, grain, and
straw appears elsewhere in today's
Federal Register.)

The data submitted in the petition and
all other relevant material have been
evaluated, and it is ‘concluded that the
pesticide may be safely used in the

" prescribed manner when such use is in

accordance with the label and labeling
registered pursuant to the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act,.as amended:in 1972, 1975, and 1978

- (92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136). The

toxicological data considered in support
of the proposed tolerances included rat
acute aral lethal dose (LDs) studies, a
rabbit teratogenicity study with a no-
observed-effect level (NOEL) of 30"
milligrams (mg)/kilogram (kg) of body
weight (bw) (highest level fed), a two-
year dog feeding study with an NOEL of
100 ppm, a two-year rat feeding study
with an NOEL of 300 ppm, an 18-month
mouse carcinogenicity study (negative
at 2,500 ppm, the highest level fed), a
three-generation rat reproduction study
with an NOEL of 300 ppm, and a mouse

’ mutagenicity study with an NOEL of 20

mg/kg bw (highest level tested).
Tolerances have previously been
established {40 CFR 180.332) for residues
of the subject herbicide on a variety.of
raw agrlcultural commodities at levels
ranging from 7 ppm to 0.01 ppm. Food
additive tolerances have previously -
been established for residues of the
herbicide in‘processed potatoes
(including potato chips) at 3 ppm and

- "sugarcane molasses at 2 ppm. A feed

additive tolerance has also previously
been established in sugarcane molasses
at 2 ppm. These previously established
tolerances (except processed potatoes)
result in a theoretical maximal residue
contribution (TMRC) of 0.23 mg/day in a
1.5-kg diet compared with a maximal *
permissible intake (MPI} of 1.5 mg/day -
for a 60-kg man or 15.36 percent of the
MPI. These tolerances contribute an
additional 7.79 percent of the MPI based
on an acceptable daily (ADI) of .025 mg/
kg/day, for a total of 23.15 percent of the
MPL. Should all other pending tolerances
be established, 27.37 percent of the MPI
will be utilized. Other feed additive
tolerances previously established are
processed potato waste {dried) at 3 ppm,
.sugarcane bagasse at 0.5 ppm, and dried
tomato pomace at 2 ppm.

There are no regulatory achons
pending against the registration of the
subject pesticide. The nature of the
residues of the pesticide is adequutely
delineated and an adequate analytical ’
method (a gas chromatographic
procedure using an electron capture
detéctor) is available for enforcement
purposes. No other considerations are
involved in establishing the proposad
tolerances, nor are desirable data
lacking from the petition, .

Residues could concur in eggs; milk;
and the meat, fat, and meat byproducts
of livestock, but such residues would
adequately be covered by existing
tolerances (section 180.6(a)(2) applies).

The pesticide is considered useful for
the purpose for which tolerances are
sought. Therefore, it is proposed that 21
CFR 193.25 and 561.41 be amended as
set forth below.

Any person who has registered or
submitted and application for the
registration of a pesticide, under the
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act, which contains any of
the ingredients listed herein, may
request on or before June 6, 1979, that
this rulemaking proposal be referred to
an advisory committee in accordance
with section 408(e) of the Federal Food;
Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the
proposed regulation, Three copies of the
comments should be submitted to
facilitate the work of the Agency and of
others interested in inspecting them. The
comments must bear a notation

.indicating both the subject and the
petition/document control number,
“FAP 8H5187/P14" All.written
comments filed in response to this
notice of proposed rulemaking will be
available for public inspection in the
office of PM 25, Room 359, East Tower,

1
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from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Monday through
Friday.

Under Executive Order 12044, EPA is
required to judge whether a regulation is

~“significant” and therefore subject to the _

.procedural requirements of the Order or
whether it may follow other specialized
development-procedures. EPA labels
these other regulations “specialized”.

* This proposed rule has been reviewed,
and it has been determined that it is a

specialized regulation not subject to the

procedural requirements of Executive

Order 12044,

(Section 403 of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act {21 U.S.C. 348).}
Dated: April 24, 1979.
Douglas D. Compt,
Acting Director, Registration Division.
. Itis proposed that Parts 193 and 561
be amended as follows:

PART 193—TOLERANCES FOR

PESTICIDES IN FOOD ADMINISTERED

BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL -
"PROTECTION AGENCY

1. Part 193, Subpart A, § 193.25 is
revised by reformatting the section into
a columnar listing and alphabetically
inserting the milled fractions of barley
{except flour) and wheat (exceptflour) .
at 3 ppm as follows:

§193.25 4-amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-
methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4H)-one.
Tolerances are established for
_ combined residues of the herbicide 4-
amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-
(methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4H]}-one and
its triazinone metabolites in or on the
following processed foods when present
.therein as a result of application of this

herbicide to growing crops:
= A FParts por
Barley, milled fractions {except oun) —eecees 3
Potatoes, processed (inc. potatd ChIPs).uaeeeee 3
e mok - N 2
Wheat,.milled fractions (except flour) comemcece 3

PART 561—TOLERANCES FOR
PESTICIDES IN ANIMAL FEEDS
ADMINISTERED BY THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY -

2. Part 561, § 561.41 is amended by -

. revising the table to include the milled”
fractions of barley (except flour) and
whieat (except flour) at 3 ppm as follows:

§561.41 4-Amino-6-(1,1-dimethylethyl)-3-
(methylthio)-1,2,4-triazin-5(4H)-one.

* * * * *

Parts par
Feod: . . miton
Barley, milled fractions (except fiour) . 3
Potato wasts, processed (dried). 3
Sug: b 05
! 2

Tomato pomace, dried. 2
Wheat, milled fractions (except fiour) 3

[FRL 1218-7; FAP 8H5187/P14)
[FR Doc. 79-14209 Filed 5-4-79 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

[24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the City of
Cleveland, Bradley County, Tenn.,
Under the National Flood Insurance
Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.!

ACTION: Proposed rule.

suMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
of Cleveland, Bradley County,
Tennessee.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP),

DA"fE: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a

- newspaper of local circulation in the

above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at City Planners
Office, 70 Second Street, N.E.,
Cleveland, Tennessee 37311, Send
comments to: Mayor Dechero or Mr. Joe
Edwards, City Engineer, 180 Church
Street, N.E.,, Cleveland, Tennessee,
37311.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

/ Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood

Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of Cleveland, Bradley County,
Tennessee, in accordance with section

!The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Houslng and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management

Agency by Reorganlzation Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR

41943, September 19, 1878) and Executive Order
12127 (44 FR 18367, April 3, 1879).

110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980,
which added section 1363 to the _
Natfional Flood Insurance Act of 1968
{Title X111 of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 80—
448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR
1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or

PN

gt W e aas

pursuant fo policies established by other

Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate fload
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base {100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Je.

Elevation
nfeet,
Sauwrce of foeding Lecaton rational
geodetic
vertical daturm
South Mouse Creok ... Just downsteam of Mohawk 774
Road.
Just downstream ot Mouse T80
Creek Road.
Just vpstream of Sunset 734
- Averve,
Just upstream of 25t Street. 805
Just upstream of 20th Street 814
Just downstream of 17t 815
Street.
Just upstream of US. 833
Highway 11 and 64.
Just upstream of Smath Dxfre. 841
Just upstream of Biue :74
Speings Road.
Fllaver Branch. Just vp: of Ocoee 789
Syeet
Just cownstream of 790
Westdow Dxive.
Just downstream of Weeks 797
Drive.
Just upstream of Mcintre 808 .
Syeet.
Just upstream of 25th Street 812
Woolen Wl Beanch ... .klsxudowmaamowmm 825
cot.
Just downstream of Oak 829
Street,
Just upstream of Beoad 836
Sheet.
Just downstrear of Euciid 844
Avenue.
Just downstream of asg
Cincinnats Avenue.
Just downstream of 14th 893
Street.
West Fork Woolen Just upstream of King 863
A5l Branch, Edward Avenue.
Just upstream of Blytte 870
Avenve.
Just petream of Ausora + 880
Geot
Just upstream of 18th Street 887

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1963 (Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development Act
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of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 {33 FR*

17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42°

U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order12127, 44

FR 19367 and delegation of authority to -

Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR

20963.) .
Issued: April 24, 1979. - )

Gloria M. Jimenez,

Federal Insurance Administralor.

{Docket No. F1-5408}

|FR Doc. 70-13767 Filed 5-4-79; 845amf s =~

. BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

{24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determination, for the Township of
Upper Allen, Cumberland County, Pa,,
* Under the National Flood Insurance
Program - o
- AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.1
ACTION: Proposed rule.

sumMARY: Technical information or

* comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the
Township of Upper Allen, Cumberland
County, Pennsylvania.

These base (100-year] flood elevations

are the-basis for the flood plain

. management measures that the

community is.required to either adopt or -

show evidence of being already in effect
in:order to quahfy or-remain gualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

DATE: The penod for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the -
" above-named community.

ADDRESS: Maps and other mformatxon
-showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are

available for review at the Upper Allen

Township Office.

SEND COMMENTS TO: Mr. RayE.
Trimmer, President of the Commission:
-of Upper Allen, 52 Gettysburg Pike,
Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania 17055.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT'
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood .
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202~755~-5581 or toll-free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives

1The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
- Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 19878) and Executive Order _
12127 {44 FR 19367, April 3, 1979).

. BILLING CODE 4210-23-4

nohce of the proposed determinations of

base (100-year) flood elevations for the .
‘Township of Upper Allen, Cumberland
County, Pennsylvania in accordance
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub, L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of |
1968 (Title X1 of the Housing and

“Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24
CFR 1917 4(a). ‘

These elevations, together with the’
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
‘management requirements. The
community may at any timeé enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant fo policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities. \
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are: .

Elevation
in fest,
Source of fieoding Location national
geodetic
vertical datum
Yellow Breaches  ~ -LiSHum ROad....ccmumsrsrmemsssnnne - 376
Creek. oo
: Wharf R0ad e ssmiscommessceme 380
. .Macadam Road 395
Pa, ROt 114 rcccrscrccsnins 399
Bishop Road vanemen 404
Gilbert Road. esrennsenss 413
~ Macadam Drive 416
“Conrail. 419
: Grantham Road 419
Trouwt R ceeeneeeee. COHEGE AVENUG oo 413
N ‘ Conrail. 413
Grantham Road .. 413
Mill Road essossssesnsetsesass 413
U.S. ROt 15 crcveenrvrsecssessssnsas 427
“Getlysburg PIKO wceeccsccsscceesss 430
DIt LANG ccocssrnsncscsrercsnrinecsss 430
Ushum R0ad.ceeniiisscsscsnes 438
‘Corp Limits 447

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 {Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1988), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance’ Admxmstrator. 44FR
20963.

Issued: April 24, 1979,

Glorla M. [imenez,
Federal Insurance Administrator.

[Docket No. FI-5406}
[FR Doc. 79-13765 Filed 5-4-7¢; 8:45 am}

{24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the Borough of
Prospect Park, Delaware County, Pa,;
Under the Natlonal Flood lnsurance
Program

AGENcY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.

_ ACTION: Proposed rule.

- SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the
Borough of Prospect Park, Delaware
County, Pennsylvania.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP),

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps.and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the Borough
Office, 720 Maryland Avenue, Prospect
Park, Pennsylvania,

SEND COMMENTS T0: Mr. William R,
Goodworth, Council President of

»

. Prospect Park, 19 Pennsylvania Avenue,
~ Prospect Park, Pennsylvania 19076,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, Natfonal Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or Toll Free Line
800~424-8672.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives

- notice of the proposed determinations of

base (100-year) flood elevations for the
Borough of Prospect Park, Delaware
County, Pennsylvania in accordance
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XI of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1968 {(Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24
CFR 1917.4(a).

1The functions of the Fedoral Insurance

* * Administration, Department of Housing and Urfmn

Development, were transferred (o the nowly
established Pederal Emorgency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 19728) and Executive Ordor
12127 (44 FR 18367, April 3, 1070).
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These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinantes that are more
stringent in their flood plain
manaagement requirements. The

" community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base (100-year) flood -
elevations for selected locations are:

Elevation in
{eet,
national ~
geodstic

- vertical datum

" 'Source of fiooding Location ~

60
69

Stony CreeX e Downstream Corporate
Lirrs

Upstream side of Dam north
of 13th Street.

Upstream Corporate Uimits ...

Downstream Corporate
Limits.

Downstream Corporate
Limits.

- Upstream Corporate Limits ....

72
10

10

Darby Creek
10

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XM of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42

U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44

FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR
20963).

Issued: April 24, 1979.
Glozia M. Jimenez,
Federal Insurance Administrator.
[FR Dot. 73-13762 Filed 5-4-78; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

.

[24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the Borough of
Rutledge, Delaware County, Pa., Under
the National Flood Insurance Program

AGENCY: Offjce of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.!
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments-are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed

1The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order.
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3, 1879).

~

.

below for selected locations in the
Borough of Rutledge, Delaware County,
Pennsylvania.These base (100-year)
flood elevations are the basis of the
flood plain management measures that
the community is required to either
adopt or show evidence of being already
in effect in order to qualify or remain
qualified for participation in the
National Flood Insurance Program
(NFIP).

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community. .

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the residence of
the Borough Secretary, Rutledge,
Pennsylvania. Send comments to: Mr.
Nicholas Ossman, Rutledge Council
President, 102 Sylvan Avenue, Rutledge,
Pennsylvania 19070.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll free line 800~
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
Borough of Rutledge, Delaware County,
Pennsylvania in accordance with
section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1868 (Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014126, and 24
CFR 1917.4(a).

~ These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on ifs own, or

pursuant to policies established by other

Federal, State, or regional entilies.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents, :
The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

26753
Elevaticn
. infeet,
Source of flooding Location national
gecdetic
ver uw m:‘
Stomy Creek wewmmmm—— Downstream Corperale S8
Limits at Mafrose Terrace.
Upstream Corpera’a Limitsat 114
Morton Avenue.

{(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X1I of Housing and Usban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR
20963.)

Issued: April 24, 1978.
Gloria M. [imenez,
Fedesol lnsurande Adminiatrotor.
[FR Doe. 78-13763 Fild $-4-79: 845 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

[24 CFR Part 1817]

Proposegd Flood Elevation
Determinations for the Borough of
Ridgway, Etk County, Pa., Under the
National Flood Insurance Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.!

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the
Borough of Ridgivay, Elk County,
Pennsylvania. .
These base (100-year] flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or

. show evidence of being already in effect

in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). .

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication’of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the Municipal
Building, 108 Main Street, Ridgway,
Pennsylvania. Send comments to:
Honorable Robert Neilson, Mayor of

3The functions of the Federal Insurance
Admlnistration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, wese transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 0f 1978 (43 FR
41843, Seplember 19, 1978) and Executive Order”
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3, 1979).
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Rldgway, 108 Main Street, Rxdgway,
Pennsylvania 15853,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451 °
.Seventh Street, SW., Washingfon, D.C.
20410, 202~755-5581 or toll free line 800~
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
Borough of Ridgway, Elk County,
Pennsylvania in accordance with
section 110'of the Flood Disaster |
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and .
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24
CFR 1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change .
any existing ordinances that are more -
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at.any time enact
stricter requirements on its gwn, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.

“These proposeéd elevations will also be. .

used to calculate the appropriate flood .
insurance.premium rates for new

buildings and their contents and for the )

second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents,

The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevahons for seleoted locanons are:

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development-Act
of 1968), effective January 28,1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44

- FR19367; and delegation of authority to

- Federal Insurance Admimstmtor 4FR.

20983}, .
Issued: April 24, 1979.

Gloria M. Jimenez, |

Federal lnswuncaﬁdnun&stm!ar
[DocketNo.F-se01]

[FR Doc. 78-13760 Filed 5-4-75; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

~-

[24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Ftood Elevation
Determinations for the City of

. Decherd, Franklin County, Tenn.;

Under the National Flood Insurance
Program -

AGENcY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.?

ACTION: Proposed rule.

sumuARyY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed-
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
of Decherd, Frarklin County, Tennessee.

“Thése base (100-year] flood elevations

are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or

- show evidence of being already in effect

‘ini order to quahfy or remain qualified
for participation in the national flood
insurance program (NFIP). -

DATES: The period for comment will be ~
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in.a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other mformabon

* showing the detailed outlines of the

* Elevation
. oo in foet,
Eouroo of flooding Location . national
. geodetic
vertical datu'n
Clarion River Downstream side of Main - 1375
. Street, i .
’ Downstream side of Dam...... 1,379
Upstream side of Dam 1,383
EX CreeK. e wncem.. Confluence with Clarion River 1,376
. Upstream side of North 1377
Broad Street.
200 fest upstream of Depot: 1,380
‘Street.
Downstream side of Conreil.. 1,398
900 feet upstream of Conrall. 1,400
Ganagher RN Confluence with Elk Creek.... 1,376
9,350 feet upstream of North 1,384
Broad Street at Drivewzy.
Upstream side of Depot 1,384
Street.
Downstream side of Maln 1,400
* Street.-
4,550 feat upstream of Ma.n 1,410
Street at Driveway. .
BSGOfeetupstmamofMah 1421
Street.
1432

13,700 feet upsiream of Mam
Strest at Footbridge. -

flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are’
available for review at Decherd City
Hall, Decherd, Tennessee. Send
comments to; Mayor William T, Brown
or Mr. Kenneth Layman, Jr., City
Recorder, P.O. Box 488, Decherd,
Tennessee 37324, o

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION-CONTACT: -
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451.
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
4248872, -

1The fimctions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganizaton Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41843, Septentber 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 {24 FR 28367, April 3, 1979).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator glves

-- notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of Decherd, Franklin County,
Tennessee, in accordance with section
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 98Q, .4
which added section 1363 to the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 '
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 80~
448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR
1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are

- required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
_management requirements. The
" community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other -

. Federal, State, or regional entities.

These proposed elevations will also be

used to calculate the appropriate flood

insurance premium rates for new

buildings and their contents and for the
.-second Iayer of insurance on existing

buildings and their contents,

The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

M foct,
Source of flooding Location nalional
: goodelio
vertical datum
Wagnor C180Kuemenionss JUST UPStioam of Sharp ' 090
Spring Aoad.
U.S. Highway 41A Biidgo 900
(Upstream). .
Just upstroam of Ofd 014
Dechord Road,
Sink Hole Entiro Shoroli 040

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XII of Housing andWUrban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), ag amended 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executlve Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR
20963.)

Issued: April 24, 1979,

Gloria M. Jimenez,
Federal Insurance Adm/aistrator,
- [Docket No. F1-5410) ‘
{FR Doc.79-13700 Piled 5-4-79; £:45 nru)
BILLING CODE 4210-22-M
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[24 CFR Part 19171

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the City of Cowan,
Franklin County, Tenn., Under the
National Flood Insurance Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.!
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SuMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base {100-year] flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
.of Cowan, Franklin County, Tennessee.

“These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the national flood
insurance program {NFIP).

DATE: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed

. base {100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at City Hall, City of
Cowan, Cowan, Tennessee 37318. Send

. comments to: Mayor Rodgers or Ms.

-Mildred Hatchatt, Councilperson, City
Hall, Cowan, Tennessee 37318.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
26410, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800~
424-8872. .
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The .
Federdl Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of Cowan, Franklin County,
Tennessee, in accordance with section
~110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980,

. which added section 1363 to the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968
{Title XM of the Housing and Urban
Development Act of 1968 {Pub. L. 80—
448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR
1917.4{a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are

1The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 [43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 {44 FR 19367, April 3, 19789).

[ XX Y

required. They shonld not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base {100-year) fload
elevations for selected locations are:

Bealtcn

. in feet,
Source of tioodng Locaton national
peodetc
vortical calum
Miler Creek. App Yy 850 feet 945
dowsyream of Qak Sueet
Just downstream of Oak 855
Svoet.
Boling Fork Creeko.. Just downstream ¢f Goshen 943
Just downstream of Lousvils 949
and Nastw¥o Raoad

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1668 (Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 {33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; (42
U.S.C. 4001-4128); Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR
20963.)

Issued: April 23, 1879.
Glaria 3. [imenex,
Federal Insurnnoe Adauicistralor.
[Dochet No. FI-6309}
{FR Doc. 78-33763 Filed 5-4-78; 045 ar]
BILLING CODE 4210-23-

- -

[24 CFR Parf 19171

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the City of
Chattanooga, Hamilton County, Tenn.,
Under the National Flood Insurance
Program

AGENRCY: Olfice of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.?

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
of Chattanooga, Hamilton County,
Tennessee. ’

¥The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Usban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 f 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 (53 FR 18367, April 3, 1579).

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required 1o either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood -
Insurance Program (NFIF). i
DATE: The period for comment will be
ninety (90} days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESS: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year} flood elevations are
available for review at the City Hall,
Chattanooga, Tennessee. Send
comments 10; Honorable Charles A.
Rose, Mayor of Chattanooga, City Hall,
East 11th Street, Chattanooga,
Tennessee, 37402. T

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: |
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Roam 5270, 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800~
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of Chattanooga, Hamilton County,
Tennessee, in accordance with section
110 of the Flood Disaster Prolection Act
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, -
which added section 1363 1o the
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968
(Title XIH of the Housing and Urban
Development Act 0f 1968 (Pub. L. 90—
448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR
1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
t{o mean the community muost change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricler requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be -
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base {100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Nape e

RN TR %

[P
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base (100-year) flood elevations listed —
" Elevation below for selected locations in the City oo
. ~ in feet, .of Weslaco,-Hidalgo County, Texas. Source of flooding Location national
Sourco of flooding Location ;:ggg:(’: T}txl;eseb basef[log-lye;r) gocIJd elevations v r%‘;‘:fgg‘l’ -
’ erical dawm  are the basis for the flood plain
i management measures that the Ponding Area No. 1.... Northwest of Texas 74
Tonnessee River ....... Dawnstream Corporate 651 community is required to either adopt or g:::gvs:g :;gbs-
Wgrr:x‘;tlsétreel.. ........... ...' esz show evidence of being already.in effect  ponging Area No. 2.... Intersaction of San Bonite ~ * R
Downstream of Chickamauga 661 in order to qualify or remain qualified :soumﬁgd Callo do la
. U;gzr:am Corporate Limits... 686 for particip ation in-the National Flood Pondmg Area No. 3..... Inler‘;echon of Toxas 74
Mourtain CroeK e with T 653 Insurance Program (NFIP}. gzulo:md and Mesquite '
: esa DATES: Thie period for comment willbe ¢ Ponding Area No. 4..... Intersection of Bridgo 74
. 683  ninety (90) days following the second gzzr:ie and Lano Grando
Stringers Branch oo c;lma‘orlate in Z;; publicaion Offt]hlsalln Opojle(: rule | mlha Polding Area No. 5..... So'uth of V\tligslaﬁoochwl:q{ < 12
i Creek. newspaper of local circulation in the ntersection of Queen Palm
" Upstream Corporate Umis... 653  ghgve-named community. and Palm Boulevard, )
Lookott CreoK . Conll th T 654 L .
’ Dx:;v G}"lrnghway S 654 ADDRE SSES: Map§ and ot}'ler information {National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
Upstream Corporate e e Showing the detailed outlines of the - XIlI'of Housing and Urban Developmont Act
e 92 Croek.... C >0 with T 655 flood-prone areas and the proposed of 1968), effective January 28, 1069 (33 FR
Ea‘:“’;gm Street.. 7 Dase (100-year) flood elevations are 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
Wlston Road.. o "ese  available for review at Office of U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
South G Upstream Corporate Linits... 663 Planning, City Hall, 500 S. Kansas Ave., I;Rd193fli7l:nand deleg&éﬁg&?f;;glroﬁy Fl;{)
Crack, Y awer. . Weslaco, Texas 78596. 239:;‘)‘ surance 8 )
Lightfoot Mill Road e 667 Send comments to: Mayor Joe B. I " d: April 24. 1970
o i i ooa  Sanchez or Mr. Robert M. Hopkins, City - , :s“le s ApIL AR, WA
West Chickamauga ~ Confluence with South - 677 Manager, City Hall, 500 Kansas.Street, f, orla M. Jimenez,
Creek. Chickamauga Creelc ‘ederal Insurance Administrator.
' Upstream Corporate Limits ... 677 . WeSlaco' Texas 78596. i {Docket No. F1-5411)
SPAing CreeK e Confluencowiti West 677 'FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: [FR Doc. 78-13770 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am} '
' Ug,,':’f,ﬁm R o tinits. 78 Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood - BILLING CODE 4210-23-M
rppgeeness SERGAE & lswmos bopan, Ko S 01,
: even ee shi ,
. O Hbion P T S 20410, (202) 755-5581 or Toll Free Lme [24 CFR Part 1917]
Upstream Corporate Limits ... - 670 [800] 424-8872.

{(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR |
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR
20983.)

Issued: April 24,1979, »
Gloria M. Jimenez,
Federal Insurance Administrator.
[Docket No. FI-5407]
[FR Doc. 79-13760 Filed 5-4-78; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

{24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the City of
Weslaco, Hidalgo County, Tex., Under
the National Flood Insurance Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and

Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.! | -
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed

!The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department 6f Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1973 (43 Fr
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3,1969). * .

Proposed Flood Elevation
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Determinations for the Borough of .

Federal Insurance Administrator gives New Eagle, Washington County, Pa.,

notice of the proposed determinations of  ynder the National Flood Insurance
base (100-year) flood elevations for the Program

gf?cﬁf,g :izc&iﬁg:é%ﬁ)g :;fgtgt! t’Il'lzxas. AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
tigation. FEMA.1
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973. Hazard ‘Mmgahon. A -
ACTION: Proposed rule.

{Pub L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added
section 1363 ta.the National Flood Insurance
Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 80-
448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR '
1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change .
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management reqmrements. The A
community may at ary time enact
stricter reqmrements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed-base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the
Borough of New Eagle, Washington
County, Pennsylvania.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain ™
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the national flood
insurance program (NFIP),

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in'a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

17The functions of the Federal Insurance '
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban'
Development, were transferred to the nowly
established Federal Emergency Managomont
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Ordor
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3, 1978), ¥
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ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
‘base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the Borough
Building, 157 Main Street, New Eagle,
Pennsylvania. Send comments to: Mr.
Raymond Dombrowski, Council
-President of New Eagle, 157 Main Street,
New Eagle, Pennsylvania 15067.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 800-
4248872, -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base {100-year} flood elevations for the
Borough of New Eagle, Washington
County, Pennsylvania in accordance

- with section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of

* 1958 (Title XIII of the Housing and

“Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24
CFR 19174(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
communlity may at any timme enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
~ These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base {100-year) flood
-elevations for selected locations are:

Elevation
in feet,
Source of floocing Location national
geodetic
vertical datum
Monongahela River—.. Downstream Corporale 753

Upstream Corporate Limits ..., 754

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR
17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR
20963 .)

Issued: April 24, 1979.Gloria M. Jimenez,

Federal Insurance Administrotor.
[Docket No. FI-5402)

{FR Doc. 79-13761 Filed 5-4-7%; &45 am)
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

{24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the Borough of
Scottdale, Westmoreland County, Pa.;
Under the National Flood Insurance
Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.?
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the
Borough of Scottdale, Westmoreland
County, Pennsylvania.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the Borough
Building, Scottdale, Pennsylvania. Send
comments to: Honorable Frederick
Eberharter, Mayor of Scottdale, 10
Mount Pleasant Road, Scottdale,

. Pennsylvania 15683.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, 202-755-5581 or Toll
Free Line 800-424-8872. Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20410.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
natice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
Boraugh of Scottdale, Westmoreland
County, Pennsylvania in accordance
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 {(Pub. L. 93-234),

$The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly -
established Federal Emergency Management .
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 0f 1978 (43 FR
41943, Seplember 19, 1978) and Exccutive Order
12127 (44 FR 18367, April 3,1979).

87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XII of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24

*CFR 1917.4{a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by Section 1910.3 of the
program regulations, are the minimum
that are required. They should not be
construed to mean the community must
change any existing ordinances that are
more stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or -
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base {100-year]} flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Elevation
infeet,
Scuxce of floodng Locakon nasoral
. geodetic
verfical catum
Jacobs Creek——— Downsiroam Coporate 1028
Umits,
Cenfuence of Stautfer Run. 1,035
Upsireson Corporate Limits . 1,035
Stautlor Run.l L. P Road. 1035
Upskeam Coporale imits . 1,038

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title

XIH of Housing and Urban Development Act

of 1968}, effective January 28, 1963 (33 FR

17804, November 28, 1968), as amended: 42

U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44

FR 18367; and delegation of authority to

Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR

20963). .
Issued: April 24, 1979.

Gloria M. imevez,

Fedzrol Inserorce Adninlstrator.

(Docket No. FI-545}

[FR Dz 79-13784 Filed 54-7% 845 a0}

BILLING CODE 4210-25-4

[24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the Town of
Chester, Windsor County, Vt., Under
the National Flood Insurance Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.*
ACTION: Proposed rule.

}The functions of the Federal Ingxrance
Administration, Department of Housing and Usban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 0f 1978 ($3 FR
41843, Seplember 19, 1978} and Executive Order
12127 (44 FR 18567, April 3, 1575). _j

-
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SUMMARY: Technical mformatmn or
comments are solicited on the proposed’
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the Town
of Chester, Windsor County, Vermont.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the-
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

DATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the

. above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information '

showing the detailed outlines of the ~
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the Town Office,
Chester, Vermont. Send comments to: -
Mr. Prentice Hammond, Town Manager,
Town of Chester, Town Office, Chester,
Vermont 05144,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll free hne 800-
424-8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
Town of Chester, in accordance with
section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and ~
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L.
90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR
*Part 1917.4 (a)).
These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
‘required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements, The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or- " -
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State or regional entities. These
proposed elevations will also be used to
calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
.second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.
The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

.

. Source.of flooding

Elevation
in feet,

Location

_ national

geodetic
vertical datum

Wiliams River

Downstream corporate limit...

Just downstream of the
Green Mountain Railroad
first crossing located
approximately 500 feet

Jdownstream of the Green
Mountain Tumpike.

Just upstream of the Green
Mountain Tumpike.

Approximately 6150 feet
‘upstream of the Green
Mountain Tumpike.

200 feet upstream of the
Green Mountain Railroad
second crossing located
1.45 miles upstream of the
Green Mountain Turnpike.

Approximately 850 fest
downstream of the .
confluence of Kingclom
Valley Brock. .~

Just upstream of Pleasant
Street.

Just downstream of First
Avenue,

Just upstream of Depot
Street.

Approximately 3250 feet

upstream of Church Street, -

Just downstream of Colbum

. Road.

Just downstredm of Baileys
Mills Road.

Just upstream of Baileys
Mills Road. -

Approximately 100 fest
downstream of Thompson
Road. .

Approximately 60 feet
downstream of Jewett
Road.

60 feet upstream of Jewett
Road.

Approximately 80 feet
downstream of the private
road located approximately
1430 feet upstream of
Jewett Road. .

Just upstream of the private
road located approximately

1430 feet upstream of
Jewett Road.

Just downstream of the

...Green Mountain Railroad
third crossing located
approximately 3425 feet
upstream of Jewett Road.

Approximately 100 feet
upstream of the Green
Mountain Railroad third

“crossing located
approximately 3425 feet
upstream of Jewett Road.

Approximately 100 feet
upstream of the Green
Mountain Raifroad fourth
crossing located
approximately 5600 feet
upstream of Jewett Road.

Approximately 140.fest
downstream of the Green
Mountain Railroad fifth
crossing located
approximately 7630 feet
upstream of Jewett Road.

100 fest upstream of the
Green Mountain Railroad
fifth crossing located 7630
feet upstream of Jewstt
Road.

100 feet downstream of the
sixth Green Mountain
Railroad crossing located
approximately 1175 feot
downstream of the first
crossing of State Highway.
103. .

512
521

§30.
545

585

57

592
610,
623

654

' 668.

670

674

686

691

707

721

730

© 746

Williams RiVEr w.swe.. Approximately 180 foot

Middle Branch
Williarns River.

downstream of tho Stato
Route 103 first crossing.

Just downstream of tho
Greon Mountaln Railroad
soventh crossing located
approximately 330 foet
downstream of Duttonsville
Gulf Road.

Just downstream of
Duttonsville Gulf Road.

Just upstream of Duttonsville
Gulf Road.

Approximately 2500 feot
upstroam of Dultonsville
Gulf Road.

Approximately 840 feot
downstream of the second
crossing of State Route
103.

Just upstream of the second
crossing of State Route
103.

Approximately 540 foet

-~ upstream of the second

crossing of State Route -
103.

Approximately 1510 foet
downstream of Smokeshire
Road.

Just downstream of
Smokeshire Road.

Approximately 560 foet
upstream of Smokeshire
Road.

Approximately 1500 foet
upstream of Smokoshiro
Road.

930 foet downstream ol the
confiuence of Chase Brook,

420 oot downstream of the
confluence of Chase Brook,

200 foot downstream of the
confivence ol Chase Brook,

780 foet upstream of the
confluence of Chase Brook,

At confluonce with Willlams
River.

Just upstream of the Groen
Mountain Raliroad.

Just downstream of South
Maln Street.

100 feot downstream of
Grafton Street.

Just upstream of School
Street footbridge.

2370 feot upstream of tho
School Street footbridge.

610 feet downstroam of the
first crossing of Joo Swolt
Road.

Just downstream of the first
crossing of Joe Swotl
Road.

1400 feot upstream of the
first crossing of Joe Swett
Road.

Approximately 3000 feot
downstream of tho second
crossing of Joo Swett
Road,

30 foet downstream of the
second crossing of Joo
Swott Road.

Just upstroam of tho socond
crossing of Joo Swott
Road.

1230 foot upstream of the
second crossing of Joo
Swott Road.

1200 foot downstream of the
State Route 11 crossing
locatod approximately
3900 {eot downstream of
the Andover Branch
conlluenco.

Just upstream of tho State
Routa 11 first crossing
focated approximatoty

3900 foot downstroam of
the Andover Branch
confluenco,

765

761

768
m
795

84

820

80

892

221
932

040

1008
1011
1010
1038
660
73]
581
602
611
635
655

662

" 690

702

739

740

760

700

790

———— ot
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Middle Branch 260 feet downstream of the 815 | South Branch Wilams Just downstream of the 1140 | Andover Branchea.... 1140 feet upstream of 8965
Wiliiams River. State Route 11 second River, wooden toottaidge focatled Potash Brock Rcad.
crossing focated . 1.0 mie downsiream of 1870 feet upstream of £60
approximately 2200 feat Ethan Atlen Road. Potash Brock Road.
downstream of the 380 foet upstream of the 1160 2780 feet Lpstream of %65
Andover Branch wooden footbridge located Potash Brook Read.
confluence. 1.0 mis downstroam of Potash Bo0K comwe. Al CONfUonce with Andover  §32
1200 feet downstream of the 630 mmﬂw'm 1190 Branch. -
Andover Branch 1300 fee! €2 O 465 feat Lpstream of 850
confluence. wooden footiidgs locatad Wﬁm Andover
Confluence of Andover 847 1.0 mile downstream of Branch.
Branch. Ethan Alien Rcad. 1060 feet upstream of 970
Just upstream of Kingsbury 851 650 fect downstreamof the 1220 confuence with Ardover
Road. Poppie Durgoon fload Branch.
2000 feet upsiream of 875 crossing lonohzd 2825 foet 1730 feet upsream of 990
Kingsbury Road. donmmxshwﬂ Ethan A%en confivence with Andover
3500 feet upstreamn of 891 Beanch.
Kingsbury Road. . mm&"" 1240 2320 feet vpstream of 1010
300 feet downstream of the 830 crossing located 2825 feat » confluence with Andaover
third crossing of State downstream of Ethan Alen Bearch.
Route 11. Road. 2865 feet upstream of 1030
- 920 feet downstream of the 845 - confluence with Andover
up to fni Just maan & the Poppse 1258
Upstream corporate Emits ... 858 localod 2825 feet 3170 foet upstream of 1041
South Branch Williams Confluence with Middle 572 downstroam of Ethan Alen confluence with Andaver
River. Branch Wilkams River. R Branch..
Approximately 490 feet 580 1050 foot upstroam of the 1285 | Kingdom Valiey Brook  Mouth at Williams Aivef ... 570
* upstream of State Route Oungoon Road 5Q feet downstream of the 571
103. crossing located 2825 foet Groen Mountain Turnpike.
Approximately 1130 feet 590 downsiream of Ethtan Aon Just upstream of Green 583
vpstream of State Route Road. Mountain Turrgpika.
103. 890 foet downstrcam of 1315 480 feet Lpsthream of Green 608
Approximately 400 feet 665 Ethan A¥en Road. Mountain Tungike.
downstream of State 150 feet downstream of 1340 830 feet upsiream of Green €22
Route 35. - Ethan Alien Road. Mountain Tumpike.
. " Appraximately 120 feet 681 775 foot downstroam of 1370 1370 fect upstream of Green €29
upstream of State Route Ethan ASen Road. Mountain Tumgike.
35, X 125 feet downstream of the 1390 2220 feet upsiream of Green &40
Appraximately 1230 feet 708 Poppia Dungoon Road Mountain Turnpike.
upstream of State Route crossing located 1525 foet 2900 feet Lpstream of Green €50
35, upstream of Ethan Allen Mountain Tumiske.
4000 feet downstream of the 876 R + 3320 feet upsteam of Green 662
Popple Dungeon Road 430 fect vpstream of the 1410 ) T
.- crossing approximately 2.6 Poppla Dungoon Road v
miles downstream of Ethan . crossing located 1525 foet 42:0!&(_&9;3mcleram €78
Allen Road. N vpstream of Ethan Alen fountain Tumpike.
2340 fect downstreamof the 895 Road. GOt BrOOK coseenme Al downistream corporale 585
Popple Dungeon Road . 1550 fect upstream of the 1440 Fmits.
crossing approximately 2.6 Dungeon Rosd Just dewnstream of Gould 534
miles downstream of Ethan crossing located 1525 fect Aoad.
Allen Road. R upstrwnnm of Ethan Alen Just upstream of Geuld Road 660
Approximately 1260 feet 0 Jist downstream of Chandler 608
e e oo . 40 foet upstream of the 1472 District Read.
Dungeon Road crossing private divewsy loca'ed Just upstream of Chancler 612
Zpproximataly 26 mies Eonan Adon Hoad " it
downstream of Ethan All 50 feet downsty of 19
P tream of Ethan Allen Lovers Lane Brook.— Mouth at Middie Branch £81 B ibers Sprs Foad. °
380 feet downstream of the 825 virams Rier, 1420 fect upstream of 628
Popple Dungeon Road Ju:(‘ upstream of State Route £85 Minera! Sgrings Road.
crossing approximately 2.6 < . Just downstream cf the 637
- miles downstream of Ethan 1630 feot upstream of Sta'e £35 privata drive loca‘ed 1925
Allen Road. Routa 11, feet downstream of
- Just upstream of the Popple 840 80 feet g‘m’sm ofMyle £33 Bakmoro Hoad.
Dungéon Road crossing Stree Just upstream of the privata €43
approvimately 2.6 miles Just upitmm ot Mazia €3 dzi"jgslgabd 1925 feet
downstream of Ethan Allen K Strec! B - downsi et
Road. - Just upitvcam of Dopot [ Road. eam of Baimare
- proximately 1650 feet 960 Stree £ downstr 5
Apupmzme Popple 1030{{;:?%@::110!0&0: 610 "agf_ﬁjrmaémd 645
Dungeon Road crossin: 7
apmui?nmtew 28 s . 500 foct upstreamof Church 620 J"::c:‘z:’m of Batmara €50
downstream of Ethan . Street.
Road, of Allen Just downetream of Church €25 EOBlemitkdc«mm ofGreat 737
3560 feet upstream of the 930 - Suect ovue
Popple Dungeon Road Ju;mium of Chureh 628 Just %83& g‘ 745
crossing approximately 2.
miles downstream cfelémai 2200 fect upstrcam of €41 Just upstream of Duttonsyille 747
Allen Road. Church Street. Guif Road.
880 feet downstream of the 1020 | Andover Branth...... At confivenco with Mg 847 Upsream Comparata [mits. 742
private driveway located \ Jgand‘ “"Jmof-‘- . acs
é&;ﬂzs ;ar;ggam of Rodufo 1 5,_“"“ Sue {(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
N Just downstream of the 1050 Juﬁ upstream of Swto Rowts 857 | X1 of Housing and Urban Development Act
ivate drf focated . i
%Visesdwewavmm 9 X 720 foct upstream of State P of 1868), effective January 28, 1968 (33 FR
Ethan Aften Road. Routo 11, 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
1225 feet upstream of the 1050 ’Bgom;f:g“m’m’—'“ clsu'e 835 | U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
gf’s"a"‘g efﬁmmu;"in‘ﬁ 3250 fectupstreamof State o5 | TR 18367; and delegaﬂop 91’ authority to
- Ethan Allen Road. Route 11, Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR
660 feet downstream of the 1120 . Confluence of Polash Brook.. 632 | 20963)
woodén footbridga located 80 feot downstream of 841 4
1.0 mile downstream Ethan Potash Brock Rosd. 2
Allen Road. €0 foct upstreamn of Potash 849 ;‘
Brook Road. ;:3
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Issued: April 24, 1979,
Gloria M. Jimene£r
Federal Insurance Admiaistrator..
{Docket No. F1-5412{
{FR Doc. 78-13771 Piled 5-4-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M
. £

[24 CFR Part 1917)

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations for the City of
Kewaunee, Kewaunee County, Wis.,
Under the National Flood Insurance
. Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and
Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.! .

ACTION: Proposed rule. °

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
of Kewaunee, Kewaunee County,
Wisconsin.

These base (100-year) flood elevations ,
are _the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the -
community is required to either adBpt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

DATES: The period for comment will be -
ninety (90) days following the _second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation'in the
above-named community.

" ADDRESSES: Maps and,other information
showing the detailed outlines of the

~ flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the City Hall,
City Clerk's Office, 413 Milwaukee,
Kewaunee, Wisconsin. Send comments
to; Ms. Lorna Rodie, City Clerk, City of .
Kewaunee, City Hall, 413 Milwaukee,
Kewaunee, Wisconsin 54216.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755~5581 or toll free 800424~
8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of -
base (100-year) flood elevations for the,
City of Kewaunee, in accordance with
section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),

1 The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administrdtion, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3,1979).

" Lake Michi

87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of °
1968 (Title X1II of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1868 (Pub. L.
90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR
Part 1917.4 (a)).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change -
any exlstmg ordinances that are more
stringent in thexrﬂood plain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact

- stricter requirements on its own, or

pursuant to policies established by other

+ Federal, State or regional entities. These
. proposed elevations will also be used to
. calculate the appropriate flood

insurance premium rates for new
buildings and theip contents and for the
.second layer of insurance on existing

* buildings and their contents.

The proposed base [100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Elevation
*in fest,
national
geodetic
vertical datum

Source of fiooding Locaton

Kewaunee Baver.._..... Mouth at Lake Michigan.........
5460 fest downstream of
- County Highway E.
) Just upstream of County
Highway E.
4830 feat upstream of  +
Counly Highway E.

584
584

585
586

- 584

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
* XUI of Housing and Urban Development Act
« of 1968), effective January 28, 1959 (33 FR’
17804, November28.1958) as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Admimstrator, 44 FR
20963).
Issued: April 24, 1979,
* Gloria M. Jimenez,

*  Federal Insurance Administrator.

* [Docket No. FI-5413] C
{FR Doc. 78-13772 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

[24 CFR Part 1917]

Proposed Fidod Elevation
Determinations for the City of South
Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wis.,
Under the Nataonal Flood Insurance
Program

AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and

Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.!

!The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR

v

N

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are solicited on the proposed
base (100-year} flood elevations listed
below for selected locations in the City
of South Milwaukee, Milwaukee County,
‘Wisconsin,

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that'the
community is required to either adopt or
show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). .

. DATES: The period for comment will be

ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule in a
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of.the .
flood-prone areas and the proposed

_ base (100-year) flood elevations are

available for review at City Hall, 2005
10th Avenue, South Milwaukee,
Wisconsin. Send comments to:
Honorable Chester Grobschmidt, Mayol‘.
City of South Milwaukee, City Hall, 2005
10th Avenue, South Mllwaukee.
Wisconsin 53172,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
M. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755-5581 or toll free line 800-
424-8872.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of South-Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in
accordance with section 110 of the Flood
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L.
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added
section 1363 to the National Flood
Insurance Act of 1968 {Title XIII of the
Housing and Urban Development Act of
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 4001~
4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1910.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
‘to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their flood plain
management requirements. the
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be

41943, September 19, 1978} and Executive Ordcr
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3, 1979).
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used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents.

The proposed base (100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Elevation
in feet,
Source of flooding Location national
" geodetic
vertical datum
Ozak Creek Oak Creek Parkway 568
(downstream crossing) (25
feet*).
&th Avenue' (25 ieel“) PO 602
6th Avenue (100 feet) o, 617
15th Avenue.{downstream 642
crossing) (10 feet®).
Miwaukee Avenue (10 feet’) 651
Lake & 200 feet southeast of 584
intersection of Hawthome
Avenue and Park Drive.
*Upstream from centerline.
**Downstream from centerfine.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
X1 of Housing and Urban Development Act
of 1968}, effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR*
17804, November 28, 1968}, as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001—4128; Executive Order 12127, 44
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insutance Administrator, 44 FR

~ 20963.)

Issued: April 24,1979.
Glosia M. fimenez, )
Federal Insurance Administrator.
[Docket No. FI-5414}

[FR Doc. 79-13773 Filed 5-4-75; &45 am)
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

[24 CFRPart 1917]

Proposed Flood Elevation
‘Determinations for the City of South
Haven, Van Buren County, Mich.,
Under the National Flood Insurance
Program

" AGENCY: Office of Federal Insurance and

Hazard Mitigation, FEMA.?
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Technical information or
comments are.solicited on the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations listed
below for selected lacations in the Gity
of South Haven, Van Buren County,
Michigan.

These base (100-year) flood elevations
are the basis for the flood plain
management measures that the
_ community.is required to either adopt or
"~ show evidence of being already in effect
in order to qualify or remain qualified
for participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP).

1The functions of the Federal Insurance
Administration, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, were transferred to the newly
established Federal Emergency Management
Agency by Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978 (43 FR
41943, September 19, 1978) and Executive Order
12127 (44 FR 19367, April 3,1978).

pATES: The period for comment will be
ninety (90) days following the second
publication of this proposed rule ina
newspaper of local circulation in the
above-named community.

ADDRESSES: Maps and other information
showing the detailed outlines of the ,
flood-prone areas and the proposed
base (100-year) flood elevations are
available for review at the City Hall, 539
Phoenix Street, South Haven, Michigan.
Send comments to: The Honorable
Richard Lewis, Mayor, City of South
Haven, City Hall, 539 Phoenix Street,
South Haven, Michigan 48090.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard Krimm, National Flood
Insurance Program, Room 5270, 451
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C.
20410, 202-755~5581 or toll free line 800-
424-8872,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Insurance Administrator gives
notice of the proposed determinations of
base (100-year) flood elevations for the
City of South Haven, in accordance with
section 110 of the Flood Disaster
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234),
87 Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to
the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and
Urban Development Act of 1868 (Pub. L.
90-448), 42 U.S.C. 40014128, and 24 CFR
1917.4(a)).

These elevations, together with the
flood plain management measures
required by § 1810.3 of the program
regulations, are the minimum that are
required. They should not be construed
to mean the community must change
any existing ordinances that are more

. stringent in their flood plain

management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements on its own, or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations will also be
used to calculate the appropriate flood
insurance premium rates for new
buildings and their contents and for the
second layer of insurance on existing
buildings and their contents,

The proposed base {100-year) flood
elevations for selected locations are:

Elovation
In feet,
Source of ficodng Location national
goodets
vertsal datum
Lake Mchigana.. ... Entiro reach wihin Cty of 624
South Haven,
Black River. At tho mouth wth Lake £33
Nichigan.
Atupstream coporato ks, 584

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title
XHI of Housing and Urban Development Act

of 1968)..effective January 28, 1963 (33 FR
17604, November 28, 1968), as amended; 42
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 42
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to
Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR
20963.)

Issued: April 24, 1979,
Gloda M. Jimenez,
Federal [nsurornce Administrator.
[Docket No. FI-5415)
(FR Doc. 79-13774 Filed 5~4-75: 845 am}
BILLING CODE 4210-23-M

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

[29 CFR Ch. XIi]

Seml-Annual Agénda of Regulations
Under Review and Development

AGENCY: Federal Mediation and
Conciliation Service.

ACTION: Publication of Semi-annual
Agenda of Regulations under Review
and Development.

SUMMARY: This notice contains the semi-
annual list of existing Regulations FMCS
Regulations presently under review by
the Service and the list of proposed
Regulations currently under
development. The Regulations discussed
are those governing Arbitration
Services, Federal Sector, Health Care,
and Arbitration under the Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act. The list
is published pursuant to Section 2(a) of
Executive Order 12044.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Kruse, General Counsel, or David
Vaughn, Associate General Counsel,
Federal Mediation and Conciliation
Service, Washington, D.C. 20427, [202)
653-5303, FTS 653-5305.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
Agenda of Regulations under
development or review by Federal
Mediation and Conciliation Service is
published semi-annually pursuant to
Section 2(a) of Executive Order 12044.
The initial list of Regulations was
contained in paragraph 5 of the report
published at 43 FR 54139. This Agenda
has been approved by the Director of_
FMCS.

The following Regulations are under
review or development: -

1. The review of Regulations
governing FMCS Arbitration Services
(29 CFR Part 1404) has been completed.
Revised Regulations were published at
44 FR 13008 and became effective on
April 15, 1979. Inquiries regarding the
Arbitration Regulations may be directed
to David Vaughn, Associate General
Counsel, (202) 653-5305.

2. The review of Regulations
governing FMCS Mediation Services in
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the Federal Sector (29 CFR Part 1425)
listed privipusly is continuing. Revision-
of the Regulations is necessary in order
to comply with Section 7134 of the Civil
Service Reform Act of 1978'and to -
incorporate changes in FMCS
procedures due to the evolving nature of
federal sector labor relations. A
regulatory analysis is not required for.
these Regulations. Internal agency -
review of the Regulation continues.
Publication in the Federal Register of

draft regulations is expected in the near.

future. Inquiries regarding the Federal
Sector Regulations may be directed to
David Vaughn, Associate General
Counsel or Nancy Broff, Assistant
General Counsel (202) 653-5305.

3. FMCS has under development new
regulatxons to delineate the role of the
Service and the parties in the operation
of the Health Care Amendments of 1974
{P. L. 96-380}. Those amendments to the
Labor-Management Relations Act of
1947 (Taft-Hartley) give certain special
authonty to FMCS to prevent or )
minimize labor disputes in the health
care industry and confer on the parties
to health care labor disputes certain
special notice and participation
responsibilities. The proposed
Regulation would interpret and apply
the amendments. A regulatory analysis
is not required for those regulations. A
notice of proposed rulemaking for the
health care regulations was published at
44 FR 14577. Inquiries regarding the
proposed health care Regulations may
be directed to Scott Kruse, General
Counsel, or David Vaughn, Associate
General Counsel, {202) 653-5305.

4. FMCS is in the process of
developing new Regulations as to how
FMCS will make appointments of
arbitrators for disputes regarding
compensahon for use or development of
data in connection with the regnstratxon
of pesticides under the Federal -
Insecticide, Fungicide and Rode_ntlclde
Act (FIFRA) {Public Law 95-385,
September 30, 1978), and as to the .-
procedure and rules that will be
applicable to such arbitration
proceedings. Development of
Regulations is necessary for FMCS to
,perform its statutory responsibility
'under FIFRA. A regulatory analysis is
not required for these Regulations.
Internal agency review continues.
Publication in the Federal Register of
advance notice of rulemaking is
expected in thHe near future. Inquiries
regarding the FIFRA Regulations may be

directed to Alice Everitt, Special
Assistant to the Director, {202) 653-5226.
Wayne L. Horvitz, "

Director.

[FR Doc. 79-14229 File 5-4-79; 645 am]

BILLING CODE 6732-01-M

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION'
[38 CFR Part 3] -
Veterans Benefits; Proximate Results,

Secondary Conditions

AGENCY: Veterans Admxmslratxon.

ACTION: Proposed Regulatory
Development. )

-t

SUMMARY: The Veterans Administration
is proposing to amend its regulation
‘which grants service connection for a
disability which is proximately due to a
sérvice-connected disease or injury.
This amendment results from a report

_ made by the National Academy of

Sciences. The effect of this action is to
grant service connection for ischemic
heart disease or other cardiovascular
disease developing in a veteran who has
a service-connected amputation of one-
lower extremity at or above the knee or
service-connected amputations of both
lower extremities at or above the

" ankles.

DATES: Comments must be recewed on
or before June 6, 1979. If is proposed to
make this change effective the date of
final approval. .
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Administrator of Veterans Affairs
(271A), Veterans Administration, 810

Vermont Avenue, N.W., Washington,

D.C. 20420.

Comments will be available for
inspection at the address shown above
during normal business hours until June
18, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: T.
H. Spindle, Jr. {202-389-3005).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public
Law 94-433 (90 Stat. 1374), the Veterans

" Disability Compensation and Survivor

Benefits Act of 1976, ordered a scientific
study to determine'if there is a causal
relationship between the amputation of
an extremity and the subsequent
development of cardiovascular .
disorders.

The study was made by the Medical
Follow-up Agency of the National
Academy of Sciences. The resulting _
report, “Service-connected Traumatic
Limb Amputatioris and Subsequent
Mortality from Cardiovascular Disease

‘and Other Causes of Death” analyzed

statlshcally valid samples of veterans

- having service-connected extremity

amputations matched by age, sex, and
war period with nonamputee veterans.

The report indicates that veterans
who have suffered an amputation of
both legs or of one leg at or above the
knee, have a significantly higher risk of
dying from diseases of the
cardiovascular system.

- As a result of these findings we are
amending § 3.310 to provide service
connection for ischemic heart disease ot
other cardiovascular disease developing
in veterns who have suffered service-
connected amputation of one lower
extremity at or above the knee or
service-connected amputation of both
lower extremities at or above the
ankles.

Additional Comment Information

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments, suggestions or
objections regarding these documents to
the Administrator of Veterans Affairs
{271A), Veterans Administration, 810 .
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC
20420. All written comments received -
will be available for public inspection at
the above address only between the
hours of 8 am and 4:30 pm Monday = .,
through Friday (except holidays) unlil
June 18, 1979, Any person visiting
Central Office for the purpose of
inspecting any such comments will be
received by the Central Office Voterans
Services Unit in room 132. Such visitors
fo any VA field station will be informed
that the records are available for
inspection only in Central Office and
furnished the above address and room
number.

Approved: May 1, 1979.

By direction of the Administrator.
Rufus H. Wilson,
Deputy Administrator,

Section 3.310 is revised to read as
follows:

§3.310 Proximate resuits, secondary
conditions.

(a) General. Disability which is .
proximately due to or the result of a
service-connected disease or injury shall
be service connected. When service

" connection is thus established for a

secondary condition, the secondary
condition shall be considered a part of -
the original condition.

(b) Cardiovascular disease, 1schemic
heart disease or other cardiovascular
disease developing in a veteran who has
a service-connected amputation of one
lower extremity at or above the knee or
service-connected amputations of both
lower extremities at or above the
ankles, shall be held to be the proximate

_ result of the service-connected
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" amputatior or amputations. (38. U.S.C..
210(c), 310;.33T}
[FR:-Doc: 76~1417% Filed 5-4-79; 845 am|
BRLING CODE 8320-01-M

{38 CFR Part 21]
Education Benefits; Approvalof
Courses

AGENCY: Veterans Administration:
ACTION: Proposed Regulation.

SUMMARY: The Veterans. Administration

always has considered: the class:

-~ seliedules: ofiresident courses, other than
flight courses;. noﬁleadxng to a standard'
college: degree to be an integral part of
the approval of'such courses.
Agreements.negotiated with State-
approving agencies to pay them for their
services have provided that approvals:
for these courses'would include

- -approvals for their class schedules:
However; the Code of Federal
Regulations has'made no mention of this
policy: The amended'regulation corrects

_ this by specifically setting forth this
policy. - -

This amendment will serve to place in
the code of Federal' Regulations an:
approval requirément which previously

. was stated only in negotiated.
-agreements between the Veterans

.Administration and.the State approving
agencies.

PATE: Comments must be:received.on or
‘before june:6;,1979:1t is proposed.to
make this amendment effective the date
of finaliappreval.

ADDRESSES:Send writerr commeufs tor
Administraterof Veterans Affairs

(271A), Veterans Administration, 810
Vermont Avenue; N.W., Washington,
'D.C. 20420.
| . Comments will be available for
inspection at the above address during
normal business hours until June 18,
11979,

, FORFURTHER: INFORMATION. CONTACT:
:June C. Schaeffer, Assistant Director for
, Policy and Progrant Administration,.
 Education:and:Rehabilitation Service,
.Department of Veterans Benefits,
iVeterans Administration, Washington,
DE.20420:(202:-389-2092).
_SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
"21.4250(a) is amended to state that
approvals of resident courses (other
than flight courses) not leading fo a
standard college degree must include:
approvaliof course schedules.as.well.
this-includes both.full-time. and' part-
time- schiedules..
. -

Additiongl Camment Information

Interested persons are.invited ta
submit wrilten comments,.suggestions..
or objections regprding the proposal ta
the Administrator of Veterans Affairs
(271A), Veterans- Administration, 810
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC
20420. Al wrilten comments received
will' Be available for public inspection at
the above address only between the
hours of 8 am and'4:30pm Monday:
through Friday (except holidays), until
Tune 18, 1979. Any person visiling
Central' Office:for thie purpose of
inspecting any such comments will be
receivedi by the Central Office Veterans

.Services Uhit in room 132: Such visitors

to any VA field'station will be informed
that the records arg available for
inspection only ity Central Office and

- furnished the address and'the above

room number.
Approved: May 1(.1979;
By direction ofithe: Adfninistrator.
-Rufus H. Wilsom,
Dcputy Administrotor.
In § 21.4250, the:introductory portion -
of paragraph. (a);preceding subparagraph

(1) is revised o read as follows:

§21.425@¢ Approval'of'courses.

{(2) Genaral! A course of education,
including the class schedules of a
resident course (other tham a flight
course}'not'leading lo-a standard: college
degreg; offered by 2 school must be

. approvedi by tlie:Stale-approving agency

for the State in which the school is-
located;. orby: the State approving:
agency, whiclilas:appropriate approval
authority; or,, where:appropriate, by the

Veterans: Administratiom.

(38 US.C. 1772)

* - - » - -
[FRE Db 7524375 Plibd-5-3:78: 549 am]

BILLING CODE 8320-01-18
ENVIRONMENRTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[40 CFRIPartsz}
Approvaland Promulgatiomof

ImplementationPlans; Nevada Stater
Plan Revision Inspection/Maintenance
Program

AGENCY: Environmental'Protection
Agency.
AcTioN: Notice of Praposed Rulemaking.

SUMMARY: Revisions lo the Nevada
Revised:Statutes:and! Air Quality
Regulations forMobile Equipment have
beemsubmitted: ta the Environmental
ProtectiomAgency (ERPA).By-the

Governor for the purpose of revising the
Nevada State ImplementatiomPlar
(SIP). The intended effect of these
revisions:is to establish.amannual motor
vehicle inspectiom and maintenance:
program in the:urbamareas of Nevada.
This Notice: prcmdes adescription of the
proposed revisions, discusses.the
applicable-Cleamr Af-Acf requirements,
and mmtespublxccommenfsm the
revisions especially withvrespect {osthe
requirements:of Part I of the Clean-Air
‘Act, “Plan Requiremeni=for
Nonattainment Areass™

DATES: Comments may; be subimitted up
to July 6, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Commentemay. be sent tor
Regional Administrator, Attn: Sic &
Hazardous MaterialsDivision, Ain
Technical Branch;.Regulatory Section:
{A-4), Environmental Profection Agency.
Region IX: 215 Fremont Streef, Sar
Francisco, CA:84105.

Copies of the:proposedirevisions and:
EPA's:associated:Exaluation:Report are
conlained in:document. file:-No: NAP-
NV-g-and areavailable:forpublic
inspection duringnarmahbusiness houars
at the EPA,Region B Eibrary at the
above address:and at the-follawing _
locations:

Nevada Departmenti ofi Conservation
& NaturalkResources; Bivision of
Environmental: Protectiom, 201 South Fall
Street, CarsomCity, NV 88710

Washoe Council of Govermments, 241
Ridge Street; Renoy NV’ 835022

Clark County'Dsparimentiof
Comprehensive Planning, Environmental
Planning Divisiom;, 208:East Carsorr
Avenue, Las:Vegas, NV 89301,

Public InformatiomReference-Unit,
Room 2922:(EPA Library]} 40F “NO~
Street, SW., Washinglom; IRE. 20460.
FOR FURTHER'INFORMATIOR CONTACT:
Douglas Grano; Chief,. Regulatory
Section, Air & HazardbusMaterials
Division; EPA, Region: PL413-556-2938.

SUPPLEMENTARY. INFORMATION:
Backgroundi

Amendments to the Nevada Revised
Statutes, Chapter445, adopted during
the1977 sessiom of the State Legislature,
provide authorityand guidance for the
State Environmental' Commission and
the State Department of Mator Vehicles
to-establish arr armual mspection and
mainfenance (I/M) program. The
Regulations for mobile equipment were
jointly adopted:on August 16,1978 by
the State Envitonmental Commission
and the State Department of Mofar
Vehicles. The State Department of -
Motor Vehicles and'thiePeace Officers
of the'State are the-administering
agencies for these regulations.
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These statutes and regulations revise
the State carbon monoxide (CO) and
ozone control strategies, particularly in
the two counties where the I/M program
applies: Clark and Washoe. The revision
was also submitted in partial fulfillment
of new. provisions of the Clean Air Act,
enacted in August 1977 (Public Law 95—
95). Section 172(b) (11) (B) requires that
an I/M program be part of the SIP for
areas unable to attain the carbon -
monoxide or ozone standards by
December 31, 1982. The State has
requested an extension beyond 1982 for
two nonattainment areas: Las Vegas
Valley in Clark County (CO and ozone)
and Truckee Meadows in Washoe
County (ozone). Separate Federal -
Regxste’r notices address all other .
provisions of the State's nonattainment
area plans for these two areas.

Description of Proposed Revisions

On December 29, 1978 the Governor. of
Nevada submitted Statutes and
Regulations which together provide an
inspection and maintenance program for
portions of Nevada, including the Las
Vegas and Truckee Meadows areas.
This legislation and supporting
regulations establish in progressive
- steps a mandatory annual I/M program
for all'used light-duty vehicles being
registered or re-registered in counties
with more than 100,000 population. The
regulations provide that, on or after July
1, 1979, such vehicles in Clark’and
Washoe Counties must have evidence of
compliance with State exhaust emission
standards. . -

The program reqmres a motor vehlcle
owner to obtain a certificate of
compliance with the State emission
standards and federal emission control
equipment requirements. This certificate
must be obtained from a State’
authorized inspector, complymg with all
State regulations concerning testing
equipment and procedures. The State
regulations establish standards for
licensing inspection stations, which may
include service stations and fleet
stations.

The inspection test measures
emissions from vehicles at-both low and
fast idle speeds. The engineé is then ’
adjusted to the manufacturer’s
specnfxcahons, such as timing and dwell.
The emissions are again measured at the
two engine speeds. If the measurements
after adjustment of the engine are in
compliance, the vehicle is issued a
certificate of compliance. The mspectlon
with adjustments usually requires 15 to
20 minutes of operator time,

The program provides for exceptions
to the requirements of inspection and
maintenance. These exceptions include,

among others, heavy duty motor |
vehicles, light duty motor vehicles more
than 15 years old, and motorcycles. In
addition, these requirements do not

‘apply to vehicles changing registration '

under specific circumstances and
‘vehicles for which necessary repair -
costs exceed fixed amounts.

Any vehicle not complying with these
requirements is prohibited from
operating on public roads. No vehicle
may be registered if it violates the I/M
requirements. In addition, a violation of
any regulation under the program is
punishable as a misdemearior.

The regulations include a program for
informing the pubhc of the reasons and
methods for the emission control .
inspection.

The following is a list of statutes and
regulations which.are considered in thxs
notice.

Nevada Revised Statutes
Engine Emission Controls

445.610, Definitions.

445.620, Power of Commission to
Prescribe"Uniform Emission
Standards for Internal Combustion
Engines.

445.625, Information Concerning
Emission Control Programs:

Collection, Interpretation, Correlation; '

open to public.

445,630, Commission Regulations:

- Control of Motor Vehicle Emissions;
Program of Motor Vehicle Inspection
and Testing,

445,632, Regulations of Department of
Motor Vehicles: Licensing of Stations;
Manner of Inspection; fee, bond,
insurance, pamphlet for vehicle
owners. :

445.634, Inspectlon of Stations; grounds
for Suspension, revocation of station’s
license. .

445.635, Compulsory motor vehicle
emission inspection program: When
evidence of compliance required for
certain used motor vehicles, ‘

445.640, Evidence of emission control

. compliance prerequisite to transfer of

" used motor vehicle in' certain areas.

445,650, Exceptions to requirement of

- - evidence of emission control

compliance. .

445.660, State Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources .
to provide assistance.

445.670, Evidence.of compliance
prerequisite to registration of vehicle
in certain areas; submission of
evidence of compliance by owner,

" lessee of fleet of vehicles.

445.680; Installation, inspection of motor ,

vehicle pollution control device.

445,690, Exemption of certain classes of
motor vehicles; waiver from
provisions of NRS 445.630 to 445.670;
inclusive.

445,700, Fees: Amounts; collection and! -
deposit; use of money; maximum
inspection fees.

445,705, Unlawful acts.

445.710, Penalhes.

Air Quality Reguluhons for Mobile
Equipment

1 Definitions.

21 Severability,

2.2 Circumvention.

3.1 Pollution control devices.

3.2 'Visible smoke; gasoline-powered.

3.3 Visible emissions; diesel-powered.

3.4 Visible emissions above 1500 .

meters; diesel-powered.

Devices made after January 1, 1970.
stationary rails.
Devices made prior to January 1,

1970; stationary rails.

3.7 Exceptions.

3.8 Motor vehicle inspection standnrds.

3.9 Time of Implementation.

3.10 Licensing of authorized station
required.

3.11 Application, fee for stations:
issuance of license.

3.12 Approval of inspectors.

3.13 Fleet station.

3.14 Waivers. .

4.1 Prescribed inspection test
procedures.

4.2 Exhaust gas analyzer performnncu
specifications.

3.5

3.6

<

*+4,.3 Inspection and certification.

4.4 Certificates of compliance;
responsibility.
45 Approved authorized station sign,
4.6 Authorized station’s bond. .
4.7 Misleading advertising; false
information._
4.8 Approved inspector/license
stipulations.
‘49 Denial, revocation of station
license; grounds.’
_4.10 Licensing hearings.
4.11 Judicial review of license.

4.12 Denial of an inspector's license.
4.13 Denial; revocation of an inspector s
license. .

4.14 Inspector licensing hearings,

4.15 ‘Judicial review of inspector
licensing.

4.16 Certificate of compliance.

4.17 Certificate of compliance; purchase.

4.18 Certificate of compliance;
responsibility. ’

4.19 Fleet stations. o

4,20 Penalties. '

Discussion

These regulations replace portions of
Article 1, Definitions, and all of Article'

" 11, Mobile Equipment in the State of

———
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‘Nevada Aft Quality Regulations, as
contained.im the-approved SIP-These
changes:appear to-be consistent with 40:
CFR.Part 5k requirements: and have the
effect of strengthening the SIP. In
addition to the requirements of Part 51,

. thel/Mregulations, in their entirety,
must satisfy specific criteria for
approvaliunder Part D; Section-
172{b)(11}(B); of the Clean. Air Act.

The general requirements forthe I/M:
programs;are:set out in:a February 24
1978 memorandum from the EPA
Administrator to the Regional
Administrator {reprinted in: the: Federal
Registen om:May 19; 1978, 43 FR. 21673
Additionally, EPA published a General
Preamble for Proposed Rulemaking on:
Approval:of Plan:Revision for
Nonattainment Areas. (44 FR 20372,.
Aprili4, 1979);which identifies the major
considerations thatwill guide EPA’s.
evaluvation of each nonattainment plan
submiittal, including I/M program. These

- reguirements,include certification of
adegpatelegal anthority and a.
commitment to develop;. adopt, and
implement the I/M program. as.
expeditiounsly as.practicable.

All.of the.above general reqiirements.
appear to.be met through the submitted
Stafutes.and Regulations which include:
adequate legal authority and provide for
full implementation. of the Nevada I/M
program.as expeditiously as practicable.

- In.addition: to complying with EPA’s.

-

general requirements, the Nevada I/M. .

progranxis alsa consistent with EPA
policy in that the:Statutes.and:
Regulations provide for:

1. Regnlar periodic inspections. of all
vehicles for which emission.reductions.
are claimed in the SIP;

Z. Maintenance and:retesting of failed
vehicles. to pmvnie : for compliance thh
applicable emission standards;

3. Prohibition against vehicle
registration for operating on public
reads.for-any vehicle which does not
compIy withsthe applicable exhaust
emission requirements;

4. Quality, control regulations.and
procedures for-the inspection 'system
including:

a. Minimum specifications for
emission analyzers,

b.Required calibrations-of all types

- on analyzers, and

€. Minjmum record keeping;.

" 5. A program to inform. the public of
tire [ocation and. operafing hours of
service establisliments with approved
entissiorn: analyzers;

6. The licensing, of inspection. facilities
which.insure that the fécﬂity'

a. Has obtained, prior to licensing.
analytical instrumentation,which has

. beerrapproved for use by the

appropriate state, lacal, or regional
government agency;

b:.Has.received instructions in the
proper use:of the instruments andiin
vehicle lestingmethods.and has
demonstraied proficiency in these
methods,andi

c. Agrees:to-maintain records and
submits:to inspections;

7. Penalties forfacilities which fail to
follow prescribediprocedures and for
misconducts; ands

8. Records:to:be maintained including
the-description (make;, year, license
number, etc.}J ofteach vehicle inspected.
and its emissions test results and the
calibration of testing;equipment.

In addition; as a:result of the cut

" points,used andithe:-starting date of the

program, it appears that implementation:
of the regnlations will:result in emission
reducticns of 25:percent for both:
hydrocarbons and' carbont monoxide by
December 31,1987, innaccordance with
EPA policy-

Im summary;, the:Statutes and
Regulations:listed:and: discussed in this
Notice appear to meet the- requirements
of 40 CFR Part 51 and:Section 172 of the:
Clean Ain Act, and:are-consistent with
EPA policy.

Public Comments

Under Section: 110.of the Clean Air
Act as.amended, and.40 CFR Part 51. the
Administratoris required - to approve or
disapprove the regulations and statutes
submitted as.revisions to the SIP. The
Regional Administrator hereby issues
this notice setting forth. these revisions,
including rule. deletions caused thereby,
as proposed rulemaking and advises the
public that interested persons may
participate by submitling wrilten
comments.to.the Regjion 1X Office.
Comments.received on orbefore July 6.
1979, will be. considered. Comments
received will be available for public
inspection. at the Nevada Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources,
Clark County Department of
Comprehensive Planning, Washoe
Council of Gavernments, EPA. Region. 1X
Library and. the EPA. Public Information
Reference Unit.

The Adminisirator's decision la
apprave ot disapprave the proposed *
revisions will be based.on the comments
received. and.on a:determination
whéther the amendments meet the
requirements.of Section 110 and. Part D
of the Clean. Air Act and:40 CFR Part 51,
Requirements for Preparation. Adoptian,
a;:d Submittal of State Implemenlahon
Plans.

(Secs:.101.129; 123 tn 17 8. and!301(a) of the

- CleamAir Actas,amended: (42 U:S.C. 7410,

7429,.750% 1: 7508, andi7601(a]).)

Dated: March. 28, 1979.
Paul De Fallo. ]2
Regtozal Admnistrotor
{FRL1217-) -
[FR Doe. 78-14216 Filed S3-752 &4 am],
BILLING. CODE 6553-Q1-M.

[40 CFR Part 52T

State-and Federall Adminisirative:
Orders Revising-the-lilinois-State-
Implementation:Flan; Proposed
Approvarof an-Administrative-Order
Issued by lllinois Pollution:ControF
Board to CommonwealtirEdisorr Co:

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental. Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed: Rule.

SUMMARY=ULS. ERA propases: taapprave
an Administrative Qrderlasued by the
Ilinois-Pallution: Controk Beard-to
Commonwealth.Edison Company: Fhe
Order requires:the campany te bring air
emissions from:coal firedibotlersatits.
Kincaid Generating Station:lacated near
Sicily, Christian County, Illinois, into
compliance with.certain regulations
conlained in the:federally approved
Illinois State Implementation. Plan (SIP).
by Octaber 31,1981 Because the Ocder
has-been-issued to-a major sourceand it
relaxes particulate emiseions of the SIB.
it must be approved:by W.S. EPA before
it becomes effective-as a SIP revision
under the Clear Aiz Act 42 U.S.C.

§ 7410. 1f approved by U.S. EPA, the
relaxatiorr will constitote a revision tor
the SIP, The purposeof thisnotice is ta
invite public comment on .S EPA's
propeosed approval ot the Qrder.

DATE: Wrilten commentsmust be
received on orbefore unes; 1979.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Direcfor, Afr and -
Hazardous Materials Division, U'.S.
Environmental Profection Agency,
Region V. 230 South.Dearhorn. Street.
Chicago, Illinois 60693: The Stafe Order
supporting materizh, and public
comments received' in response to this
notice may be inspected and copied {for
appropriate charges} at this address
during normal business Bours.

FOR FURTHER.INFORMATION. CONTACE:
Dave Lueck, Air and. Hazardous

.Materials Division, t.S. Environmental

Protection Agency. 230:Sauth Bearhorm
Street, Clm:aga;lllmoxs&ﬁﬁm {312} 353
2205.

SUPPLEMENTARY IRECRURATION: -
Commoamwealth Edisorz Company
(Edison} dperates & ceal-fired steans
powered electricgenerating station i
Christiam County; Hiness. Theplant is
commonly knowr as Kincaid Station.
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On December 1, 1977, Edison filed a -
petition for variance from the emission
limit for particulate matter applicable to
the Kincaid Station until such time as
Edison can complete construction of -
new control equipment. Variance is
requested from Rule 203(g)(1)(B) of the -
State of lllinois Pollution Control Board
Rules and Regulations for Air Pollution.
A public hearing was held in this matter
on June 1, 1978 in conformity with the
notice of hearing requirements set forth
in 40 CFR, Part 51.4. No citizens
appeared at the hearing and the Illinois
Pollution Control Board received no.
public comment in the matter.

On July 20, 1978, the Illinois Polhition .

Control Board granted Edison’s variance
petition. Pursuant to Section 110 of the
Clean Air Act, the Administrator of the
United-States Environmental Protection
Agency must approve the Order of the
Illinois Pollution Control Board grantmg
" Edison's petition as a revision to the

Iilinois SIP before it may become
effective. 42 U.S.C. § 7410. Today's
action proposes approval of the State
Order.

After efforts to improve the collection

efficiency of existing pollution control = -

equipment at Kincaid Station, Edison
concluded that the installation of new
control equipment would be necessary
to meet the Illinois particulate emission
standard. The new facilities proposed
. include two new electrostatic
precipitators to be operated in tandem
with the existing precipitators, and a
single new stack through which all the
Kincaid flue gases will be vented after
treatment by the precipitators. Edison -,
estimates that the construction of the
new precipifators and the new stack will
cost in excess of $60 million.
Engineering estimates indicate that the
new precipitators should be ready for
service by October 1981 and that the
new stack will be completed in mid
1979. _
Kincaid Station is located adjacent to
Peabody Coal Company’s Mine 10,
which is the sole supplier of the coal

used at Kincaid. In March of 1977, a coal

washer was completed at Mine 10 and
therefore only washed coal is now being
supplied to the Kincaid Station. An
inteterminate amount of unwashed coal
is in the storage piles at Kincaid Station
and must be disposed of. Edison
estimates that there are approximately
400,000 tons of mixed washed and
unwashed coal in storage which they
propose to burn on a 50-50 basis with
known washed coal until all of the
unwashed coal in storage has been
utilized. The combination of washed and
unwashed coal will yield a maximum
particulate emission of 0.4 1bs./MBTU.

The washed coal under-existing
precipitator will yield 0.3 1bs./MBTU

- and the washed coal utilizing the new
precipitator equipment will result in an
emission of no more than 0.1 lbs./ -

* MBTU. Edison therefore requested

interim limits of 0.4 1bs./MBTU until the

unwashed is completely utilized,

estimated by Edison to be no later than

July 1, 1979. Edison further requested a

limitation of 0.3 1bs./MBTU:s untfil
- October 31, 1981, the target date for
operation of the new equipment.
Subsequent to November 1, 1981, Edison
will be in compliance with the
regulations.

-Edison alleged that the operation of
the Kincaid Station has no adverse
effect on total suspended particulate
ambient air quality in the area.
Consultants retained by Edison to
evaluate the impact of particulate
emission from Kincaid on ambient air
quality reported their conclusions. The
Consultants ¢oncluded that the
contribution of the Kincaid Station to

" existing air quality levels of plant

vicinity was very small and that
operation of the'station should not
threaten or prevent the attainment of the
ambient total suspended particulate
standards in the plant vicinity. In

* addition, the Consultants used
emissions data representative of the
year 1977. Therefore, this relaxation will
not consume Prevention of Significant,
Deterioration (PSD) increment. -
Testimony at the hearing indicated that
there would be no problem regardless of
the use of 50% unwashed coal.

Edison alleged that denial of this
variance would impose substantial
hardships upon Edison and its
customers in the form of increased costs

--or power outages. In order to make up
for the loss or derating of the Kincaid
units, Edison would have to reserve the
right to ask for power from neighboring
electric utilities at substantial cost or
run the risk of being unable to supply
the power requirements.of its customers
at certain times. In addition, Edison
claimed it would be faced with replacing
Kincaid’s output with extended use of
higher cost units. .

The linois Pollution Control Board
fourid that under the conditions of the
proposed variance-the emissions from
Kincaid will not prevent attainment or
maintenance of air quality standards.
The Board further found that denial of -

‘this variance petition would cause
arbitrary and unreasonable hardship
upon Edison and its customers. The
Board therefore granted Edison variance
from Rule 203(g)(1)(B) of the Pollution
Control Board Rules and Regulations
Chapter 2: Air Pollution, as applicable to

T
s -

1]
the Kincaid Station until October 31,
1981 subject to certain conditions. The
Board issued the following Order along
with its opinion granting the variance:

“Order

It is the Order of the Pollution Control
Board that:

1. Commonwealth Edison Company
be granted variance fom Rule
203(g)(1)(B) of the Board's Air Pollution
Regulations for its Kincaid facility until
October 31, 1981 subject to the following
conditions:

A. Until March 1, 1979 particulate
emissions shall be limited to a rate of no
more than 0.4 Ibs.,/MBTU of actual heat
input.

B. From March 1, 1979 until March 1,
1981 emissions of particulate matter
from Kincaid Unit No. 1 shall not exceed
the rate of 0.3 Ibs. /MBTU of actual
input.

C. From March 1, 1979 Until October"
15, 1981 emissions of particulate mattor
from Kincaid No. 2 shall not exceed 0. 3
Ibs./MBTU of actual heat input.

D. Edison shall construct, install and
begin operation of new particulate
removal control equipment and a new
chimney at its Kincaid Station during
the term of this variance and shall
report its progress to the Agency every
‘three months starting September 1, 1978.

‘E. Within 45 days of the'adoption of
this Order, the Commonwealth Edision
Company-shall execute and forward to
the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency, 2200 Churchill Road,

Prs

_Springfield, Illinois 62706 a Certification

of Acceptance and ‘Agreement to be
bound to all terms and conditions of this
Order. The 45 day period shall be held
in abeyance during any period this
matter is being appealed. The form of
said certification shall be as follows:

Certification ’

I{We), —————— having read
and fully understand the Order of the
Illinois Pollution Control Board in PCB
77-316 hereby accept said Order and
agree to be bound by all of ther terms .
and conditioris thereof.

Signed

Title
Date

The source has heretofore agreed to
be bound by the terms of this Order.

Because this Order has been issued to
a major source of particulate emissions
and relaxes the standard of compliance
and applicable emission limitation, it
must approved by EPA before it
becomes effective as a revision to the
Illmoxs SIP.

All interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the
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proposed SIP revision. Written
comments received by the date specified
above will be considered in determining
whether EPA may approve the revision.
After the public comment period, the
Administrator of EPA will publish in the
_ Federal Register the Agency's final
action on the Order in 40 CFR Part 52.
(42U.S.C. 7413, 7601) _ -

Dated: April 23, 1979
Jobn McGuire,
Regional Administrator, Region B.

[FRL 1218-1}
[FR Doc. 73-14213 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

. [40 CFR Part 65]

State and Federal Administrative
Orders Permitting a Delay in
Compliance With State Implementation
Plan Requirements; Proposed -
Approval of Delayéd Compliance

Order Issued by the State of Wyoming,
Department of Environmental Quality
to CF&I Steel Corp.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve a
delayed compliance order issued by the
State of Wyoming, Department of
Environmental Quality, to CF&I Steel
Corporation, Sunrise Mine, located in
Sunrise, Wyoming. The order requires
CF&l Steel Corporation to bring air
emissions from iron ore driers No. 1'and
No. 2 at the Sunrise Mine located in
Sunrise, Wyoming, into compliance with
applicable regulations, contained in the
Wyoming State Implementation Plan -
{SIP) by July-1, 1979. Because the order
has been issued to a major source and
permits a delay in compliance with
provisions of the SIP, it must be
approved by EPA before it becomes
effective as a delayed compliance order
urider the Clean Air Act (the Act). If
approved by EPA, the order will
constitute an addition to the SIP. In
addition, a source in compliance with an
approved order may not be sued under
the Federal enforcement or citizen suit
provisions of the Act for violations of
the SIP regulations covered by this
order. The purpose of this notice is to
invite public comment on ERA's
proposed approval of the order as a
delayed compliance order.

DATE: Written comments must be
received on or before June 6, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Director, Enforcement "
Division, EPA, Region VIII, 1860 Lincolnr
Street, Denver, Colorado 80295. The

State order, supporling material, and
public comments received in response to
this notice may be inspected and copied
(for appropriate charges) at this address
during normal business hours.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs. Cay White, Enforcement Division,
EPA, Region VI, 1860 Lincoln Street,
Denver, Colorado 80295, telephone (303)
837-2361.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: CF&I
Steel Corporation has mining operations
in Sunrise, Wyoming. The order under
consideration is concerned with
emissions from iron ore driers No. 1 and
No. 2 at the Sunrise Mine which are
subject to the Wyoming Air Quality
Standards and Regulations, Section
14(g). This regulation limits particulate
emissions from process industries and is
part of the federally-approved Wyoming
State Implementation Plan. The order
requires compliance with the regulations
by July 1, 1979, through implementation
of the following schedule for the
installation of control equipment:

1. February, March, April 1979—
Design Engineering.

2. March and April 1979—Fabricate
auxiliaries.

3. April 1979, Final design
parameters—selection of contractor.

4. April and May 1979—Receipt of
equipment.

5. May 1979—Contractor installation.

6. June 1979—Compliance testing.

7. June 30, 1979—Compliance.

The source has consented to the terms
of the order and has agreed to meet the
.order's increments during the period of
'this informal rulemaking, Because this
order has been issued to a major source
of particulate matter emissions and
permits a delay in compliance with the
applicable regulation, it must be
approved by EPA before it becomes |
effective as a delayed compliance order
under Section 113(d) of the Act. EPA
may approve the order only if it satisfies
the appropriate requirements of this
subsection. EPA has preliminarily
determined that the order complies with
those requirements, but specifically
requests public comment on those
matters.

If the order is approved by EPA,
source compliance with its terms would
preclude Federal enforcement action
under section 113 of the Acl against the
source for violations of the regulations
covered by the order during the period
the order is in effect. Enforcement
against the source under the citizen suit
provision of the Act (Section 304) would
be similarly precluded. If approved, the
order would also constitute an addition

" to the Wyoming SIP. Compliance with

the proposed order will not exempt the
CF&I Steel Corporation from complying
with applicable requirements contained
in any subsequent revisions to the SIP
which are approved by EPA.

* Allinterested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the
proposed order. Written comments
received by the date specified above
will be considered in determining
whether EPA may approve the order.
After the public comment period, the
Administrator of EPA will publish in the
Federal Register the Agency’s final
action on the order in 40 CFR Part 65.

(Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7413, 7601.)
Dated: April 20, 1979. -

Alan Mersoo,
Reglonol Administrotes, Region VIIL

[Docket No. A-79-% FRL 1212-8]
{FR Doc. 78-14221 Filed 5-4-79; 84S am]

BILUNG CODE 6580-01-M

[40 CFR Part 65}

State and Federal Administrative
Orders Permitting a Delay in
Compliance With State Implementation
Plan Requirements; Proposed
Approval of an Administrative Order
{ssued by the Main Board of
Environmental Protection to Georgia-
Pacific Corp.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency. -
ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve an
administrative order issued by the
Maine Board of Environmental
Protection to Georgia-Pacific
Corporation. The order requires the
company to bring air emissions from its
Chip and Saw Mill and its Kraft Mill in
Woodland, Maine into compliance with
certain regulations contained in the
federally approved Maine State
Implementation Plan (SIP) by June 30,
1979. Because the order has been issued
to a major source and permits a delay in
compliance with provisions of the SIP, it
must be approved by EPA before it
becomes effective as a delayed
compliance order under the Clean Air
Act (the Act). If approved by EPA, the
order will constitute an addition to the

- SIP. In addition, a source in compliance

with an approved order may not be sued
under the federal enforcement or citizen
suit provisions of the Act for violations
of the SIP regulations covered by the
Order. The purpose of this notice is to
invite public comment on EPA’s

proposed approval of the order as a

. delayed compliance order.
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DATE: Written comments must be
recgived on or before June 6,1979.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be -
submitted to Director, Enforcement
Division, EPA, Region I, Room 2103,
J.F.K. Federal Building, Boston, MA
02203. The State order, supporting
material, and public comments received
in response to this notice may be R
inspected and copied (for appropriate
charges) at this address during normal
business hours.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Attorney Wesley Marshall at 617/223-
5600 or engineer William Torrey at 617/
223-5330, both-at the following address:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
J.F.K. Federal Building, room 2103,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Georgia-
Pacific Corporation operates a chip and
saw mill and a Kraft Mill at Woodland,
Maine. The order under consideration
addresses emissions from the facilities, -
which are subject to Section 600 of title -
38 of the Maine Revised Statutes
Annotated. This section {38 M.R.S.A.

§ 600) limits the emission c\)f particulates

from fuel burning equipment, and is part -

of the federally approved Maine State -

Implementation Plan. The order requires -

final compliance with-the regulation by
June 30, 1979 through installation of
additional equipment.

Because this order has been issued to

a major source of particulate emissions

and permits a delay in compliance with
the applicable regulation, it must be
approved by EPA before it becomes
effective as a delayed compliance order
under Section 113(d} of the Clean Air
Act (the Act). EPA may approve the
order only if it satisfies the appropriate
requirements of this subsection.

If the order is approved by EPA,
source compliance with its terms would
preclude federal enforcement action
under Section 113 of the Act against the
source for violations of the regulation
covered by the order during the period
the order is in effect. Enforcement
against the source under the citizen suit
provision of the Act (Section 304) would
be similarly precluded. If approved, the

order would also constitute an addition —

to the Maine SIP.

All interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the
proposed order. Written comments-
received by the date specified above
will be considered in determining
whether EPA may approve the order.
After the public comment period, the
Administrator of EPA will publish in the
Federal Register the Agency's final
action on the order in 40 CFR Part 65. -

{Authority: 42'U.S.C. 7413, 7601.)

Dated: April 21, 1979.
William Adams, )

. Regional Administrator, Region L.

{FRL1217-5]
[FR Doc. 79-14220 Filed 54-79; 8:45 am]
BILIJNG CODE 6560-01-M

LY

[40 CFR Part 651

State and Federal Administrative
Orders Permitting a Delay in
Compliance With State‘Iniplementation
Plan Requirements; Proposed
Approval of Delayed Compliance
Order Issued by the State of Wyoming,
Department of Environmental Quality
to United States Steel Corp.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed Rule

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve a
delayed compliance order issued by the
State of Wyoming, Department of
Environmental Quality, to United States
Steel Corporation; Western Ore
Operation located near Atlantic City,
‘Wyoming. The order requires U.S. Steel
Corporation to bring emissions from the,
waste gas fan on lines #1 and #2 of the
agglomerating process at the Western
Ore Operation near Atlantic City,
Wyoming, into-compliance with
applicable regulations contained in the
Wyoming State Implementation Plan
(SIP) by July 1, 1979. Because the order

" has been issued to a major source and

permits a delay in compliance with
provisions of the SIP, it must be
approved by EPA before it becomes-
effective as a delayed compliance order

_under the Clean Air Act (the Act). If

approved by EPA, the order will
constitute an addition to the SIP. In
addition, a source in compliance with an
approved order may not be sued under -
the Federal enforcement or citizen suit |
provisions of the Act for violations of
the SIP regulations covered by this
order. The purpose of this notice is to
invite public comment on EPA’s
proposed approval of the order as a
delayed compliance order.-

DATE: Written comments must be
received on or before June 6, 1979,
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Director, Enforcement
Division, EPA, Region VIII, 1860 Lincoln

“ Street, Denver, Colorado 80295. The

State order, supporting material, and

. public comments received in response to

this notice may be inspected and copied
(for appropriate charges) at this address
during normal business hours.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mrs. Cay White, Enforcement Division,
EPA, Region VIII, 1860 Lincoln Street,

Denver, Colorado 80295, telephone (303)
837-2361.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: U. S,
Steel Corporation operates a facility
known as the Western Ore Operation
near Atlantic City, Wyoming. The order
under consideration concerns
particulate emissions from the waste gas
fan on lines #1 and #2 of the

. agglomerating process at this facility

which are subject to the Wyoming Air-
Quality Standards and Regulations
Section 14(g). This regulation limits
particulate emissions from process
industries and is part of the federally-
approved Wyoming State
Implementation Plan. The order requires

. compliance with the regulations by July

1, 1979, through implementation of the

* following schedule for the installation of

control equipment:

1..November 1978-May 1979—
Construction of particulate matter air
pollution control equipment.

2. May-July 1, 1979—Testing of tho
equipment so as to bring into
compliance with Section 14 (g).

The source has consented to the terms
of the order and has agreed to meet the

. order’s increments during the pertod of

this informal rulemaking. Because this .
order has been issued to a major source
of particulate matter emissions and
permits a delay in compliance with the
applicable regulation, it must be
approved by EPAbefore it becomes
effective as a delayed compliance order
under Segtion 113(d) of the Act. EPA
may approve the order only if it satisfics
the appropriate requirements of this
subsection. EPA has preliminarily
determined that the order complies with
those requirements, but specifically
requests public comment on those
matters.

If the order is approved by EPA,
source compliance with its terms would
preclude Federal enforcement action
under Section 113 of the Act against the
source for violations of the regulations’
covered by the order during the period
the order is in effect, Enforcement
against the source under the citizen suit
provision of the Act {(Section 304) would
be similarly precluded. If approved, the
order would also constitute an addition
to the Wyoming SIP. Compliance with
the proposed order will not exempt the
U. S. Steel Corporation from complying
with applicable requirements contained
in any subsequent revisions to the SIP
which are approved by EPA. *

All interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the
proposed order. Written comments
received by the date specified above
will be considered in determining
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whether EPA may approve the order.
After the public comment period, the
Administrator of EPA will publish in the
Federal Register the Agency'’s final
action on the order in 40 CFR Part 65.
_{Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7413, 7601.)
Dated: April 20, 1979.
Alan Merson,
Regional Administrator. Region VIII

{Docket No. A-78-9] -
IFR Doc. 79-14222 Filed 5-4-79; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

[40 CFR Part 85}

Emission.Control System Performance
Warranty

AGENCY: Environmental Protection

Agency.

ACTION: Proposed Rule; Correction.

SUMMARY: The Federal Register Notice *
for the Proposed Emission Performance
Warranty Regulations which appeared
on page 23784 of the Federal Register for
- Friday, April 20, 1979, incorrectly stated
the closing dates for submitting written
comments. In addition, the Notice
omitted the times for the Public
Hearings. - ~ .

- DATES: The following is a correct
statement of the dates and addresses
relevant to the emission performance
warranty: ’

Comments will be accepted until July
8, 1979. The first hearing will be held
from 9:00 to 4:30 on May 22, 1979, and
continue on May 23, 1979, if necessary.
The second hearing will be held from
9:00 to 4:30 on May 31, 1979, and
continue on June 1, 1979, if necessary.

. Any persons desiring to participate in
the hearings should notify EPA of his or
her intention along with an outline of
the points to be discussed and the time

" - " needed to discuss these points no later

than 10 days prior to the hearing at °
which the party wishes to participate.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
Central Docket Section.(A-130)
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, S.W., Washington D.C. 20460. A
person should submit his or her
intention to participate in a hearing
along with an outline of discussions to:
Director, Mobile Source Enforcement
Division (EN-340), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street S.W.,
Washington, D:C. 20460. The first
hearing will be held at the following
location: General Accounting Office
Auditorium, 7th Floor, 441 G Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. The second
hearing will be held at the following
locafion: Royal Court Room; Ascot

House, 1100 South Michigan Street,
Chicago, lllinois.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr.:David Feldman, Mobile Source
Enforcement Division (EN-340)
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460
(202) 755-0298.

Dated: April 30, 1979,
Benjamim R. Jackson,
Deputy Assistont Administrotor for Molide Soirce and
Noise Enforcoment, (EN-337).
[FRL 1216-5}
[FR Doc. 78-14213 Filed 5~34-79; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-01-}

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Health Care Financing Adminlistration
[42 CFR Part 466]

Financing of PSRO Hospital Review
Activities

AGENCY: Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA), HEW.

ACTION: Proposed Rule.

SUMMARY: This proposal sets forth a
new method for reimbursing the cost of
hospital review conducted under the -
authority of Professional Standards
Review Organizations (PSROs). It
applies to review of hospital care
provided to patients eligible under the
Medicare, Mediceid, and Maternal and
Child Health and Crippled Children’s
(MCH-CC) programs. It would
implement Sections 1861(w), 1815(b),
and 1168 of the Social Securily Act, as
amended by Section 112 of Pub. L. 94~
182.

DATE: We will consider wrilten
comments or suggestions received by
July 6, 1979,

ADDRESS: Address comments to:
Administrator, Health Care Financing
Administration, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare, P. O. Box 2372,
Washington, D.C. 20013.

In commenting, please refer to HSQ-
32-P. Organizations and agencies are
requested to send comments in
duplicate. Comments will be available
for public inspection, beginning
approximately two weeks from today, in
Room 5231 of the Department's offices at
330 C Street, SW., Washington, D.C., on
Monday through Friday from 8:30 a.m. to
5 p.m. (202-245-0950).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Daniel E. Nickelson, Health Standards
and Quality Bureau, HCFA, Mary E.
Switzer Building, Room 5127, 330 C

Street, SW, Washington, D.C. 20201.
(202-245-8717). <
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Establishment of Professional
Standards Review Organizations
(PSROs) was mandated by Congress in
the 1972 Amendments to the Social
Security Act (Pub. L. 92-603). The
primary responsibilities of PSROs are to

. assure that health care services and

items provided and paid for under
Medicare, Medicaid, and the Maternal
and Child Health and Crippled
Children’s Services Program (Title
XVIIL XIX and V of the Social Security
Act, respectively), are medically
necessary, meet professionally
recognized standards of care, and are
provided at the most economical level -
possible consistent with quality care.

PSROs are required to review
institutional care (hospitals, and long-
term care facilities) and, eventually,
ambulatory care. Presently, however,
PSRO efforts have focused primarily on
inpatient care provided in short-stay
hospitals. By statute (Section 1155(e) of
the Social Security Act), the PSRO may
carry out its review responsibility with
respect to hospital care in two ways:
First, the PSRO can delegale its review
responsibilities to-the hospitals in its
area that are capable and willing to
perform such review activities
(delegated review); secondly, if the
PSRO finds that a hospital is not
qualified or is not willing to perform
certain or all review activities, the PSRO
conducls those review functions for the
hospital (nondelegated review}. The
PSROs reviewing long-term care may
only delegate long-term care review if
the long-term care facility (skilled
nursing facility or intermediate care
facility) is certified as a “distinct part”
of a short-stay hospital. Otherwise,
PSROs may not delegate long-term care
review (Section 1155(e)(1) of the Sacial
Security Act, 42 U.S.C. 1320c-4).

PSRO administrative budgets are
funded by annual HEW appropriations
in the form of grants. PSRO hospital
review activities, however, are funded
through a different mechanism based on
Section 112 of Public Law 94-182.

Prior to this law, the method of
funding for review activities was
dependent on whether the hospital was
delegated or nondelegated. Delegated
review costs were reimbursed to the
hospitals by the Medicare Trust Funds,
which was then reimbursed from Titles
XIX and V funds for the costs of Titles
XIX and V patient review. Nondelegated

* review costs, payable from the HEW

annual appropriations, were included as
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part of the PSRO’s administrative
budget. Since annual appropriations
were always limited, PSROs had the
incentive to delegate review activities in
order to conserve funds in their own
operating budgets. (See Senate Report
No, 94-569, 94th Congress, 1st Session,
December 31, 1975. pp. 10-11).

The statute corrected this situation by
requiring that the full cost of performing
review for Medicare, Medicaid, and
Maternal and Child Health and Crippled
Children hospital patients in both
delegated and nondelegated hospitals
come from the Medicare Trust Funds. As
was previously the case with delegated
hospitals, appropriate adjustments are
then made to cover the cost of delegated
and nondelegated review of Titles XIX
and V admissions. Delegated long-term
care review is also reimbursed from
Medicare Trust Funds if the long-term
care institution is'a “distinct part” of a
delegated hospxtal Hospitals that only

" participate in the Medicaid program are

reimbursed by the PSRO.

Concern regarding the cost of PSRO
hospital review has recently been raised
by a number of sources, including some
at the Department level, elsewhere in

the Executive Branch and, most notably,

in Congress. Congress acted on this
concern by setting a limit on the use of
Fiscal Year 1979 Medicare Trust Funds
for PSRO hospital review. Additionally,
these concerns have focused attention .
on the need for the PSRO to have the
means to control delegated and
nondelegated hospital review costs. This
control is necessary to assure that PSRO
review will become as efficient as
possible, The proposed procedures for
controlling PSRO review expenditures
are discussed below.

Proposed New Procedures '

Currently, delegated hospitals receive
the total reasonable costs incurred for
delegated review, Under this system, we
cannot limit the total payments to the
hospitals by the fiscal intermediary.
Therefore, although we can limit the
expenditures for nondelegated review,
through the PSRO budget, we cannot
assure that the total payments for PSRO
review remain within the budget
limitations set by the Congress.

To solve this problem we are
proposing that HCFA provide each
PSRO with an overall budget for the
costs of hospital review in its area.

Within these cost parameters, the PSRO -

would develop a plan, including
estimated costs, for the conduct of
delegated and non-delegated review.

1. Reimbursement for Delegated
Review. Each delegated hospital would

develop a budget based on the specific

review objectives negotiated with the
PSRO and the estimated workload -
necessary to meet those objectives. The
workload would include the estimated
number of admissions and the manner
in which they would be reviewed. It
would include the“costs for concurrent
and preadmission review, and medical
care evaluation studies, if these
functions have all been delegated. Long-
term care review that is delegated to a
skilled nursing facility (SNF) or
intermediate care facility (ICF) certified
as a distinct part of a short-stay hospital
may beincluded as part of the hospital's
review budget if the SNF and ICF costs
are included with the hospital’s acute

" care costs on a single Medicare cost .

report. The negotiated budget would
become a ceiling on total reimbursement
to the hospital. The hospital would be
reimbursed for actual costs for
delegated review, not to exceed the
budget ceiling. The ceiling could not be

. exceeded without prior approval of the

PSRO, within the lumts of its areawide
budget.-

The budget negonahons between the ~

hospital and the PSRO would have to be
concluded 30 days prior to the beginning
of the hospital's cost reporting year. The
PSRO would inform the hospital and the
hospital’'s Medicare fiscal intermediary’
of the budget at that time. -

The hospital, either monthly or
quarterly, would submit a statement to
its Medicare fiscal intermediary (or to
the PSRO if the hospital does not
participate in the Medicare program)
requesting reimbursement for the

-- delegated review. If there were a -

substantial change in the review process

at the hospital during the cost reporting .

year, the negotiated budget could be

" modified upon approval of the PSRO,

within the constraints of the areawide
budget. The PSRO would inform both
the hospital and the hospital’s Medicare
fiscal intermediary of the change at least
30 days before the effective date of the
change. There would be no retroactive

- adjustments to the budget.

The hospital would have to maintain’
records and submit reports to the PSRO
or the Secretary as requlred by the

Secretary.

2. mebursement for NondeIegated
Review. Reimbursement for
nondelegated review would be bdsed on
standards analogous to those that
hospitals would have to meet to be
reimbursed for delegated review. The
PSRO would be required to specify its
review objectives, the estimated number
of admissions to be reviewed and in
what manner, and the costs to be
incurred. This budget could not be °

Pl

exceeded without prior approval from
HCFA.

The PSRO would be reimbursed by
the Secretary as part of the PSRO's
grant under 42 CFR Part 462 unlesg the
nondelegated hospxta elected to pay tha
PSRO for its review activities In the
hospital and receive reimbursement.

If the hospital elected to pay the
PSRO, the hospital would notify the
PSRO in writing. The PSRO would then
develop the review plan and a review
budget for the hospital. Monthly
prospectlve payments to the PSRO
would be in the amounts determined by
the PSRO, consistent with its review
budget at the hospital. Payment would
be due on the first working day of the
month. Failure to pay on time could
cause the Secretary to require that
payment for review of the hospital come
‘directly to the PSRO.

Definitions
Definitions for the language used in

- these regulations are included in a new

Part 466—PSRO Hospital Review that
will be published soon by the ‘
Department. These regulations will
become a Subpart E of Part 466 when
they are issued in final, The definitions .
include the following:

“Act” means the Social Security Act |
(42 U.S.C. Chapter 7).

“Delegated hospital” means a hospital
to which PSRO review functions are
delegated.

“Hospital” means a health care
institution or distinct part of a health
care institution as defined in Section
1861(e)-{g) of the Act, other than a
Christian Science Sanitorium operated
or listed and certified by the First
Church of Christ Scientist, Boston,
Massachusetts.

“Intermediate care facihly (ICFy*
means g health care institution or
distinct part of an institution that
prov1des health related care and
services to individuals who do not
require hospital or skilled nursing
facility care.

“Nondelegated hospital” means a
hospital in which the PSRO conducts
review activities using its own review
procedures, and has not delegated
review activities to the hospital.

“PSRO" means a Professional
Standards Review Organization.

“PSRO review" means u review
performed by a PSRO or by a hospital
review committee to which the PSRO
has delegated review functions.

"Secretary” means the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare or any
other officer oemployee of the
Department to whom the pertinent

" authority has been delegated.
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“Skilled nursing facility (SNF)" means
a health care institution that is primarily
engaged in providing skilled nursing
care or rehabilitative services to injured,
disabled, or sick persons.

42 CFR Chapter IV is amended by
* adding a new Part 466, Subpart E to read
as follows:

PART 466—PSRO HOSPITAL REVIEW
Subparts A-D [Reserved]
Subpart E~Financing of Review Activities

Sec.

466.60 Applicability and scope

466.61 Areawide budget and individual
hospital budgets.

466.62 Reimbursement to delegated
hospitals.

466.63 Reimbursement for nondelegated
hospitals.

Authority: Secs. 1102, 1155, 1156, 1165, 1168,
1815(b), and 1861{w) of the Social Security
Act {42 U.S.C. 1302, 1320c—4, 1320c-5, 1320c—-
14, 1320c-17, 1395g(b), and 1395(w)).

‘Subparts A-D [Reserved]

Subpart E—Financing of Review
Activities
§ 466.60 Applicability and scope.

This subpart establishes requirements
and procedures for financing PSRO
review agctivities in both delegated and
nondelegated hospitals. It implements
Sections 1861{w), 1815(b), and 1168 of
the Act.

§ 466.61 Areawide budget and individual
hospital budgets.

{a) Each fiscal year; HCFA will set a
total areawide PSRO hospital review -
budget ceiling for each PSRO designated
under Part 462 of this chapter. These
areawide budgets will be based on the
total amount budgeted by the Congress
for PSRO hospital review and the
prolected level of PSRO hospital review
in each PSRO area.

(b) Each PSRO will then establish an
annual budget ceiling for each hospital
in its area, based on the projected level
of review in each hospital and the
areawide budget ceiling. The PSRO may
modify the ceiling for any hospital
during the fiscal year, so long as it does
- not exceed its total areawide ceiling.

§ 466.62 Reimbursement to delegated
hospitals.

Reimbursement to delegated hospitals

_for the conduct of the PSRO review
activities will be as follows:

(a) Not later than 90 days prior to the
close of a hospital’s cost reporting year,
it must provide the PSRO an estimate of
direct review expenditures for Federal

" program review activities for the coming
cost reporting year. This estimate must

be in a format prescribed by the
Secrelary.

(b) Long-term care review which is
delegated to a SNF or and ICF that is
certified as a distinct part of a short-stay
hospital may be included as part of the
hospital's review budget if the SNF or

- ICF costs are included with the

hospital's acute care costs on a single
Medicare cost report.

(c) Based on the informtion received
from the hospital and subsequent
negotiations, the PSRO will set an
annual budget ceiling at least 30 days
prior to the next cost reporling year. The
PSRO must inform the hospital and the
hospital's Medicare fiscal intermediary
of the annual budget ceiling.

(d) The hospital must send a
statement to its Medicare fiscal
intermediary (or PSRO, if it does not
participate in the Medicare program),
requesting reimbursement for PSRO
review. This can be done on a monthly
or quarterly basis.

(e)There will be no retroactive
adjustments in the budget ceiling. If
there is a substantial change in the
review process at the hospital during a
cost reporting year, the PSRO may, on
its own initiative or at the request of the
hospital, modify the hospital's budget
ceiling (as long as it does not cause the
area total to exceed the areawide
ceiling). The PSRO must inform both the
hospital and the hospital's Medicare
fiscal intermediary (if there is one) of
such change at least 30 days prior to the
date it takes effect.

(f) The hospital will be reimbursed for
its actual costs of performing review, up
to its budget ceiling. Hospilals delegated
for only some review activities will also
be subject to budget ceilings. Fiscal
intermediaries will be responsible for
the audits and final settlements with
hospitals.

(g) The hospital must maintain
records, and submit reports regarding its
review activities to the PSRO or the
Secretary, as required by the Secretary.

§ 466.63 Relmbursement for
nondelegated hospitals.
- {a) A nondelegated hospital may elect
to pay the PSRO for its review activities
in the hospital and recsive
reimbursement from the Medicare and
Medicaid programs.

(b) If the hospital elects to pay the
PSRO:

{1) The hospital must notify the PSRO
in writing of ils election.

{2) Payment may commence only at
the beginning of the PSRO's budget year.
(3) The hospital must make monthly
prospective payments to the PSRO in
the amounts determined by the PSRO,

-~

based on the review budget established
for that hospital. The hospital must
assure that the PSRO receives the
payment by the first working day of .
each month in which review activities
are lo be performed.

(4) The hospital’s election te pay the .
PSRO directly may be withdrawn by the
Secretary if the hospital does not make
timely payments as required under
paragraph (b)(3) of this section.

(c) If the hospital does not elect to pay
the BSRO, the PSRO will be funded by
the Secretary, as part of the PSRO’s
grant under Part 462 of this subchapter,
based on the review budget established
for that hospital.

(Catalog of Federal Dosmestic Assistance
Program No. 13.714, Medical Assistance
Program; No. 13.773, Medicare-Hospital
Insurance)

Note.—The Health Care Financing
Administration has determined that this
document does not require the preparation of
a regulatory analysis under Executive Order
12044,

Dated: April 13, 1979.

Leonard D. Schaeffer,
Adzunustraton Heelth Care Firarcing Adzministratioae.

Approved: April 30, 1979.

Joseph A. Califano, Jr.

Secrelary

{FR Doz 79-14202 Filed 15-3-79: 8:4G am]
[BILLING CODE 4110-35-4

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

{45 CFR Ch. XI] .

Improving Government Regulations;
Semlannual Agenda of Regulations

AGENCY: National Foundation on the
Arts and the Humanities.

ACTION: Publication of the Semiannual
Agenda of Regulations (Improving
Government Regulations).

SUMMARY: The President’s Executive
Order on Improving Government
Regulations, Executive Order 12044,
requires each Federal agency to publish
at least twice a year a list of significant
regulations under development. The
Foundation plans to publish its
semiannual agenda by the first Monday
in May and the first Monday in
November each year.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Robert Wade, General Counsel,
National Endowment for the Arts, 2401
E Street. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20506,
202-834-8588 or Mr. Joseph Schurman,
General Counsel. National Endowment
for the Humanities, 806 15th Street.
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20506, 202-724~
0367.



3

26772

Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 89 / Monday, Méy 7, 1979 | Proposed Rules

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: T
Semiannual Agenda.of Regulations
Y .

At the present time there are no
significant regulations under -
development or review in the
Foundation itself or in its components,
the Federal Council on the Arts and the
Humanities, the National Endowment
for the Arts, or the National Endowment
for the Humanities. .
Joseph D, Duffey,

Chairman, N ! End: for the Hi ities, and
Chairman, Federal Council on the Arts and the Humanities.
Livingston [. Blddle. )

Chal) ! End. forthe Arts.

(FR Doc. 79-14109 Filed 5-4-78; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7536-01-M

ot

FEDERAL COMMUNIGATIONS -
COMMISSION . .

[47 CFR Part 73]

Changes in the Rules Relating to
Noncommercial Educational FM -
Broadcast Stations: Order Extending
Time for Filing Comments and Reply
Comments

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission: -

ACTION: Order extendmg time.

~ SUMMARY: Action herein extends the

time for filing, comments and reply
comments in a proceeding involving
changes in the rules relating to
noncommercial educational FM
Broadcast Stations. Requests were filed
by National Associationof
Broadcasters, National Public Radio and
jointly by McGraw-Hill Broadcasting
Company and Taft Broadcasting
Company who stated the additional time
was needéed to prepare comments.

DATES: Comments must be filedonor -
before October 15, 1979, and reply
comments must be filed on or before
November 30; 1979.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathan David, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
832-7792.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Adopted: April 26, 1979.

Released: April 27, 1978.

In the matter of changes in the rules
relating to noncommercial educational
FM broadcast stations, docket No.
20735. .-

1. On June 7, 1978, the Commission
adopted a Further Notice ofProposed
Rule Mdking, 43 F.R. 27682, in the
above-captioned proceeding. The dates -
for fllmg comments and-reply comments

i

were set for January 2 and February 15,
1979, then were later extended to April 2

" and May 15, 1979, respectively at 44 FR

21021 on April 9, 1979.

2, The Commission received, three’
motions for extension of time: National
Public Radio {*NPR") requested an
additional six months and the National
Association of Broadcasters and
McGraw-Hill Broadcasting Company
jointly with Taft Broadcasting Company
(“NAB" and “McGraw-Taft"} requested
a 90-day extension beyond the date of

- the issuance of the Report and Order

addressing the Channel 6/FM
interference problem.

3. McGraw-Taft asserts that one of the
major controversial issues being
considered in this proceeding is the need
for adequate standards to protect
Channel 6 television stations from
educational FM interference. It states
that the Commission indicated that it
had not yet resolved the issue of
interference to Channel 6 reception by
educational FM stations but it expected
to do so in a-Report and Order.
McGraw-Taft notes that the Report and
Order has not yet been released and
until it is, parties-concerned with the
interference problem are not reasonably
in a position-to comment on the
proposed Table or to propose

" alternative allocations within Channel 6

service areas. NAB concurs with
McGraw-Taft and states that it is
essedtial, that the Report and Order
proposing a resolution of basic issues
relating to protection of Channel 6
television stations from educational FM
interference be released prior to the
date that comments are due so that
parties be given an opportunity to -
comment on it prior to or in conjunction
with the proposed Table of
Assignments. NPR states that its
primary concern is the protection of -
present public radio services and the
expanded capability of public radio to
extend and improve its services. It adds
that it is most concerned that all
interested parties have sufficient
opportunity to complete the extensive
technical and engineering research
necessary to support their filings. -

4. In an Order released April 2, 1979,
the Commission stated that 