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Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

[FR Doc. 82-17524
Filed 6-24-82; 3:38 pm}
Billing code 3195-01-M

Executive Order 12368 of June 24, 1982

Drug Abuse Policy Functions

By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and laws of the
United States of America, including Section 202 of the Drug Abuse Prevention,
Treatment, and Rehabilitation Act, as amended (21 U.S.C. 1112), and in order
to clarify the performance of drug abuse policy functions within the Executive
Office of the President, it is hereby ordered as follows:

Section 1. The Office of Policy Development has been assigned to assist the
President in the performance of the drug abuse policy functions contained in
Section 201 of Title II of the Drug Abuse Prevention, Treatment, and Rehabili-
tation Act, as amended (21 U.S.C. 1111). Within the Office of Policy Develop-
ment, the Director of the Drug Abuse Policy Office shall be primarily responsi-
ble for assisting the President in the performance of those functions.

Sec. 2. The Director of the Drug Abuse Policy Office is designated to direct all
the activities under Title II of that Act, in accord with Section 202 (21 U.S.C.
1112). In particular, he shall be primarily responsible for assisting the Presi-
dent in formulating policy for, and in coordinating and overseeing, internation-
al as well as domestic drug abuse functions by all Executive agencies.

Sec. 3. The Director of the Drug Abuse Policy Office shall be directly responsi-
ble for the activities of a drug policy staff within the Office of Policy
Development.:

Sec. 4. Executive Order No. 12133 of May 9, 1979, is revoked.

THE WHITE HOUSE,

June 24, 1982.

Editorial Note: The President’s remarks of June 24, 1982, on drug abuse policy functions are
printed in the Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents (vol. 18, no. 25).
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having |
general applicability and legal effect, most
of which are keyed to and codified in
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44
U.S.C. 1510. )

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

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

12 CFR Part 265
[Docket No. R-0410]}

Rules Regarding Delegation of
Authority

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Technical amendment to-final
rule.

SUMMARY: This rule change provides a
technical amendment removing the
“gunset” provision contained in the final
sentence of 12 CFR 265.1a(c) providing
for the expiration on June 30, 1982, of the
delegation of authority contained in

§ 265.1a(c). This action will continue the
delegation of authority by the Board of
Governors to any three Board members
designated by the Chairman to act on
certain matters in the absence of a
quorum of the Board when delay would
be inconsistent with the public interest.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 4, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert E. Mannion, Deputy General
Counsel, 202/452~3274, or Sara A.
Kelsey, Senior Attorney, 202/452-3236,
Legal Division, Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: From
time to time, the Board is required to act
upon various matters where a delay in
Board action would not be consistent
with the public interest. In order to
provide for those times that a quorum of
the Board may not be available in
person to act upon such a matter, 12
CFR 265.1a(c) provides for the
delegation of authority by the Board of
Governors to any three Board members
designated by the Chairman. This
delegation of authority, added effective
August 2, 1978, originally contained a
“sunset” provision to terminate the

authority on June 30, 1980, so that the
Board could evaluate its utility for a trial
period. This ““sunset” provision was
advanced to June 30, 1982, effective May
19, 1980. Based upon its experience since
1978, the Board has determined that this
delegation of authority is an effective
means of acting promptly on matters to
avoid delay that would be inconsistent
with the public interest and therefore
should be continued. This amendment
removes the “sunset” provision
contained in the final sentence of 12
CFR 265.1a(c) and thereby permits
continuation of this delegation of
authority. :

The provisions of 5§ U.S.C. 553 relating
to notice and public participation and
deferred effective date are not followed
in connection with the adoption of this
amendment because the change
involved herein is technical in nature
and does not constitute a substantive
rule subject to the requirements of such
section. The amendment is effective
immediately.

Lls\t of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 265

Authority delegations {Government
agencies); Banks, banking; Federal
reserve system,

PART 265—RULES REGARDING
DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY

§265.1a [Amended]

Pursuant to its authority under section
11(k) of the Federal Reserve Act (12
U.S.C. 248(k)), the Board hereby amends
12 CFR 265.1a(c) by removing the final
sentence of that section which provides:
“This delegation of authority shall
terminate June 30, 1982."

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, June 21, 1982.
William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 82-17485 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 82-ANE-21; Amdt. 39-4409).

Airworthiness Directives; Hamiiton
Standard Hydromatic Propeliers

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for comment.

sUMMARY: This amendment amends an
existing airworthiness directive {AD)
81-13-06 applicable to Hamilton
Standard Hydromatic Propellers. It is
needed because the FAA has
determined that the AD should not
apply to propellers which have steel
blades or to propellers which have an
integral oil control system that is
separate and distinct from the engine oil
system. This amendment also allows
credit for propeller blades in storage
that are preserved in accordance with
Hamilton Standard service instructions
and allows for repair of blades found
with minor corrosion. This amendment
revises the applicability statement and
provides additional details on the
inspection requirements.

DATES: Effective—July 1, 1982
Compliance Schedule—As provided in
body of AD. Comments on the rule must
be received on or before August 2, 1982.

ADDRESSES: The applicable technical
manuals may be obtained from:
Hamilton Standard, Division of United
Technologies Corporation, Windsor
Locks, Connecticut 06096.

A copy of the applicable service
instructions is contained in the FAA
New England Region, Aircraft
Certification Division, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803.

Submit comments to Martin Buckman,
Engine and Propeller Standards Staff,
ANE-110, Aircraft Certification
Division, New England Region, Federal
Aviation Administration, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martin Buckman, Engine and Propeller
Standards Staff, ANE-110, Aircraft
Certification Division, New England
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803; telephone: (617)
273-7330.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment amends Amendment 39—
4133, AD 81-13-06, which requires an 18-
month repetitive inspection of the blade
shank for corrosion. After issuing this
amendment, the FAA has determined
that the AD should not apply to
propellers which have steel blades or to
propellers which have an integral oil
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control system that is separate and
distinct from the engine oil system; that
credit should be allowed for propeller
blades in storage that are preserved in
accordance with Hamilton Standard
service instructions; that blades found
with minor corrosion can be repaired;
that the applicability statement requires
revision; and that additional details on
the inspection are needed.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation, it
is found that notice and public
procedure hereon are impracticable, and
good cause exists for making this
amendment effective in 30 days.

Request for Comments on the Rule

Although this action is in the form of a
final rule which was not preceded by
notice and public procedure, comments
are invited on the rule.

When the comment period ends, the
FAA will use the comments submitted,
together with other available
information, to review the regulation.
After the review, if the FAA finds that
changes are appropriate, it will initiate
rulemaking proceedings to amend the
regulation. Comments that provide the
factual basis supporting the views and
suggestions presented are particularly
helpful in evaluating the effects of the
AD and determining whether additional
rulemaking is needed. Comments are
specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, economic, environmental,
and energy aspects of the rule that might
suggest a need to modify the rule.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Propellers, Engines, Aircraft, Air
transportation, Air safety, and Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by amending Amendment 39-4133, AD
81-13-06, to read as follows:

Hamilton Standard.—Applies to Hamilton
Standard Hydromatic
{noncounterweighted) propellers with
aluminum blades that use engine oil for
pitch control (does not apply to
propellers with integral oil control or to
propellers with steel blades) of the
following types: 22D30, 22D40, 23D40,
23E50, 23E80, 24D50, 24E60, 33D50, 33E60,
34D50, 34D51, 34E60, 43D50, 43D51,
43E60, and 43H60, as installed on various
reciprocating engine powered aircraft
such as, but not limited to: Beech D17
and D18, Boeing 377 series, Canadair
Model 4 and CL~215, Curtiss-Wright C-
46, DeHavilland DHC-2, DHC-3, and
DHC+4, General Dynamics (Convair) T-
29, 240, 340, and 440 series, Gulfstream
American (Grumman) G-12A, G-164,

F4U, S-2F, TBM, and W-2F series,
Lockheed L-10, L-12, 049, 749, 1049, and
1649 series, Martin 202 and 404 series,
McDonnell Douglas B-26, DC-3, DC4,
DC-8, and DC-7 series, North American
AT-8, B-25, P-51, SN]-5, T8, and T-28.

Compliance is required as indicated, unless
already accomplished.

To prevent propeller blade failure due to
corrosion and fatigue, accomplish the
following repetitive actions:

(a) Propeller blades in service. Within the
next 80 days after the effective date of this
AD or within 18 months since last inspection,
whichever occurs later, remove blades and
visually inspect for evidence of corrosion in
the blade fillet and shank area, particularly
under the teflon friction reduction strip and
the resin corrosion barrier, in accordance
with Hamilton Standard Aluminum Blade
Overhaul Manual No. 130B dated March 1,
1980, or FAA approved equivalent. Reinspect
blades every 18 months thereafter. Propellers
previously inspected in accordance with the
original AD 81-13-06 shall have credit for this
inspection regardless of whether or not the
teflon strip and corrosion barrier were
removed. .

(b) Assembled propellers in storage.
Remove blades and visually inspect for
evidence of corrosion in the blade fillet and
shank area, particularly under the teflon
friction reduction strip and the resin
corrosion barrier in accordance with
Hamilton Standard Aluminum Blade
Overhaul Manual No. 130B dated March 1,
1980, or FAA approved equivalent, prior to
installation or prior to exceeding 18 months
combined storage plus time installed.
Propellers previously inspected in
accordance with the original AD shall have
credit for this inspection regardless of
whether or not the teflon strip and corrosion
barrier were removed.

(c) Disassembled propeller blades in
storage. Propeller blades preserved in
accordance with Hamilton Standard
Overhaul Manual No. 130B dated March 1,
1980, shall not have calendar time
accumulating while in storage if preservation
remains intact. Propeller blades not
preserved in accordance with Hamilton
Standard Overhaul Manual No. 130B must be
inspected for evidence of corrosion in the
blade fillet and shank area, particularly
under the teflon friction reduction strip and
the resin corrosion barrier, prior to
assembling to a propeller being prepared for
return to service or prior to exceeding 18
months combined storage plus time installed.

(d) Blades showing evidence of corrosion in
the fillet or shank area must be replaced with
an airworthy blade or repaired in accordance
with Hamilton Standard Aluminum Blade
Overhaul Manual No. 130B dated March 1,
1980, or FAA approved equivalent.

(e) Upon request of an operator, the Chief,
Aircraft Certification Division, ANE-100,
FAA, New England Region, may adjust the
compliance time specified in this AD
provided such requests are made through an
FAA maintenance inspector and the request
contains substantiating data to justify the
request for that operator. Previous
adjustments to the compliance time of the
original AD made by the Chief, Chicago

Aircraft Certification Office, ACE-115C, are
valid and apply to this revised AD.

(f) For purposes of this AD, an FAA
approved equivalent must be approved by the
Chief, Aircraft Certification Division, ANE~
100, FAA, New England Region.

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of the inspection required by
this AD,

This amendment becomes effective

July 1, 1982.

(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.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
considered to be major under Executive
Order 12291 or significant under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR
11034; February 26, 1979). A final regulatory
evaluation has been prepared for this
regulation and has been placed in the docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by contacting
the person identified under the caption “FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT."

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
June 16, 1982.

John B. Roach,
Acting Director, New England Region.

" [FR Doc. 82-17161 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 82-CE-8-AD; Amdt. 39-4408]

Airworthiness Directives; Piper Models
PA-28R-200, -201 and -201T, PA-
28RT-201 and -201T Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule, Revision of Existing
Airworthiness Directive (AD).

SUMMARY: This amendment revises
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 82-06-11,
applicable to certain Piper Models PA-
28R-200, 201 and -201T, PA-28RT-201
and -201T airplanes. The revision
requires compliance with Piper Service
Bulletin No. 724A, dated April 20, 1982.
PART II of the revised service bulletin
exempts actuators manufactured by
Syncro Devices. Consequently, AD 82—
06-11 must be revised to make it
applicable only to affected airplanes on
which these actuators are installed.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 16, 1982,
Compliance: As prescribed in the body
of the AD.

ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletin No.
724A, dated April 20, 1982, applicable to
this AD, may be obtained from Piper
Aircraft Corporation, 820 East Bald
Eagle Street, Lock Haven, Pennsylvania
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"17745. A copy of the Service Bulletin is
also contained in the rules Docket,
Office of the Regional Counsel, FAA,
Room 1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Missouri 64108.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
W. H. Trammell, Systems and
Equipment Section, ACE-130A, Aircraft
Certification Field Office, FAA, P.O. Box
20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30320;
Telephone (404) 763-7781, concerning
the technical content of this AD.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Amendment 39-4349 (47 FR 12152,
12153), AD 82-06-11, applicable to
certain Piper Models PA-28R-200, -201
and -201T, PA-28RT-201 and -201T!
airplanes requires that the nose landing
gear be inspected for cracks, rigged and
modified in actordance with Piper
Service Bulletin No. 724 dated October
20, 1981. Subsequently, the FAA and the
manufacturer determined that some
affected airplanes were equipped with
Syncro Deviees actuators. Since these
actuators should have been exempted
from the modifications prescribed by
PART II of this service bulletin, the
manufacturer issued Piper Service
Bulletin No. 724A dated April 20, 1982,
to correct this discrepancy. Therefore,
AD 82-06-11 is being amended to
specify compliance with the revised
service bulletin. )

Since this amendment is both
clarifying and relieving in nature and
imposes no additional burden on any
person, notice and public procedure
hereon are impracticable, and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, AD 82-06-11,
Amendment 39-4349 (47 FR 12152,
12153), § 39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
as follows: Restate paragraph A) to read
as follows:

*“A) Within the next 100 hours time-in-
service after the effective date of this AD,
inspect, rig and modify the nose landing gear
in accordance with Piper Service Bulletin No.
724A, dated April 20, 1982, Parts I and 11 as
applicable, except dye penetrant must be
used for detection of cracks.”

This amendment becomes effective on
June 16, 1982,

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the 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.S.C. 1655(c)); and

Sec. 11.89 of the Federal Aviation regulations

(14 CFR 11.89)).

Note~The FAA has determined that thia
amendment involves revision of & regulation
which is not considered to be major under
Executive Order 12291 or significant under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures {44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979), and certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial number of
small entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act since it involves
inspection and maintenance procedures
applicable to only a few aircraft owned by
small entities.

This rule is a final order of the
Administrator under the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended. As such, it is
subject to review only by the Courts of
Appeals of the United States or the United
States Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on June 16,

1982. :

John E, Shaw,

Acting Director, Central Region,
[FR Doc. 82-17162 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 78-NE-09 Amdt. 39-4407)

Airworthiness Directives; Pratt &
Whitney JT8D-9, -9A, =11, -15, =17,
and -17R Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment provides an
alternate means of compliance to an
existing Airworthiness Directive (AD
78-17-02) which requires eddy current
inspection for cracks of certain JT8D
front hub blade slots. The alternate
inspection provides an ultrasonic
inspection procedure for installed hubs.
This procedure has been developed to
permit inspections of hubs when the
engine is installed in the aircraft.
DATES: Effective date—June 28, 1982.
Comments on the rule must be received
on or before August 28, 1982.
Compliance schedule—as prescribed in

- the text of the AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable alert service
bulletin may be obtained from Pratt &
Whitney Aircraft, Division of United
Technologies Corporation, 400 Main
Street, East Hartford, Connecticut 08108,
Send comments on the rule to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Regional Counsel, New England Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 78-NE-09,
12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803.
Comments may be examined in the
Rules Docket weekdays, except Federal

holidays, between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
pm. :

Copies of the service bulletins are
contained in the Rules Docket, Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Regtonal Counsel, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
W. Locke Easton, Transport Engine
Section (ANE~141), Engine Certification
Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, New England Region, 12
New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803;
telephone (617) 273-7347.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Prior Regulatory History

A final rule to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
revisions to the initial and repetitive
eddy current inspection requirements for
certain engine models became effective
on March 4, 1982. The original AD,
effective on September 20, 1978,
required initial inspection at 13,000
cycles and a repetitive eddy current
inspection interval of 6,000 cycles of all
affected models. In the original
assessment of blade slot cracking, rotor
speed differences between engine
models were not considered significant
enough to require individual inspection
intervals for each model. Field
experience did not support original
assumptions, and it was necessary to
revise the eddy current inspection
intervals specified in the original AD.
An optional on-wing ultrasonic
inspection procedure has been
developed to permit inspections of
installed hubs. The purpose of this
procedure is to provide an alternative to
the initial eddy current inspection and
the repetitive eddy current inspection.

Request for Comments on the Rule

This action is in the form of a final
rule, which provides an alternate means
of compliance to an existing AD and
does not adversely affect any person
and, therefore, was not preceded by
notice and public procedure. Comments,
however, are invited on the rule. When
the comment period ends, the FAA will
use the comments submitted, together
with other available information, to
review the regulation, After the review,
if the FAA finds that changes are
appropriate, it will initiate rulemaking
proceedings to amend the regulation,
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
evaluating the effects of the rule and
determining whether additional
rulemaking is needed. Comments are

-
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specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, economic, environmental,
and energy aspects of the rule that might
suggest a need to modify the rule.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Engines, Air transportation, Aircraft,
Aviation safety, and Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended
by revising AD 78-17-02 to read as
follows:

Pratt & Whitney Aircraft.—Applies to Pratt
& Whitney Aircraft JT8D-9, -9A, -11, -15, -17,
and -17R turbofan engine models.

Compliance required as indicated, unless
already accomplished.

To detect cracks in compressor front hubs,
P/Ns 594301, 791801, 640801, 743301, 750101,
and 749801, except those listed in Pratt &
Whitney Aircraft Alert Service Bulletin No.
4841, Revision 5, dated June 15, 1982, or later
FAA approved revision, which could result in
fracture of the retention lugs and release of
first stage fan blades, accomplish the
following:

(A) Inspect front compressor front hubs for
cracks in the blade slots in accordance with
Pratt & Whitney Aircraft Alert Service
Bulletin No. 4841, Revision 5, dated June 15,
1982, or later FAA approved revigion, or
equivalent means approved by the Chief,
Engine Certification Branch, New England
Region, and in accordance with limits
specified in Paragraphs (B) and {C). Remove
cracked compressor front hubs prior to
further flight.

{B) Hubs not previously inspected shall be
inspected within 1,000 cycles from the
effective date of this AD or before reaching
the initial inspection limits specified in
Column I of Paragraph (D}, whichever occurs
later, except do not exceed 13,000 total
cycles. Repeat inspections at intervals listed
in Column II or Column III, Paragraph (D),
thereafter.

(C) Hubs which have been previously
inspected shall be reinspected within 1,000
cycles after the effective date of this AD or
before reaching the initial inspection limit
specified in Column I, Paragraph (D), or
before reaching the repetitive inspection
limits specified in Column II or Column III of
Paragraph (D), whichever comes later, but not
to exceed 6,000 cycles since last inspection.
Repeat inspections at intervals listed in
Column II or Column III, Paragraph (D),
thereafter.

Column
Model
[ | R m?
JTBD-9, DA ..mrercrersssassmsmressersssssenness:| 13,000 | 6,000 | 2,000
JT8D-11 10,500 | 6,000 { 2,000
JT8D-15 8,500 ) 8,000 | 1,500
JT8D-17 8,500 | 5,000 | 1,600
R AL: 12 23 {2 SO 8,000 | 5,000 | 1,500

Yinitial inspection limit (cycles).
2Eddy current repetitive inspection limit (cyoles).

30n-wi ic repetitive i tion fimit (cyc!

NOTE. mg inital inspection or rapetitive In ecﬁon is
achieved by the on-wing ultrasonic inspection, the Column |it
fimits in para (D) apply. if, however, the initial inspec-
tion or repetitive inspection is achieved by an eddy current
in: tion on an uningtalled engine, the Column U inspaction
1 of paragraph (D) would apply.

(E) Upon request of the operator, an FAA
maintenance inspector, subject to the
approval of the Chief, Engine Certification
Branch, FAA, New England Region, may
adjust the inspection intervals specified in
this AD to permit compliance at an
established inspection period of the operator
if the request contains substantiating data to
justify the increase for that operator.

(F) For hubs that have been installed in
more than one engine model, the inspection
schedule for the engine model with the
highest rating in which it has operated is
applicable.

Because this amendment merely provides
an alternative means of compliance to an
existing AD and does not adversely affect
any person, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and contrary to
public interest and the agency finds that good
cause exists for making the rule effective in
less than 30 days.

This amendment becomes effective
June 28, 1982.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 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.S.C. 1655(c)); 14
CFR 11.89.)

This amendment revises Amendment 39-
4334 (AD78-17-02), effective March 4, 1982.

Note.~The FAA has determined that this
regulation is not considered to be major
under Executive Order 12291, or significant
under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).
A final evaluation has been prepared by this
regulation and has been placed in the docket.
A copy of it may be obtained for contacting
the person identified under caption “FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.”

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
June 186, 1982.

John B. Roach,

Acting Director, New England Region.
[FR Doc. 82-17167 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 82-CE-~20-AD; Amdt. 39-4110]

Alrworthiness Directives; Schweizer
(Gulfstream American-Grumman)
Models G-164B, G-164C and G~164D
Alrplanes

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

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD),
applicable to Schweizer (Gulfstream
American-Grumman) Models G-164B,
G-164C and G-164D airplanes, which
supersedes AD 80-17-08. It requires

repetitive inspection of the aileron
bellcrank to detect elongation of the
aileron cable attachment holes and
modification of this bellcrank to correct
any unsatisfactory conditions found.
This action is necessary because
progressive elongation of these holes

" may eventually result in failure of the

cable attachment, loss of aileron control
and an accident.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 5, 1982,

Compliance: As prescribed in the body
of the AD.

ADDRESSES: Gulfstream American AG-
CAT Service Bulletin No. 75, Revision
“A", dated January 25, 1980, may be
obtained from Schweizer Aircraft
Corporation, P.O. Box 147, Elmira, New
York 14902, or may be examined at the
FAA New York Aircraft Certification
Office, Federal Building, J.F.K.
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430. A copy of this Service
Bulletin is also contained in the Rules
Docket, Office of the Regional Counsel,

. FAA, Room 1558, 601 East 12th Street,

Kansas City, Missouri 64106,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Al Maila, Airframe Section, ANE-
172, New York Aircraft Certification
Office, FAA Federal Building, ].FK..
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430; Telephone (212) 995-2875.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment supersedes Amendment 39~
3882 (44 FR 11034), AD 80-17-08, which
currently requires a one-time inspection
of the aileron bellcrank on Schweizer
(Gulfstream American-Grumman) Model
G-164B, G-164C and G-164D airplanes
for elongation of the aileron cable attach
holes and, if necessary, modification or
replacement of this part. Subsequent to
the issuance of AD 80-17-08, the FAA
has determined that repetitive
inspections of the unmodified aileron
bellcrank assembly are required until
the assembly has been modified in
accordance with Part B of AG-CAT
Service Bulletin No. 75, Revision “A",
dated January 25, 1980. In addition, there
is a continuing need for compliance with
Part D of the revised Service Bulletin on
those airplanes modified in accordance
with the original Service Bulletin to
confirm that the installation of the
A1450-261 bushings is satisfactory and
correct those that are not. This action is
necessary to preclude failure of the
aileron cable attachment to the aileron
bellcrank. The FAA has also determined
that compliance with the modification
described in the revised Service Bulletin
establishes an aileron bellcrank
configuration that is not susceptible to
excessive wear at the aileron control
cable attachment and removes the need
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for repetitive inspections of the
bellcrank.

Since the condition described herein
is likely to exist on other airplanes of
the same type design, an AD is being
issued superseding AD 80-17-08,
applicable to certain Schweizer
(Gulfstream American-Grumman)
Models G-164B, G-164C and G-~164D
airplanes. It requires initial and
repetitive inspections of unmodified
aileron bellcranks until P/N A1450-282
bushings are installed in the aileron
cable attach holes per Gulfstream
American AG-CAT Service Bulletin No,
75 (Rev. “A") Parts B and C. In addition,
it requires inspection, and if necessary,
replacement of aileron bellcranks
incorporating P/N A1450-281 bushings
per Part D of Service Bulletin No. 75,
Revision “A”, dated January 25, 1980.

Since the FAA has determined that
there is an immediate need for this
amendment to correct an unsafe
condition, notice and public procedure
hereon are considered impractical and
contrary to the public interest and good
cause exists for making the amendment
effective in less than 30 days after
publication in the Federal Register.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Aviation safety, Aircraft.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 38.13) is amended
by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive:

Schweizer (Gulfstream American-
Grumman).—Applies to Models G-164B
(S/N 1B thru 656B), G-164C (S/N 1C thru
44C), and G-164D (S/N 1D thru 16D}
airplanes certificated in any category.

Compliance: Required as indicated unless
already accomplished.

To detect elongation of the aileron cable
attach holes and to eliminate the possibility
of P/N A1450-281 bushings becoming
dislodged from the aileron bellcrank,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within 25 hours time-in-service after the
effective date of this AD and every 12 months
thereafter, on airplanes not modified in
accordance with Gulfstream American
Service Bulletin No. 75 (either original
issuance or Revision “A” dated January 25,
1980), visually inspect the aileron bellcrank
for elongation of the aileron cable attach
holes per Part A of the revised service
bulletin. If excessive elongation is found,
prior to further flight, modify or replace the
aileron bellcrank in accordance with Parts B
and C of the revised service bulletin.

(b) Within 25 hours time-in-service after
the effective date of this AD, on airplanes
that have been modified in accordance with
the original issue of Gulfstream American ~
AG-CAT Service Bulletin No, 75, visually

inspect the aileron bellcranks and if the
bushings are loose or have less than .230 inch
edge distance, replace the aileron bellcrank
in accordance with Part D of Revision “A" of
the Service Bulletin dated January 25, 1980,

(c) The repetitive inspections required by
paragraph (a) of this AD may be discontinued
upon accomplishing the modification
described in Parts B and C of Gulfstream
American AG-CAT Service Bulletin No. 75,
Revision “A", dated January 25, 1980.

{d) Upon request, with substantiating data
submitted through and FAA Maintenance
Inspector, the compliance times specified in
this AD may be adjusted by the Chief, New
York Aircraft Certification Office, FAA, JFK
International Airport, Jamaica, New York
11430.

(e) Aircraft may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21.197 to a location where this AD
may be accomplished.

{f) An equivalent method of compliance
with this AD may be used if approved by the
Chief, New York Aircraft Certification Office,
FAA, JFK International Airport, Jamaica,
New York 11430.

This amendment supersedes Amendment
39-3882 (44 FR 11034) AD 80-17-08, effective
August 15, 1980.

This amendment becomes effective on
July 5, 1982,

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the 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.S.C, 1655(c));
Section 11.89 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations {14 CFR 11.89))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation involves an emergency regulation
which is not considered to be major under
Executive Order 12291, or significant under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979), and certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial number of
smaller entities under the criteria of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act since it involves
inspection and modification of only a few
aircraft owned by small entities. If this action
is subsequently determined to involve a
significant regulation, a final regulatory
evaluation or analysis, as appropriate, will be
prepared and placed in the regulatory docket;
otherwise, an evaluation is not required. A
copy of it, when filed, may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the location
identified under the caption “ADDRESSES.”

This is a final order of the Administrator
under the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as
amended. As such, it is subject to review by
only the Courts of Appeals of the United
States or the United States Court of Appeals
of the District of Columbia.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on June 16,
1982.
John E. Shaw,
Acting Director, Central Region.
|FR Doc. 82~17168 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14CFR Part 71
[Alrspace Docket No. 81-AAL-13]

Alteration of Transition Area, Galena,
Alaska

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
Galena, Alaska, transition area by
expanding the 1,200-foot above ground
level (AGL) portion and designating an
additional 5,500-foot mean sea level
(MSL) portion to the southeast. The
proposed action would provide for more
efficient air traffic control services by
allowing greater flexibility in the use of
radar vector procedures and would
designate required controlled airspace
for aircraft departing and arriving
Galena on the recently designated
extension of High Altitude Jet Route ]~
133 southeast of Galena.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 2, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John G. Costello, Operations,
Procedures, and Airspace Branch, Air
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation
Administration, 701 C Street, Box 14,
Anchorage, Alaska 99513, telephone
(907) 271-5902.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On April 12, 1982, a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) was
published in the Federal Register (47 FR
15601) stating that the Federal Aviation
Administration proposed to amend Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
{14 CFR Part 71) to alter the Galena,
Alaska, transition area by expanding
the 1,200-foot AGL portion and
designating an additional 5,500-foot MSL
portion to the southeast. Expansion of

- the 1,200-foot transition area will

provide more efficient air traffic control
services at Galena and the 5,500-foot
MSL extension will provide controlled
airspace for aircraft operating on Jet
Route J~133 southeast of Galena.
Interested persons were invited to
participate in this rulemaking process by
submitting written comments on the
proposal to FAA. No objections were
received to the NPRM. The NPRM stated
that the 5,500-foot MSL transition area
extension would be based on the 140°
True (117°M} radial of the Galena
VORTAC. Subsequent flight check of Jet
Route J-133 disclosed that the Galena
VORTAC radial would be 137° True
(114°M). Therefore, this rule designates
the 5,500-foot MSL transition area on
radial 137° in lieu of 140°. This minor
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change does not require additional
notice. Section 71.181 was republished
in Advisory Circular AC 70-3 dated
January 29, 1982.

The Rule

This amendment to Part 71 of the
~ Federal Aviation Regulations expands

the 1,200-foot AGL transition area and
designates a 5,500-foot MSL transition
area to the southeast. These changes
will provide more efficient air traffic
control services in the Galena terminal
area.

List of Subject in 14 CFR Part 71
Transition areas.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, § 71.181 of Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR Part 71) as republished in Advisory
Circular AC 70-3 dated January 29, 1982,
is amended, effective 0901 GMT,
September 2, 1982, as follows:

Galena, AK

By revising the description to read as
follows:

Delete all after “700 feet above the surface
within a 19-mile radius of the Galena
VORTAC;" and substitute therefor, “That
airspace extending upward from 1,200 feet
above the surface within a 40-mile radius of
the Galena VORTAC; and that airspace
extending upward from 5,500 feet MSL within
$ miles each side of the Galena VORTAC
137° radial extending from the 40-mile radius
area to 59 miles SE of the VORTAC, thence
widening to 9 miles each side of the 137°
radial at 116 miles SE of the VORTAC.”

{Secs. 307(a), 313{a), and 1110, Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a},
1354(a), and 1510); Sec. 6{c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.89)

Note.—~The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2} is not a
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures {44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is s0 minimal. Since this is
a routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatcry Flexibility Act.

Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on June 14,
1982,

Robert L. Faith,

Director.

[FR Doc. 82-17157 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 82-AWP-10]
Alteration of Control Zone, Fullerton,
Calif.

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

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
description of the Fullerton, California,
Control Zone by increasing the lateral
dimensions of the control zone
extension to the east. The Control Zone
extension is necessary to provide

controlled airspace for Instrument Flight

Rule (IFR) operations.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 8, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas W. Binczak, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration, 15000
Aviation Boulevard, Lawndale,
California 90261; Telephone (213) 536
8182, .
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is to
increase the control zone extension to
provide controlled airspace for IFR
operations. This amendment represents
a change in the technical description of
the control zone and imposes no greater
constraint on the public than presently
exists.

Under the circumstances presented,
this change is minor in nature and will
not impose any additional burden and
would further enhance safety. Therefore,
I find notice and public procedure under
5 U.5.C. 533 is impractical and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
» Control zones.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the administrator,
§ 71.171 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71} as
republished in Advisory Circular AC-
70-3 dated January 29, 1982, is amended,
effective 0901 G.m.t., July 8, 1982, as
follows:

§71.171 Fullerton, California

Following * * * longitude 117°58'45"W.)
and with * * * change 2.5 miles to read 3
miles and 5.5 miles to read 7 miles.

(Secs. 307(a) and 313{a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), and 1510,
Executive Order 10854 (24 FR 9565); sec. 6{c),
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1955(c)): and 14 CFR 11.89)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current, It,
therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2] is not a
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal. Since this is
a routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it is
certified that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif., on June 11,
1982,

R. L. Devereaux,

Acting Director, Western-Pacific Region.
[FR Doc. 82-17163 Filed 6-23-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 82-NE-03]

Amendment to Description of the
Auburn, Maine, Transition Area

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment changes the
deseription of the Auburn, Maine 700-
foot transition area so as to provide
additional controlled airspace for
aircraft executing the VOR/DME
Runway 22 original standard instrument
approach procedure (SIAP) serving
Auburn-Lewiston Municipal Airport,
Auburn-Lewiston, Maine. :

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 5, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David Hurley, Operations, Procedures
and Airspace Branch, ANE-530, Federal
Aviation Administration, Air Traffic
Division, 12 New England Executive
Park, Burlington, Massachusetts 01803;
telephone (617) 273-7285.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Monday, March 15, 1982, a notice
of proposed rulemaking was published
in the Federal Register (47 FR 11038)
stating that the FAA proposed to amend
the description of the Auburn, Maine
700-foot transition area so as to provide
additional controlled airspace for
aircraft executing the VOR/DME
Runway 22 original Standard Instrument
Approach Procedure serving Auburn-
Lewiston Municipal Airport, Auburn,
Maine. Interested persons were invited
to participate in this rulemaking process
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by submitting written comments on the
proposal to the FAA. No objections
were received.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
Aviation safety, Transition areas.
*
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends § 71.181 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) by revising the Auburn, Maine
700-foot transition area as follows:

Auburn, Maine

Add after northeast of the NDB on line five:

“And within 2.5 miles each side of the
Augusta, Maine VORTAC (251° magnetic)
(234° true) radial extending from the 5-mile
radius area to 23 miles southwest of the
VORTAC.”

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1658 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348(a}) and Sec.
8(c) of the Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655{c) and 14 CFR 11.69))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are

necessary to keep them operationally current.

It, therefore—(1) is not a “major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2} is not a
“significant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 26, 1979); (3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal; and (4) is
certified that the rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Burlington, Mass., on June 18,
1982,

John B. Roach, :
Acting Director, New England Region.
[FR Doc. 82-17159 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am] .
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
{Docket No. 23142; Amdt. No. 1219]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures -

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

sUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of
changes occurring in the National
Airspace System, such as the
commissioning of new navigational
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or

changes in air traffic requirements.
These changes are designed to provide
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

DATES: An effective date for each SIAP
is specified in the amendatory
provisions.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA
Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591;

2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office
which originated the SIAP.,

For Purchase—

Individual SIAP copies may be
obtained from:

1. FAA Public Information Center
(APA-430), FAA Headquarters Building,
800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591; or

2. The FAA Regiona!l Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscription— :

Copies of all SIAPs, mailed once
every 2 weeks, may be ordered from
Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402. The annual
subscription price is $135.00.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald K. Funai, Flight Procedures and
Airspace Branch (AFO-730), Aircraft
Programs Division, Office of Flight
Operations, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone {202) 426-8277. )
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to Part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97)
prescribes new, amended, suspended, or
revoked Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description of each SIAP is
contained in official FAA form
documents which are incorporated by
reference in this amendment under 5
U.S.C. 552(a), 1 CFR Part 51, and § 87.20
of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(FARs). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 82604
and 8260-5. Materials incorporated by
reference are available for examination
or purchase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the Federal Register

expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text of
the SIAPs, but refer to their graphic
depiction on charts printed by
publishers of aeronautical materials.
Thus, the advantages of incorporation
by reference are realized and
publication of the complete description
of each SIAP contained in FAA form
document is unnecessary. The
provisions of this amendment state the
affected CFR {and FAR) sections, with
the types and effective dates of the
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

This amendment to Part 97 is effective
on the date of publication and contains
separate SIAPs which have compliance
dates stated as effective dates based on
related changes in the National
Airspace System or the application of
new or revised criteria. Some SIAP
amendments may have been previously
issued by the FAA in a National Flight
Data Center (FDC) Notice to Airmen
(NOTAM) as an emergency action of
immediate flight safety relating directly
to published aeronautical charts. The
circumstances which created the need
for some SIAP amendments may require
making them effective in less than 30
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an
effective date at least 30 days after
publication is provided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Approach
Procedures (TERPs). In developing these
SIAPs, the TERPS criteria were applied
to the conditions existing or anticipated
at the affected airports. Because of the
close and immediate relationship
between these SIAPg and safety in air
commerce, I find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
is unnecessary, impracticable, or
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97
Approaches, Standard instrument.
-Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) is
amended by establishing, amending,
suspending, or revoking Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures,
effective at 0901 G.m.t. on the dates
specified, as follows:

3
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1. By amending § 97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAPs identified as follows:
* *"* Effective September 2, 1982
Marshfield, MA—Marshfield, VOR~A, Amdt.

Messena. NY—Richards Field, VOR Rwy 27,
Amdt. 2

* * *Effective August 5, 1962

Blythe, CA—Blythe, VOR-A, Amdt. 4

Blythe, CA—Blythe, VOR/DME Rwy 26,
Amdt. 3

Jacksonville, FL—Craig Muni, VOR Rwy 13,
Amdt. 8, cancelled

Jacksonville, FL—Craig Munf, VOR Rwy 31,
Amdt. 3, cancelled

Jacksonville, FL—Jacksonville Iiitl, VOR Rwy
31, Amdt. 4, cancelled

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), VOR or TACAN Rwy 4, Amdt. 15

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
F1d), VOR Rwy 9, Amdt. 9

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), VOR Rwy 13, Amdt. 11

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), VOR or TACAN Rwy 22, Amdt. 8

Bogalusa, LA—~George R. Carr Memorial Alr
Fld, VOR/DME-A, Amdt. 1

Lansing, MI—Capital City, VOR Rwy 6,
Amdt. 19

Lansing, MI—Capital City, VOR Rwy 24,
Amdt. 5

Indianola, MS—Indianola Muni, VOR/DME-
A, Amdt. 8

Indianola, MS—Indianola Muni, VOR/DME-~
B, Amdt. 1

Bethpage, NY—Grumman Bethpage, VOR or
TACAN-A, Amdt. 8, cancelled

Montauk, NY—Montauk, VOR Rwy 6,
Original

Ashtabula, OH—Ashtabula County, VOR
Rwy 8, Amdt. 5

Ashtabula, OH—Ashtabula County, VOR/
DME Rwy 26, Amdt, 4

Wapakoneta, OH—Neil Armstrong, VOR-A,
Amdt. 2

Oklahoma City, OK—Will Rogers World,
VOR Rwy 12, Amdt. 20

Baker, OR—Baker Muni, VOR Rwy 12,
Original

Baker. OR—Baker Muni, VOR/DME Rwy 12,
Amdt. 9

Baker, OR—Baker Muni, VOR-A, Amdt. 1,
cancelled

DuBois, PA—DuBois-Jefferson Co., VOR/
DME Rwy 7, Amdt. 2

College Station, TX—Easterwood Field, VOR
or TACAN Rwy 10, Amdt. 14

College Station, TX—Easterwood Field, VOR
Rwy 28, Amdt. 6

Petersburg, VA—Petersburg Muni, VOR Rwy
23, Amdt. 2

Charleston, WV~—Kanawha, VOR-A, Amdt.

11

Milwaukee, WI—Lawrence }. Timmerman,
VOR Rwy 4L, Amdt. 5

Milwaukee, Wl—Lawrence }. Timmerman,
VOR Rwy 15L, Amdt. 10

* * * Effective July 8, 1982

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, VOR Rwy 6, Amdt. 13

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, VOR Rwy 14, Amdt.
12

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, VOR Rwy 23, Amdt.
13

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, VOR Rwy 32, Amdt. 8

¢ * *Effective June 16, 1962

Rockingham, NC—Rockingham-Hamlet,
VOR/DME-A, Amdt. 5

* * * Effective June 11, 1982
Chino, CA—Chino, VOR-B, Amdt. 1

¢ ¢ * Effective June 7, 1982

Grass Valley, CA—Nevada County Air Park,
VOR-A, Amdt. 2

Elizabethtown, KY—Ben Fioyd Field, VOR-
A, Amdt. 5, cancelled

2. By amending § 97.25 SDF-LOC-~
LDA SIAPs identified as follows:

¢ * ¢ Effective August 5, 1982

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), LOC BC Rwy 13, Amdt. 8

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), LOC BC Rwy 22, Amdt. 8

Greer, SC—Greenville-Spartanburg, LOC
Rwy 21, Amdt. 3, cancelled

College Station, TX—Easterwood Field, LOC
BC Rwy 18, Original

* * *Effective July 22, 1982

Norman, OK—Max Westheimer, LOC Rwy 3,
Original

* * ¢ Effective June 10, 1992

Akron, OH—Akron-Canton Regional, LOC
BC Rwy 19, Original, cancelled

* * * Effective June 4, 1982

Billings, MT—Billings-Logan Int], LOC BC
Rwy 27R, Amdt. 8

3. By amending § 97.27 NDB/ADF
SIAPs identified as follows:

* ¢ *Effective September 2, 1982

Charlottesville, VA—Charlottesville-
Albemarle, NDB Rwy 3, Amdt. 11

¢ * * Effective August 5, 1982

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fld), NDB Rwy 31, Amdt. 18

Portland, IN—Portland Municipal, NDB Rwy
27, Amdt. 5

Rayville, LA—Rayville Muni, NDB Rwy 36,
Original

Bellmre, MI—Antrim County, NDB Rwy 2,
Amdt. 8

Lansing, Ml—Capital City, NDB Rwy 27L,

» Amdt. 20

Clarksdale, MS—Fletcher Field, NDB Rwy 18,
Amdt. 5

Clarksdale, MS—Fletcher Field, NDB Rwy 38,
Amdt. 5

Indianola, MS—Indianola Muni, NDB Rwy 17,
Amdt. 2

Indianola, MS—Indiancla Muni, NDB Rwy 35,
Amdt. 2

Mountain View, MO—Mountain View, NDB
Rwy 27, Amdt, 1

Omaha, NE—Millard, NDB Rwy 12, Amdt. 7

Las Cruces, NM—Las Cruces-Crawford,
NDB-A, Amdt. 1

Bethpage, NY—Grumman Bethpage, NDB
Rwy 33, Amdt. 6, cancelled

Painesville, OH—Casement, NDB-B, Amdt. 6

College Station, TX—Easterwood Field, NDB
Rwy 34, Amdt. §

Graham, TX—Graham Muni, NDB Rwy 17,
Amdt. 2

Olney, TX—Olney Muni, NDB Rwy 17, Amdt.
2

Petersburg. VA—Petersburg Muni, NDB Rwy
8, Amdt. 3

* * * Effective July 22, 1982

Norman, OK—Max Westheimer, NDB Rwy 8,
Amdt. 3, - . .

* * * Effective July 8, 1962 .

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, NDB Rwy 5, Amdjt, 7

¢ * * Effective June 16, 1982

Rockingham, NC—Rockingham-Hamlet, NDB
Rwy 31, Amdt. 2

* * * Effective June 10, 1962

Houston, TX—Arcola-Houston, NDB Rwy 10,
Amdt. 2

4, By amending § 97.29 ILS-MLS
SIAPs identified as follows:

¢ * * Effective September 2, 1982

Charlottesville, VA—Charlottesville-
Albemarle, ILS Rwy 3, Amdt. 7

* * * Effective August 5, 1982

Denver, CO—S5tapleton Intl, ILS Rwy 28L,
Amdt. 42

Macon, GA—Lewis B. Wilson, ILS Rwy B8,
Amdt, 22

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer

Fld), ILS Rwy 4, Amdt, 7

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baep
Fld), ILS Rwy 31, Amdt. 21

Bellaire, MI—Antrim County, MLS Rwy 3
(Interim), Amdt. 5

Lansing, MI—Capital City, ILS Rwy 6R,
Amdt. 5

Lansing, MI—Capital City, ILS Rwy 27L,
Amdt. 21

Tulsa, OK—Tulsa Intl, ILS Rwy 17R, Amdt. 2

Greer, SC—Greenville-Spartanburg, ILS Rwy
21, Original

College Station, TX—Easterwood Field, ILS
Rwy 34, Amdt. §

¢ * * Effective July 8, 1982

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, ILS Rwy 5, Amdt. 8

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, ILS Rwy 23, Origina}

Portland, OR—Portland Intl, ILS Rwy 10R,
Amdt. 26

6. By amending § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs

_identified as follows:

¢ * * Effective August 5, 1962

Fort Wayne, IN—Fort Wayne Muni (Baer
Fid), RADAR-1, Amdt. 17
Lansing. MI—Capital City, RADAR-1, Amdt,

Las Vegas, NV—McCamm Intl, RADAR-1,
Amdt. 11

Pittsburgh, PA—Greater Pmsburgh Int,
RADAR-1, Amdt. 21

" * * » Effective July 8, 1982

Saginaw, MI—Tri-City, RADAR-1, Amdt. 7

6. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs
identified as follows:

* * * Effective September 2, 1982

Massena, NY—Richards Field, RNAV Rwy 5,
Amdt. 3

Massena, NY—Richards Field, RNAV Rwy
23, Amdt. 4
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* * * Effective August 5, 1962

Jacksonville, FL—Craig Muni, RNAV Rwy 31,
Amdt. 4, cancelled

Jacksonville, FL—]Jacksonville Intl, RNAV
Rwy 13, Amdt. 4, cancelled

Lafayette, LA—Lafayette Regional, RNAV
Rwy 3, Original

Lafayette, LA—~Lafayette Regional, RNAV
Rwy 10, Original

Omaha, NE—Millard, RNAV Rwy 12, Amdt. 4

Ashtabula, OH—Ashtabula County, RNAV
Rwy 26, Amdt. 4

Wapakoneta, OH—Neil Armstrong, RNAV
Rwy 26, Amdt. 1

* * * Effective July 22, 1952

Norman, OK—Max Westheimer, RNAV Rwy
3, Amdt. 2

(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal

Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a),

1421, and 1510); sec. 6{c), Department of

Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14

CFR 11.49(b)(3))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established body
of technical regulations for which frequent
and routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore—{(1) is not a "“major rule” under
Executive Order 12291; (2) is not'a
“gignificant rule” under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures (44 FR 11034;
February 28, 1979); and {3) does not warrant
preparation of a regulatory evaluation as the
anticipated impact is so minimal. The FAA
certifies that this amendment will not have a
significant economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities under the criteria of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 18,
1982.

Note~The incorporation by reference in
the preceding document was approved by the
Director of the Federal Register on December
31, 1980.

John M. Howard,

Acting Chief, Aircraft Programs Division.
[FR Doc. 82-17168 Filed 6-25-82 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 1201

. Safety Standard for Architectural
Glazing Materials; Partial Revocation
of Standard Concerning Modulus of
Elasticity Test, Hardness Test, and
Indoor Aging Test for Plastic Glazing
Materials

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Partial revocation of rule.

SUMMARY: The Consumer Product Safety
Commission partially revokes the Safety
Standard for Architectural Glazing
Materials by eliminating requirements
for a modulus of elasticity test and a
hardness test applicable to all plastic

glazing materials; and for an indoor
aging test applicable to plastic glazing
materials for indoor use. The
Commission has determined that these
requirements are not reasonably
necessary to reduce or eliminate any
unreasonable risk of injury associated
with the use of plastic glazing materials.
This partial revocation of the standard
has the effect of removing plastic glazing
materials from the coverage of the
architectural glazing standard. This
partial revocation does not affect any
other type of glazing material subject to
the standard.

DATE: The partial revocation will
become effective on July 28, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wade Anderson, Division of Regulatory
Management, Directorate for
Compliance and Administrative
Litigation, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207;
telephone (301) 492-8400. All inquiries
from the press and broadcast media
should be directed to Lou Brott, Office of
Public Affairs, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207;
telephone (202) 634-7780.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On January 8, 1977, the Consumer
Product Safety Commission issued the
Safety Standard for Architectural
Glazing Materials (16 CFR Part 1201) to
eliminate or reduce unreasonable risks
of injury associated with breakage of
architectural glazing materials by -
accidental human impact. () ! The
standard became effective on July 6,
1977.

As issued in 1977, the standard was-
applicable to all types of glazing
materials used in the architectural
products within the standard’s coverage,
including tempered glass, laminated
glass, annealed glass, and plastics.

" The standard prescribes an impact
test to assure that glazing materials used
in certain architectural products either
will not break when impacted with a
specified energy, or will break with
characteristics which are less likely to
present an unreasonable risk of injury.
As an alternative to the impact
requirements, the standard contains
provisions which pass plastic glazing
materials if they meet the requirements
for modulus of elasticity (flexibility) and
hardness set forth in § 1201.4{e)(1)(iii) of
the standard.(2)

! Numbers in parentheses identify reference
documents listed in Bibliography at the end of this
notice. Requests for inspection of any of these
documents should be made at the Commission’s
public reading room, 1111 18th Street NW., eighth
floor. Washington, D.C., or by calling the Office of
the Secretary at (301) 492-6800.

The standard also prescribes an
indoor aging test, applicable only to
plastics intended for indoor use, to
assure that those materials retain their
ability to pass the impact test or _
alternative requirements for modulus of
elasticity and hardness after exposure to
temperature and humidity. (1)

When the standard was issued in
1977, it also contained an accelerated
environmental durability test for plastic
glazing materials intended for outdoor
exposure. This test was intended to
ensure that plastic glazing materials,
after simulation of exposure to outdoor
conditions, would retain a portion of
their original impact strength, as
measured by a device commonly called
a “Charpy impact testing machine.” (1)

However, on QOctober 6, 1980, the
Commission took final action to
partially revoke the architectural glazing
standard by eliminating the accelerated
environmental durability test for plastic
glazing materials intended for outdoor
exposure. (2) The Commission took this
action because it had concluded that the
accelerated environmental durability
test for plastics was not reasonably
necessary to eliminate or reduce an
unreasonable risk of injury associated
with plastic glazing materials. The
partial revocation became effective on
April 6, 1981,

Thereafter, an association of
manufacturers of plastic glazing
materials brought an action for judicial
review of the partial revocation of the
standard eliminating the accelerated
environmental durability test. This
action, Plastic Safety Glazing
Committee et al. v. CPSC (No. 80-3795),
is now pending before the United States
Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit.

Petition

On March 11, 1981, the Plastic Safety
Glazing Committee (PSGC) petitioned
the Commission to revoke the remaining
requirements of the architectural glazing
standard applicable to plastics. (3, 4, 5,
6, 10) On March 17, 1981, the Court of
Appeals for the Sixth Circuit granted
PSGC's motion to delay further
consideration of the action for judicial
review of the partial revocation deleting
the accelerated environmental
durability test for plastics to allow the
Commission time to act on PSGC's
petition. (7)

In that petition, PSGC asserted that
the remaining requirements applicable
to plastic glazing materials are not-
reasonably necessary to eliminate or
reduce an unreasonable risk of injury
associated with plastics. The petition
stated that the modulus of elasticity and
hardness requirements are not
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performance tests related to safety of
plastic glazing materials, but are instead
a definition of plastic by reference to its
flexibility end softness. The petition
also asserted that the indoor aging test
has no relation to safety, citing a portion
of the record of the proceeding which
led to the issuance of the architectural
glazing standard. (6)

Another concern expressed by PSGC's
petition is that by retaining the modulus
of elasticity and hardness tests, and the
indoor aging test for plastic glazing
materials, the Commission’s standard
preempts state and local building code
provisions which require either an
accelerated environmental durability
test or an actual outdoor weathering test
for plastic glazing materials intended for
outdoor exposure. The petition asserted
weathering requirements for plastics are
safety related. (6)

The petition was referred to the
Commission’s technical staff for
reevaluation. In a briefing package to
the Commission, the staff expressed
agreement with the assertion in the
petition that the remaining requirements
of the standard applicable to plastics
are not related to elimination or
reduction of injuries. (9)

The staff briefing package included a
technical analysis of the three tests (16),
and a review of injury information
related to plastic glazing materials. (12)
The staff briefing package is described
in greater detail in a Federal Register
notice published on December 14, 1981
(46 FR 60830, and 60831). (23)

After consideration of the petition and
the staff briefing package, the
Commission preliminarily determined
that the modulus of elasticity test, the
hardness test, and the indoor aging test
for plastic glazing materials were not
reasonably necessary to eliminate or
reduce an unreasonable risk of injury
associated with plastic glazing
materials, and voted to propose a partial
revocation of the architectural glazing
standard, to delete those tests.

Proposed Partial Revocation

In the Federal Register of December
14, 1981 (46 FR 60830) the Commission
published a proposal to partially revoke
the standard by removing the three tests
applicable to plastic glazing materials,
(23)

In response to the proposed partial
revocation, the Commission received
three written comments. (24, 25, 26) The
notice proposing the partial revocation
stated that the Commission would
conduct a public hearing to receive oral
presentations of data, views, and
arguments on the proposal, as required
by section 9(h) of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2061) as amended

by the Consumer Product Safety
Amendments of 1981 (Pub. L. 87-35; 95
Stat. 703, 752). However, the
Commission received no request for
opportunity to make an oral
presentation, and for that reason, did
not conduct a public hearing on the
proposal.

All three written comments received
in response to the proposal favored
revocation of the three tests in the
standard applicable to plastics. The only
issue raised by the comments was an
appropriate effective date for issuance
of the revocation on a final basis.

All comments addressed to the issue
of an appropriate effective date were
concerned with this topic because once
the partial revocation issued below
becomes effective, the architectural
glazing standard will no longer be
applicable to any plastic glazing
material. Consequently, after the
effective date of the partial revocation,
the preemptive provisions of section 26
of the CPSA (15 U.S.C. 2075) will no
longer prohibit any state or local
government from enacting or enforcing
any requirement for plastic glazing
materials. '

The notice of proposed rulemaking
stated that the Commission was
considering establishment of an
effective date for any final revocation
which might be issued ranging from the
date of publication to a date 180 days
after publication of notice of final
revocationin the Federal Register .

A comment from the Plastic Safety
Glazing Committee (PSGC) urged the
Commission to establish an effective
date for the final revocation which is
retroactive to July 28, 1961, the date on
which the Commission voted to propose
the partial revocation of the standard to
eliminate the tests applicable to plastics.
(26)

The Commission declines to make the
effective date of this partial revocation
retroactive to July 28, 1981. The request
for a retroactive effective date is outside
the scope of the proposal, which stated
that the Commission was considering an
effective date ranging from the date of
publication of a final revocation to 180
days thereafter. The Commission
observes that section 24 of the CPSA (15
U.S.C. 2073) gives any interested person
the right to bring a private action for
enforcement of the architectural glazing
standard, including the tests for plastic
glazing materials as long as they remain
a part of the standard. If the
Commission established retroactive
effective date for this partial revocation,
rights of action established by section 24
which may have arisen after July 28,
1981, could be terminated, and the
notice of the proposed revocation would

not have given parties claiming such
rights notice of that possibility.

As an alternative to an effective date
retroactive to July 28, 1981, PSGC
requested that the final revocation
become effective upon publicaticn. (26)

PSGC states that issuing the final
revocation with an immediate effective
date would have the desirable effect of
eliminating preemption of certain state
and local requirements by the
commission’s standard which continues
as long as that standard contains any
requirements for plastic glazing
materials.

Throughout this proceeding, PSGC has
taken the position that accelerated
environmental durability tests, such as
the one removed from the architectural
glazing standard by an earlier partial
revocation, are related to safety. Section
26(a) of the CPSA (15 U.S.C. 2075(a))
provides that when a consumer product
safety standard is applicable to a
product, states and localities may not
enforce any requirements intended to
address the same risk of injury as the
Federal standard unless the state or
local requirements are identical to those
of the consumer product safety
standard.

PSGC asserts that the preemption of
state and local requirements for
environmental durability of plastic
glazing materials by the &rchitectural
glazing standard deprives the public of
needed protection from risks of injury
associated with plastic glazing materials
which do not-meet those requirements.
Additionally, PSGC states that plastic
glazing materials which do not meet
requirements for environmental
durability can be advertised as meeting
the requirements of the Commission’s
standard, and expresses the view that
deception of the public may result.

PSGC also states that an immediate
effective date would have no disruptive
effect in the marketplace. (26)

A comment from E. I. duPont de
Nemours & Company (DuPont) also
recommends issuance of the final
revocation with an immediate effective
date. That comment expresses
agreement with PSGC'’s position that
environmental durability requirements
for plastics are needed to eliminate or
reduce risks of injury associated with
plastic glazing materials. The comment
from DuPont also agrees with PSGC’s
assertion that an immediate effective
date for the final revocation of the
remaining requirements applicable to
plastics from the Commission’s standard
would cause no disruption in the
marketplace. (24)

After consideration of all matters set
forth in these comments, the
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Commission declines to issue the final
revocation with an immediate effective
date because it does not agree with the
assertions in those comments that
environmental durability requirements
for plastic glazing materials are safety
related.

The only basis for revocation of a
consumer product safety standard, or
any part of such a standard, set forth in
section 9(h) of the Consumer Product
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2058(h)} is a
determination by the Commission that it
is “not reasonably necessary to
eliminate or reduce an unreasonable
risk of injury” associated with a
consumer product. Thus, the earlier
partial revocation of that part of the
standard which prescribed an
accelerated environmental durability
test for plastic glazing materials was
based solely on the grounds that the test
in question was not safety related. In
that proceeding, the Commission also
considered information about the effects
of outdoor exposure on plastic glazing
materials, and concluded that those
effects are not related to safety. See 45
FR 66002, at 66005, under the heading ‘2.
Effects of weathering.” (2)

Thus, the earlier partial revocation of
that part of the standard which :
prescribed an accelerated
environmental durability test was based
solely on the grounds that the test in
question was not safety related. Nothing
contained in the comments from PSGC
or DuPont causes the Commission to
reverse its position with regard to that
test, or the effects of weathering on
plastic glazing materials. (27)

Since the Commission continues to
hold the position that environmental
durability tests of plastic glazing
materials are not safety related, it does
not believe that avoidance of
preemption of such requirements in state
or local laws or building codes justifies
issuance of a final revocation of the
remaining requirements applicable to
plastics with an immediate effective
date. For the same reason, the
Commission does not believe that any
deception of the public is likely to result
from claims that plastic glazing
materials comply with the architectural
glazing standard, even in those cases
where plastics do not meet an
environmental durability test prescribed
by state or local law.

A comment from Dow Chemical
U.S.A. {Dow) urges the Commission to
establish an effective date 180 days
after issuance of the partial revocation
on a final basis. This comment states
that establishment of such an effective
date would allow state and local
governments time to make their
requirements for plastic glazing

materials “reflect the Commission’s
most recent rulings.” This comment
states that at the present time, those
state and local requirements contain a
“bewildering array of inconsistencies.”
(25) .
Although state and local requirements
for plastic glazing materials, currently
preempted by the Commission's
architectural glazing standard, may vary
from one jurisdiction to another, the
Commission has information indicating
that most jurisdictions which would
enforce such requirements (once the
preemptive effect of the Commission’s
standard is removed) currently
reference the American National
Standards Institute (ANSI) Standard Z~
97.1 in their building codes or safety
glazing legislation, It is the
understanding of the Commission that
the three major associations of building
officials included provisions applicable
to plastic glazing materials in their
model building codes which were
consistent with the requirements of
ANSI Standard Z-97.1.

Recently, however, ANSI and the
three associations which publish model
building codes are reported to be
considering revisions to their
requirements for plastic glazing
materials. At this time, the revisions
being considered by ANSI differ from
those under consideration by the three
groups which publish model building
codes. (27)

- Eventually, the revised requirements
adopted for plastic glazing materials by
ANSI and the three model building code
organizations may be uniform. However,
until that time there is a greatef
potential for different jurisdictions to
adopt inconsistent requirements in their
building codes or safety glazing
legislation. (27)

The Commission has determined that
preemption of state and local
regulations is not a compelling reason to
adopt an effective date that is 180 days
after issuance of the partial revocation
on a final basis. Additionally, the
Commission does not believe that
significantly greater uniformity is likely
to be achieved among state and local
requirements for plastic glazing
materials within the 180 day period
requested in the comment from Dow.
(27)

For this reason, the Commission
declines to delay the effective date of
the partial revocation for 180 days.

Establishment of Effective Date

After consideration of the comments
and all other information available
concerning an appropriate effective
date, the Commission concludes that an
effective date which is 30 days following

publication of this partial revocation
will be adequate for manufacturers and
users of plastic glazing materials to
familiarize themselves with any state or
local requirements which may be
applicable to those products once the
tests in the Commission’s standard are
no longer in force. Accordingly, the
partial revocation of the architectural
glazing standard issued below shall be
effective on July 28, 1982.

Impact on Small Businesses

Section 603 of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA, 5 U.S.C. 603)
requires agencies to prepare and make
available for public comment an initial
regulatory flexibility analysis of the
impact of any proposal on small entities,
including small businesses. Section
605(b) of the RFA provides that an
agency is not required to prepare a
regulatory flexibility analysis if the
agency certifies that the proposal, if
issued on a final basis, will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

In the proposal of December 14, 1981,
the Commission observed that the
partial revocation will remove some
existing requirements applicable to
manufacturers of plastic glazing
materials, and will not by itself, impose
any new requirements or other
obligations on any person or firm.
Although the Commission expressed its
awareness of the possibility that
revocation of the requirements in the
standard applicable to plastics would
enable state and local governments to
enforce their own requirements for
plastic glazing materials, the proposal
stated that the Commission was not
then able to predict the specific
requirements which state or local
governments might adopt. (23)

Because the proposed partial
revocation would impose no obligation
on any person or firm, the Commission
certified in that proposal that it will not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small businesses,
and for that reason, did not make an
initial regulatory flexibility analysis of
the proposed partial revocation. {23)

The comment from PSGC expressed
that organization's agreement with the
conclusion of the Commission that the
partial revocation will not have a
significant adverse economic impact on
a substantial number of small
businesses. (26)

Section 604 of the RFA requires the
Commission to prepare a final
regulatory flexibility analysis only in
those cases where it promulgates a final
rule after being required by section 603
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of that act to prepare an initial
regulatory flexibility analysis.

Since the Commission certified at the
time of the proposal that no initial
regulatory flexibility analysis was
required by the RFA, it has not prepared
a final regulatory flexibility analysis of
the partial revocation issued below.

Environmental Considerations

As stated in the preamble to the
proposed partial revocation, the
Commission's environmental review
procedures state at 16 CFR 1021.5(c)(1)
that issuance, amendment or revocation
of a consumer product safety standard
normally has little or no potential for
affecting the human environment. (23)

The Commission does not foresee any
special or unusual circumstances
surrounding the partial revocation
issued below. For this reason,
preparation of an environmental impact
statement is not required.

Federal Register Index Terms

In accordance with provisions of 1
CFR 18.20(b), the Commission publishes
the following list of Federal Register
index terms applicable to the partial
revocation issued below:

List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 1201

Consurmer protection, Glass and
mirrors, Plastic and plastic products.

Conclusion

As noted abeve, provisions of section
9(h) of the CPSA (15 U.S.C. 2058(h))
authorize the Commission to revoke a
consumer product safety rule only when
it determines that the rule is “not
reasonably necessary to eliminate or
reduce an unreasonable risk of injury”
associated with a consumer product.

After considering the public
comments and all other available
information that is relevant, the
Commission concludes that
requirements in the architectural glazing
standard for a modulus of elasticity test,
a hardness test, and-an indoor aging test
for plastic glazing materials are not
“reasonably necessary” to eliminate any

unreasonable risk of injury associated
with plastic glazing materials for the
following reasons.

None of these tests can be used to
predict whether an item of plastic will
break or not break if impacted at a
specified energy. None of these tests can
be used to predict breakage
characteristics which may result from
impacting an item of plastic glazing
material at a specified energy.
Consequently, none of these tests can be
used to predict whether an item of
plastic glazing material is likely to break
from human impact; or if breakage
occurs, whether injuries to consumers
are likely to result.

Therefore, in accordance with section
9(h) of the Consumer Product Safety
Act, as amended by the Consumer
Product Safety Amendments of 1981 (15
U.S.C. 2058(h)}, and the Administrative
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553), the
Commission eliminates the requirements
for a modulus of elasticity test, a
hardness test, and an indoor aging test
for plastic glazing materials, by making
the following changes to Part 1201 of
Title 16 of the Code of Federal
Regulations:

PART 1201—SAFETY STANDARD FOR
ARCHITECTURAL GLAZING
MATERIALS

1. In 16 CFR 1201.1(b), the first
sentence is revised to read as follows:

§ 1201.1 Scope, application and findings.

* * L * %*

(b} Application. This part 1201 shall
apply to glazing materials, as that term
is defined in § 1201.2(a)(11), for use in
the architectural products listed in
paragraph (a) of this section; and to
those architectural products listed in
paragraph (a) of this section if they are
made with, or incorporate glazing
materials as that term is defined in
§ 1201.2(a){11).* * *

* w * * *

2. In 16 CFR 1201.1(d}, the following
footnote 1 is added;

(d) Findings '*—The degree and nature
of the risk of injury the rule is designed
to eliminate or reduce. * * *

*The Commission's findings apply to the
architectural glazing standard as issued at 42
FR 1426, on January 8, 1977. Since that date,
the Commission has revoked portions of the
standard which prescribed requirements for
“glazed panels” (45 FR 57383, August 28,
1980}; an aceelerated environmental
durability test for plastic glazing materials
intended for outdoor exposure {45 FR 68002,
October 6, 1980); and a modulus of elasticity
test, a hardness test, and an indoor aging test
applicable to plastic glazing materials (fingert
F.R. citation and date of publication}).
However, the findings have not been revised
and they are therefore, not fully applicable to
the remaining requirements of the standard.

3.In 16 CFR 1201.2 paragraph (a}{11} is
revised to read as follows:

§ 1201.2 Definitions.

* * * * *
(a)* * &

(11) “Glazing material” means glass,
including annealed glass, organic coated
glass, tempered glass, laminated glass,
wired glass; or combinations thereof
where these are used:

{i) In openings through the
architectural products listed in
§ 1201.1(a), or

(ii) As the architectural products
themselves, e.g. unframed doors.

* * * * *

4. In 16 CFR 1201.2 paragraph (a}(23) is
removed and reserved. :

5. In 16 CFR 1201.3(b), a second
sentence is added, to read as follows:

§ 1201.3 General requirements.
* L4 ® * L

(b) * * * Any material not listed in
the definition of “glazing material” in
§ 1201.2(a)(11) is not subject to this Part
1201.

6. In 16 CFR 1201.4{a)(2), Table 1,
“Accelerated Tests,” is revised to read
as follows:

§ 1201.4 Test procedures.

(a) Types of tests, * * *

(2} Accelerated enyironmental
durability tests. * * *

TABLE 1.—ACCELERATED TEST (APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS)

Glazing materials Specimen Test equipment Exposure Criteria for passing
Lami . d glass. § 1201.4(c)(1} and (c}{3)(i}. R B ICY (<376 1) HO R § 1201.4(AN2)()..cornrecremrriisnrrenrcenssoinnes § 1201.4(a)(2)(5).
Organic coated giass .o wcemvmemns §1201.4(c)(1} and {c)()(ii)B) § 1201.4(DHBHI) comvomeeemsrmsrmeermamsecasommrnnn § 1201.4{d)(2}([)(B) ..rvrremesnemmrmmereea—e § 1201.4(2}(2)(){B}.
Tempered gtass Exempt
Wired glass. Exempt.
Annealed glass Exempt
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* * w * *

7. In 16 CFR 1201.4(a)(2}, the second
sentence is revised to read, as follows:

(ﬂ) * *

(2) * * * However, tempered glass,
wired glass, and annealed glass are not
required to be subjected to the
accelerated environmental durability
tests.

* * * * *

8. In 18 CFR 1201.4 paragraph
{b)(3)(iii) is removed and reserved.

10. In 16 CFR 1201.4 paragraph
(d)(2)(iii) is removed and reserved.

11. In 16 CFR 1201.4 paragraphs
(e)(1)(iii) and {e)(2)(ii)(C) are removed
and reserved.

(Sec. 9(h), Consumer Product Safety Act, as
amended by the Consumer Product Safety
Amendments of 1981 (Pub. L. 92-673, as
amended by Pub. L. 97-35, 15 U.S.C, 2057(h])
and 5 U.S.C. 553)

Dated: June 23, 1982.
Sadye E. Dunn,

Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.
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[FR Doc. 82-17337 Filed 6-26-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8355-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission -

18 CFR Part 282
{Docket No. RM79-14]

Order of the Diréctor, OPPR of
Publication of Incremental Pricing
Acquisition Cost Thresholds

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE.

ACTION: Order Prescribing Incremental
Pricing Thresholds.

SuMMARY: The Director of the Office of
Pipeline and producer Regulation is
issuing the incremental pricing
acquisition cost thresholds prescribed
by Title II of the Natural Gas Policy Act
and 18 CFR 2682.304. The Act requires the
Commission to compute and publish the
threshold prices before the beginning of
each month for which the figures apply.
Any cost of natural gas above the
applicable threshold is considered to be
an incremental gas cost subject to
incremental pricing surcharging.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 1, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth A. Williams, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 N. Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20428,
(202) 357-8500.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Issued: June 22, 1982.

In the matter of pubhcatlon of
prescribed incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold of the NGPA
of 1978, Docket No. RM79-14.

Section 203 of the NGPA requires that
the Commission compute and make
available incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices
prescribed in Title Il before the
beginning of any month for which such
figures apply.
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- Pursuant to that mandate and
pursuant to § 375.307(1) of the
Commission's regulations, delegating the
publication of such prices to the Director
of the Office of Pipeline and Producer

Regulation, the incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices for the
month of July 1982 is issued by the
publication of a price table for the
applicable month.

List of Subjects in 18 CFR Part 282

Natural gas.
Kenneth A, Williams,

Director, Office of Pipeline and Producer
Regulation.

TABLE |—INCREMENTAL PRICING ACQUISITION COST THRESHOLD PRICES

Calendar Year 1980
i tem- . Novei De
January | Fetruary | March | Aprit | May | Jume | July ;Lgt Se) :rm October wm- f;""
incremental pricing threshold $1.702 $1.738 {$1.750 [$1.762 [ $1.776 [$1.780 ($1.804 [$1.819 ‘ $1.834 $1.849 $1.863 1 $1.877
NGPA section 102 threshold, 2358 2381 | 2404 | 2428 | 2453 | 2478 | 2.504 | 2.532 2.560 2588 2614 2.640
NGPA section 109 threshold. 1.786 1.799 | 1812 | 1.825 | 1.839 | 1.853 { 1.867 | 1.883 1.899 1.915 | 1.8929 1.848
130% of No. 2 fuel oil in New York City threshold...........cc... 7170 7.260 [ 7410 { 7.110 | 2.380 [ 8.040 | 7,840 | 7.380 7.400 7.400 7.450 : 1.580
Calendar Year 1981
Incremental pricing threshold 1.801 1.908 [ 1.826 [ 1.942 | 1.954 1 1.967 | 1.880 | 1.980 2.000 2.010 2.025 2.041
NGPA section 102 threshoid. 2667 2698 [ 2720 | 2.761 | 2.767 | 2813 | 2840 | 2.863 2.886 2906 2.840 2971
NGPA ion 109 th i, 1.857 1.975 | 1893 } 2014 | 2.024 ;| 2.037 | 2.050 | 2.060 2070 | 2080 2.096 2112
130% of No. 2 fuel oil in New York City threshold 7.610 7.760 | 8260 | 9.010 ; 9.510 } 9.430 | 0.360 | 0.260 8.860 8.700 8.930 | 8.990
Calendar Year 1982
Incremental pricing threshold 2057 2071 | 2085 ] 2.099 | 2.106 [ 2113 | 2.120
NGPA section 102 threshold. 3.003 3.303 | 3.063 ! 3.093 | 3.112 | 3.132 | 3.152
NGPA section 109 threshold. 2.128 2143 | 2158 } 2173 | 2180 | 2187 | 2.194
130% of No. 2 fuel olf in New York City threSho .......c.cummserssermrsssrssneasaens 9.180 9.340 [ 9.470 | 9.340 | 9.280 | 8.000 | 8.170

{FR Doc. 82-17298 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
SILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 127
[CGD 13-82-03}

Security Zone—Strait of Juan de Fuca
and Hood Canal, Washington

Correction

In FR Doc. 82-15899, appearing at
page 25519, in the issue of Monday, June
14, 1982, make the following change:

On page 25520, in the first column, in
§ 127.1309(a) the fifth line, change the
SSBN number now reading “SSBN 721"
to read “SSBN 726".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

- VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
38 CFR Part 17

Grants to States for Construction of
State Home Facilities

AGENCY: Vetetans Administration.
ACTION: Interim regulation.

SUMMARY: This revision of a regulation
changes from 2% to 4 beds per thousand
veteran population the maximum
number of beds which may be necessary
based on sufficient justification to
provide adequate nursing home care to
veterans residing in each State. This

regulation implements section 5034(1},
title 38, United States Code as amended
by Pub. L. 96-330 which now requires
the Administrator of Veterans Affairs to
prescribe the number of beds required.
Prior to enactment of Pub. L. 96-330, the
number of beds was prescribed by law.

This revision also implements section
6035(b)(4) which provides that an
application for Federal assistance for
construction of State home facilities
shall not result in more than the number
of nursing home beds prescribed by the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs. It is
anticipated that this change will meet
the needs of smaller States which were
hindered in their plans for construction
of additional nursing home beds by the
2% bed limitation.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 28, 1982.

This revision is effective Octcber 1,
1981.
ADDRESSES: Interested persons are
invited to submit written comments,
suggestions, or objections regarding this
proposed regulation to: Administrator of
Veterans Affairs (271A), 810 Vermont
Avenue, NW., Washingten, DC 20420,
All written eomments received will be
available for public inspection only in
the Veterans Services Unit, room 132 of
the above address, between the hours of
8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday through
Friday (except holidays] until August 11,
1982,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rita Frampton, (202) 389-3854.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
agency has determined that this
amendment to the regulations is
nonmajor in accordance with the
requirements of Executive Order 12291,
Federal Regulation, because it will not
have a significant or large effect on the
economy. The Administrator hereby
certifies that this rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities as
they are defined in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (RFA), 5 U.S.C. 601-612.
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), this rule is
therefore exempt from the initial and
final regulatory flexibility analyses
requirements of sections 603 and 604.
The reason for this certification is that
this rule will regulate only States
planning construction of nursing home
care beds at State Veterans Homes. It
will therefore have no significant impact
on small entities {i.e., small business,
small private and nonprofit
organizations, and small governmental
jurisdictions.)

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance Number is 64.005.

These regulations come within
exceptions to the general VA policy of
prior publication of proposed rules as
contained in 38 CFR 1.12. The
substantive changes implement
statutory changes. Publication for
advance notice and comment would not
be in the public interest as it would
delay implementation of a statute that
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allows for increased care to veterans.
Nevertheless, since public comment is
desirable on the subject, these
regulations are being published as
interim regulations, thereby allowing the
statute to be implemented, but also
allowing the public to participate in the
rulemaking process. These regulations
may be amended based on comments
received, and if so, will be printed

. herein as final regulations.

Approved: June 10, 1982.
Robert P. Nimmo,
Administrator.

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 17

Grant programs, Nursing homes,
Veterans.

PART 17--UNITED STATES COAST
GUARD GENERAL GIFT FUND

38 CFR, Part 17 is amended by
revising §§ 17.171{a) and 17.173(c)(3)
and Appendix A as follows:

1. In § 17.171, the title and paragraph
(a) are revised to read as follows:

§ 17.171 Maximum number of nursing
home beds for veterans by State.

(a) For purposes of the regulations
concerning grants to States for
construction of State home facilities,
Appendix A prescribes the maximum
number of beds which may be necessary
to provide adequate nursing home care
to veterans residing in each State. When
the beds to be constructed in a State
will result in more than 2% beds per
thousand veterans, the State shall
provide sufficient justification for the
Administrator to determine that the
additional beds are required in that
State. In making this determination, the
Administrator shall consider the
following factors: (1) Demographic
characteristics of the State’s veteran
population, (2) availability, suitability
and cost of alternative nursing home
beds to meet the needs of veterans in
that State, (3) waiting lists for existing
State nursing home facilities and (4) any
other criteria which the Administrator
shall deem appropriate to provide
adequate nursing home care. (Pub. L. 88—
450, sec. 4(a) as amended by Pub. L. 89—
311, sec. 7(b); Pub. L. 93-82, sec. 403(d);
Pub. L. 94-581, sec. 208(b); Pub. L. 96~
330, sec. 404; 38 U.S.C. 5034(a))

* .. . « *

2, Section 17.173 is amended by
revising paragraph {c){3) to read as
follows:

§ 17.173 Applications with respect to
projects.
* * * * *

(c) The Administrator will approve
any such application if the

Administrator finds that there are
sufficient funds available to make the

. grant requested with respect to such
. project and that:

L] * * ] *

(3) The construction of such project,
together with other projects under
construction, and other facilities will not
exceed the bed limitation prescribed in
Appendix A to § 17.171 and satisfactory
justification has been provided as
required in § 17.171(a). (Pub. L. 88-450,
sec. 4(a) as amended by Pub. L. 93-82,
sec. 403(e); Pub. L. 96-330, sec. 404; 38
U.S.C. 5034(1), 5035(b)

*

* * * *

3. Appendix A is revised to read as
follows:

Appendix A (See §17.171)

State Home Facilities for Furnishing Nursing
Home Care

The maximum number of beds, as required
by 38 U.S.C. 5034(1), to provide adequate
nursing home care to veterans residing in
each State not to exceed four beds per
thousand veteran population is established
as follows:

&

Veteran No. of
State population ! bads

Alab 422,000 1,608
Alaska 39,000 156
Arizona 347,000 1,388
Arkar 277,000 1,108
Callfornia. 3,348,000 | 13,302 .
Colorado 382,000 1,528
Cor icut 463,000 1,852
De! 78,000 812
District of Columbig..ucromssesassammens 96,000 384
Florida 1,397,000 5,568
Gaorgi 641,000 | 2,564
Hawail 82,000 368
ldaho 106,000 420
Hinois 1,519,000 6,078
Indi 725,000 2,900
fowa 376,000 1,512
Kansas 311,000 1,244
Kentucky 412,000 1,648
Louisiana 447,000 1,788
Maine 156,000 624
Maryland 620,000 2,518
M husetts 871,000 3,484
Michigan 1,180,000 4,720
A 660,000 2,240
MISSISSIPP ucccesssoenisessssnossmmssssmmmsssssisasas 240,000 960
i 708,000 | 2,832
Montar 98,000 392
\ 203,000 812
Nevad: 97,000 388
New Hampshira ... 125,000 500
NOW JETSOY .overesemrvmsassssasmsassassmmanasnee] 1,102,000 4,408
New Mexi 137,000 548
New York 2,422,000 9,688
NOItH CArOINA...oeeuuccssemssssrmssssasssassisseens 618,000 2,472
North Dakota, 58,000 232
Ohio 1,463,000 5,852
Oklah 417,000 1,668
Oregon 393,000 1,572
PONNSYIVANIA verressmmsscssonsiass s esssssonneensf 1,729,000 6,916
Rhode Istand. 150,000 600
South Caroling weemmssrsssssesmssessan 337,000 1,348
South Dakota 72,000 288
Tenr . 541,000 2,164
Texas 1,673,000 6,692
Utah. 156,000 620
Vermont 64,000 256
Virginia 664,000 2,656
Washington 617,000 2,468
West Virgini 233,000 932
Wisconsin 693,000 2,372

yoming 45,000 160

1Estimate as of September 30, 1981, Source: Office of
Reports and Statistics, Veterans Administration. (Based on
tast avallable Bureau of the Census data.)
[FR Doc. 82-17363 Filed 6-26-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 8320-01-M

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

41CFRCh. 1
[FPR Temp. Reg. 50, Supp. 3]

Federal Procurement; Temporary
Regulations; Subcontracting Under
Federal Contracts

AGENCY: General Services
Administration.

ACTION: Temporary regulation.

SUMMARY: This supplement extends the
effective period of FPR Temporary
Regulation 50 and Supplements 1 and 2
to June 1, 1984. This extension is
necessary to continue the current
requirements for subcontracting with
small and small disadvantaged business
concerns. The effect will be to continue
the present assistance program
regarding the award of subcontracts to
small and small disadvantaged business
concerns.

pATES: Effective date June 1, 1982,
expiration date June 1, 1984.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Philip G. Read, Director, Federal
Procurement Regulations Directorate,
Office of Acquisition Policy (202-523~
4755). :

(Sec. 205({c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c)}

In 41 CFR Chapter 1, this temporary
regulation is listed in the appendix at
the end of the chapter.

Dated: June 18, 1982.
Ray Kline,
Acting Administrator of General Services.
June 18, 1982.

Federal Procurement Regulations, Temporary
Regulation 50, Supplement 3

To: Heads of Federal agencies
Subject: Subcontracting under Federal
contracts

1. Purpose. This supplement extends the
effective period of FPR Temporary Regulation
50. .
2. Effective date. This supplement is
effective June 1, 1982.

3. Expiration date. This supplement expires
on June 1, 1984.

4, Explanation of changes. The expiration
dates in paragraph 3 of FPR Temporary
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Regulation 50 and Supplements 1 and 2 are
revised to June 1, 1984.

Ray Kline,

Acting Administrator of General Services.
[FR Doc. 82-17385 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6820-61-M

41CFRCh. 1
[FPR Temp. Reg. 54, Supp. 1]

Federal Procurement; Temporary
Regulations; Women'’s Business
Enterprise Program

AGENCY: General Services
Administration.

ACTION: Temporary regulation.

SUMMARY: This supplement extends the
effective period of FPR Temporary
Regulation 54 to June 1, 1984. This
extension is necessary to continue the
current requirement regarding
subcontracting with women-owned
business concerns. The effect will be to
continue the present program regarding
the award of subcontracts to women-
owned business concerns.

DATES: Effective date June 1, 1962,
expiration date June 1, 1984.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Philip G. Read, Director, Federal
Procurement Regulations Directorate,
Office of Acquisition Policy (202-523-
4755).

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat, 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(c))

In 41 CFR Chapter 1, this temporary
regulation is listed in the appendix at
the end of the chapter.

Dated: June 18, 1982.
Ray Kline,
Acting Administrator of General Services,
June 18, 1982,

Federal Procurement Regulations, Temporary
Regulation 54, Supplement 1

To: Heads of Federal agencies
Subject: Women's Business Enterprise
Program.

1. Purpose. This supplement extends the
effective period of FPR Temporary Regulation
54.
2. Effective date. This supplement is
effective June 1, 1982,

3. Expiration date. This supplement expires
on June 1, 1984,

4. Explanation of changes. The expiration
date in paragraph 3 of FPR Temporary
Regulation 54 is revised to June 1, 1984.

Ray Kline,

Acting Administrator of General Services.
[FR Doc. 82-17364 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6820-61-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Public Health Service
42 CFR Part 53

Grants, Loans and Loan Guarantees
for Construction and Modernization of
Hospitals and Medical Facilities

AGENCY: Public Health Service, HHS.
ACTION: Reinstatement of rule.

SUMMARY: This rule amends Title 42 of
the Code of Federal Regulations by
reinstating the provision at § 53.134
concerning notification of the
Department of the transfer of a medical
facility assisted under Title VI of the
Public Health Service Act (the Hill-
Burton Act) or termination of services
provided in the facility. The provision
was incorrectly deleted in a rule
published on August 6, 1979, 44 FR
45946,

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Jack Moss, Director, Division of
Facilities Financing, Bureau of Health
Facilities, Center Building, Room 5-44,
3700 East-West Highway Hyattsville,
Maryland 20782, (301) 436-7755.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
statutory authority to make grants and
loans and to guarantee loans for the
construction and modernization of
hospitals and medical facilities under
Title VI of the Public Health Service Act,
42 U.S.C. 291 et seq., has expired (except
for actions already underway pursuant
to the court approved “Remedial Action
Plan” and orders in NANHC v. Harris,
U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia, Civil Action 74-52). Except
for (1) the provision relating to the
requirement that the State agency make
prompt written notification of any
change in status of an assisted facility to
the Secretary (§ 53.134), (2) the
provisions relating to the Secretary's
authority to waive recovery rights

(8§ 53.135 and 53.154), and (3) the
provisions relating to uncompensated
care and community service obligations
(8§ 53.111-113), the Tegulations of Part
63 were determined to be obsolete and
were deleted by a rule, 44 FR 45946, on
August 6, 1979. At that time, the
provision requiring that the State agency
notify the Secretary of changes in
facility status (§ 53.134) was
inadvertently deleted also. Because the
notice required by that provision is still
necessary to administer section 609 of
the Act, it is being reinstated.
Furthermore, since administration of
section 609 is the basis of this provision,

as well as the basis of § 53.135, a
citation to it is being added to the
statement of authority paragraph for this
Part. A general reference to section 623
has been added to the statement of
authority because it contains authority
for waiver of recovery payments made
under loan guarantees under this Part,
the subject of § 53.154.

Public comment on the reinstatement
of § 53.134 is unnecessary since it was
previously provided when the rule was
promulgated. The related adjustments to
the statement of authority entail no
change in rules or policy and,
accordingly, public comment on these
adjustments in not necessary.

List of Subjects in 42 CFR Part 53

Grant Programs—health, Health
facilities, Public health.

Dated: May 26, 1982,
Edward N. Brandt, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary for Health.

Approved: June 7, 1982,
Richard 8. Schweiker,
Secretary.

PART 53—GRANTS, LOANS AND
LOAN GUARANTEES FOR
CONSTRUCTION AND
MODERNIZATION OF HOSPITALS AND
MEDICAL FACILITIES

42 CFR Part 53 is amended by
correcting the citations of authority
following the listing of Subparts as
follows:

Authority: Sections 215, 603, 609, 623 of the
Public Health Service Act as amended, 58
Stat. 690, 78 Stat. 451 and 456, 84 Stat, 346, (42
U.S.C. 218, 291c, 291i, 291j-3).

42 CFR Part 53 is amended by )
reinstating § 53.134 with minor clarifying
revisions in Subpart M as follows:

§ 63.134 Notice of change of status of
facility.

The State agency shall promptly
notify the Secretary in writing if, at any
time within 20 years after completion of
construction, any facility which received
funds under section 606 of the Act (a) is
transferred to any person, agency or
organization, (1) not qualified to file an
application under the Act or (2) not
approved as a transferee by the State
agency; or (b) ceases to be a public
health center or a public or other
nonprofit hospital, outpatient facility,
facility for long-term care or
rehabilitation facility, as defined in the
section 645 of the Act.

[FR Doc. 82-17482 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4160-15-M
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

46 CFR Parts 530 and 548

Interpretations and Statement of
Policy and Regulations To Implement
the Economic Stabilization Act, 1970,
as Amended

AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission.
ACTION: Removal of rules.

SUMMARY: Because the authority
underlying the Commission’s wage and
price guidelines has been repealed, the
guidelines themselves are being
removed.

OATE: Effective June 28, 1982

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Francis C. Hurney, Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20573, (202) 523
5725.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission promulgated Part 548 and
Section 530.11 of Title 46 of the Code of
Federal Regulations to comply with the
wage and price regulatory programs of
the Cost of Living Council and the
Council on Wage and Price Stability as
published in Title 8 of the Code of
Federal Regulations. Pursuant to Pub. L.
. 93-28 and 97-12 (95 Stat. 74 and 97 Stat.
22) and Executive Orders 11788 and
12288 (39 FR 22113 and 46 FR 10136),
both Councils have been abolished and
their respective wage and price
programs terminated. The authority
underlying the Commission’s regulations
has thus been vitiated and the
regulations should be removed.

List of Subjects
46 CFR Part 530

Administrative practice and
procedure, Maritime carriers.

46 CFR Part 548

Maritime carriers, Reporting
requirements.

Therefore, it is ordered, that, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 553 and section 43, Shipping
Act, 1916 (48 U.S.C. 841a); Pub, L. 97-12
(95 Stat. 22); Pub. L. 93-28 (95 Stat. 74);
and Executive Orders 11788 and 12288,
39 FR 22113 (1974), 46 FR-10136 (1981),
§ 530.11 and Part 548 of Title 46 of the
Code of Federal Regulations are
removed.

By the Commission.

Francis C. Hurney,

Secretary.

{FR Dac. 82-17360 Filod 6-25-82; 6e15 acx]
BILLING CODE 6736-01-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47CFRPart73
[FCC 82-266]

Daytime-Onty Class |l Stations on the
U.S. Class I-A Clear Channeis

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action permits daytime-
only stations on the 25 U.S. Class I-A
clear channels, where such proposals
adhere to current protection
requirements and are located within the
protected secondary nighttime contour
of the existing Class I-A station on the
channel.

This action reflects the Commission’s
desire to authorize new facilities on
these frequencies without prejudice to
future decisions concerning daytime
protection requirements for all Class I
stations or preclusion of potential
unlimited-time stations.

This action will permit new daytime-
only facilities and thus increase the
number of broadcast services available
to the public.

DATES: Effective June 10, 1982,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Myra G. Kovey, Broadcast Bureau, (202)
254-9572.

List of Subjects Affected in 47 CFR Part
73

Radio.

Memorandum Opinion and Order

Adopted: June 10, 1982.
Released: June 18, 1982.
By the Commission.

In the matter of amendment of Part 73
of the Commission’s rules with respect
to Daytime-Only Class II Stations on the
U.S. Class I-A Clear Channels.

1. By Report and Order, Clear
Channel Broadcasting, 78 FCC 2d 1345,
reconsid. granted in part and denied in
part, 83 FCC 2d 218 (1880), aff'd sub

" nom, Loyola University v. FCC, No. 80-

1824 (D.C. Cir. Jan. 28, 1982), we revised
our rules to permit unlimited-time Class
II station assignments on the United
States’ 25 Class I-A clear channels. The
assignment of daytime-only stations to
these frequencies was at the same time
deferred, a decision reflecting (1) a
desire to resolve questions concerning
daytime protection for all Class I

* gtations in an independent proceeding,

and (2) a wish to avoid preclusion of
possible unlimited-time operations by
new daytime-only facilities. 78 FCC 2d
at 1367-68, 83 FCC 2d at 217-18. We are

convinced upon further consideration
that our ban was unnecessarily broad.
There exists, we find, a demand for new
daytime-only stations and for power
increases by existing daytime stations
which can be satisfied, in part at least,
in a manner consistent with our
underlying objectives. Clearly, to the
extent that we can authorize new
facilities without prejudice to future
action, the public interest dictates that
we do so.

. 2.In examining possible usages of the
U.S. Class I-A frequencies, we originally
proposed and later declined to reduce
the daytime protection of Class I-F-A
stations from their 0.1 mV/m contour to
their 0.5 mV/m contour. The necessity of
including Class I-B stations {which were
not within the scope of the clear channel
proceeding) in any final decision,
coupled with the fact that daytime
contours would not normally be a
controlling factor in the placement of
new unlimited-time stations, led us to
prefer a separate proceeding addressed
exclusively to this issue. So long as new
daytime-only proposals adhere to
existing standards, though, they will not
limit our options in this inquiry.

3. As for the preclusion of potential
unlimited-time stations, the difference
between daytime and nighttime
protection requirements for Class I-A
stations typically produces a sizeable
area in which co-channel daytime-only
stations can operate but from which’
nighttime facilities are prohibited. If a
Class II daytime-only station locates its
transmitter site inside the protected
nighttime contour (the 0.5 mV/m 50%
skywave contour) of the existing co-
channel Class I-A station, it is unlikely
that its operation could involve a
significant conflict with any proposal
contemplating nighttime use of the
frequency for a Class II station.
Certainly we would not anticipate
pumerous or serious problems in such
cases. Moreover, while we recognize
some limited possibility of precluding
unlimited-time Class II stations on
adjacent clear channels, we do not on
balance find that such preclusions
would be sufficiently likely or numerous
to justify barring the provision we now
make for restricted use of clear channel
spectrum space for daytime-only
stations. . ,

4. We thus conclude that daytime-only
Class II stations whose transmitter sites
are located within the 0.5 mV/m 50%
skywave contour of co-channel Class I-
A clear-channel stations need not -
prejudice future changes in Class I
protection requirements and should not
unduly preclude future unlimited-time
Class II facilities. Hence, such proposals
compromise neither the basis for our
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original ban on daytime-only operations
nor the considerations underlying our
current freeze on applications for
unlimited-time operations on the U.S.
Class I-A clear channels.! We propose
therefore to accept for filing applications
falling into this category.2 We
emphasize in this context that the
exception is a narrow one. Waivers of
the standard adopted here are not
contemplated, it being our intention
instead to revisit the entire area of
daytime-only operation on the Class I-A
clear channels when experience with
unlimited-time facilities on these
frequencies renders such an inquiry
feasible.

5. We find, pursuant to Section 553(b)
of the Administrative Procedure Act, 5
U.S.C. 553(b), that it is unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest to defer
the adoption of this rule amendment
until after notice and opportunity for
comment, The effect of the amendment
we adopt herein is to relievea -~
restriction which has for many years
barred the assignment of additional
daytime-only stations to the Class I-A
clear channels. In doing so to the partial
extent provided for in the rule
amendment, we do not reduce the
degree of protection to which any
licensee or holder of a construction
permit, co-channel or adjacent channel,
is entitled under existing rules. It being
unnecessary in these circumstances to
conduct anterior rule making
proceedings, it would be contrary to the
public interest to do so because of the
needless delay that would cause in
opening the way for daytime-only
facilities, for which there is demand. For
similar reasons we invoke Section
553(d)(1} of the Administrative .
Procedure Act which permits the rule
amendment we herein adopt to be given
immediate effect as it relieves a
restriction.

8. Accordingly, pursuant to authority
contained in Sections 4(i), 4(j), 303(c)
and 307(b) of the Communications Act.
of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. 154 (i)
and (j), 303(c) and 307(b), and Sections
553 (b} and (d)(1) of the Administrative
Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553 (b} and
(d)(1), it is ordered, that, effective June
10, 1982, § 73.25(a)(2) of the
Commission's rules is amended by
adding a new subparagriph (iii) to read
as follows:

! Public Notice, Proposals Invited for New AM
Stations on Canadian Clear Channels and Filing of
Applications on U.S. Clear Channels Suspended,
FCC 82-97, released February 25, 1982.

28uch applications must of course comply with
all pertinent sections of our rules, including the
daytime skywave protection requirements of
§ 78.187.

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICE

§73.25 Clear channels; Classes | and i
stations.
L ] L ] L g L ] L]

a * * N

(iii) Additional daytime-only class [
stations whose transmitter sites are
located inside the 0.5mV/m 50%
nighttime contour of the respective co-
channel Class I-A stations.
L * L L *
(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303)
Federal Communications Commission.
William ]. Tricarico,
Secretary.
{FR Doc. 82-17362 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 611 and 672
[Docket No. 2505-~90]

Foreign Fishing, Groundfish of the Guif
of Alaska, and Groundfish of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Area

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of inseason adjustment.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
apportionment of reserve amounts of
Alaska groundfish that were eligible in
April 1982 for apportionment to the total
allowable level of foreign fishing and to
the domestic annual harvest, under
provisions of the fishery management
plans {FMPs) for Groundfish of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Area,
and for the Groundfish of the Gulf of

Alaska. Apportionment is prescribed by

regulations implementing those FMPs.
The intended effects of this action are to
assure optimum use of groundfish
resources and to allow the foreign and
domestic fisheries to proceed without
interruption to achieve optimum yield,
EFFECTIVE DATES: June 25, 1982 through
December 31, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert W. McVey, Director, Alaska
Region, National Marine Fisheries
Service, 907-586-7221.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Optimum yields (OY) for various
groundfish are established by the fishery
management plan (FMP) for the

Goundfish of the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands Area and by the FMP
for the Groundfish of the Gulf of Alaska.
The FMPs were developed under the
Magnuson Fishery Conservation and
Management Act, and are implemented
by rules appearing at 50 CFR 611.92 and
611.93 and 50 CFR Parts 672 and 675.
The OYs are apportioned initially to
domestic annual harvest (DAH]), reserve,
and total allowable level of foreign
fishing (TALFF). Thus,

OY=DAH +reserve +TALFF. Further,
DAH is divided among domestic annual
processing (DAP), joint venture
processing (JVP), and domestic
nonprocessed fish (DNP). Thus,
DAH=DAP+JVP+4DNP.

Under 50 CFR 611.92(c) and 672.20{c}
the Secretary of Commerce (Secretary)
may apportion to DAH any reserve
amounts for any Gulf of Alaska
groundfish that he determines to be
needed to supplement DAH. Such
apportionments may be made as soon as
practicable after the first day of April,
June, and August, and on any other date
determined to be necessary. Resultant
increases in DAH amounts, if any, are
required to be allocated among the three
components of DAH. Also, the Secretary
may apportion up to 40 percent of each
initial Gulf of Alaska reserve to TALFF
as soon as practicable after the first day
of April and June, and up to 20 percent
after the first day of August. This action
pertains to the reserve amounts eligible
for apportionment in April.

Under 50 CFR 611.93(b) and 675.20{b})
the Secretary may apportion to DAH or
to TALFF, or may retain in reserve for
later apportionment, up to 25 percent of
any groundfish reserve in the Bering Sea
and Aleutians Islands area. Resultant
increases in DAH amounts, if any, are
required to be allocated among the three
components of DAH. These
apportionments are to be made as soon
as practicable after February 2, April 2,
June 2, and August 2. If, following any.of
the first three of these dates, the
Secretary apportions less than 25
percent of any initial reserve amount to
TALFF and DAH, the nonapportioned
part of that 25 percent (the add-on),
together with any previous add-ons,
must be added to the reserve amounts
available for apportionment on the next
specified date.

All groundfish reserve amounts werg
retained for the Bering Sea and Aleutian
Islands area for the first scheduled date
for apportionment on February 2, 1982
(47 FR 7674). Those reserve amounts,
together with the reserve amounts
available for apportionment in April, are
also the subject of this action.
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Determination of reserve releases

1. Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands
Areas.

United States fishing effort in the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands
management area is currently minimal,
but this effort is expected to increase
rapidly as seasonal weather conditions
improve. During 1981, significant
domestic fishing activity began late in
the spring and continued into the fall.
Because substantial joint venture
activity is anticipated during 1982, the
scheduled and add-on reserve amounts
for all species are retained at this time,

2. Gulf of Alaska

Western Regulatory Area. In the
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of
Alaska, scheduled reserve amounts of
Pacific cod and sablefish are being
retained at this time, although U.S.
fishing has not yet started, for the
following reasons. A significant effort by
U.S. fishermen to harvest Pacific cod for
salt cod production is expected.
Furthermore, because of possible
expansion in the sablefish fishery in this
area, the extent to which U.S. fishermen
will harvest the DAH is uncertain at this
time,

It is not anticipated that U.S.
fishermen will harvest more than the
initial DAH specifications for other
groundfish species in the Western
Regulatory Area, Therefore, 40 percent
of the reserves for these species is being
apportioned to TALFF (see the Table of
Apportionments to TALFF).

Central Regulatory Area. In the
Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of
Alaska, U.S. fishermen have delivered
substantial amounts of pollock to
foreign processing vessels engaged in
joint ventures. The current pollock JVP
is only 7,940 mt, and will not be
sufficient to accommodate the total
amount expected to be delivered to
foreign processing vessels in 1982.
Therefore, the entire pollock reserve
amount of 19,040 mt is apportioned to
DAH for the pollock JVP.

It is not anticipated that U.S.
fishermen will harvest more than the
initial DAH specifications for other
groundfish species in this area.
Therefore, 40 percent of the reserves for
these other species is apportioned to
TALFF (see the Table of
Apportionments to TALFF).

Eastern Regulatory Area. U.S. fishing
in the Eastern Regulatory Area of the
Gulf of Alaska has been minimal to
date. It is not anticipated that U.S.
fishermen will harvest more than the

initial DAH specifications for groundfish
species in this area. Therefore, 40
percent of the reserves for these species
is apportioned to TALFF {see the Table
of Apportionments to TALFF). A final
rule to implement Amendment 10 to the
FMP for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska became effective on June 1, 1982
(47 FR 239386). That rule reduced the
initial reserve amount of Pacific ocean
perch from 2,880 mt to 175 mt. Hence,
the reserve amount of Pacific ocean
perch eligible and hereby apportioned to
TALFF is 70 mt.

3. Summary of Reserve Amounts Being
Apportioned to TALFF

Initial reserves for groundfish in the
Gulf of Alaska being apportioned to
TALFF are as follows:

TABLE OF APPORTIONMENTS TO TALFF’

Gulf-
Western | Central | Eastem wide
Poflock 4,560 1,328 |.vervsarseien
Paclific ocean
[ TO— 218 632 70 }.
Pacific cod 2,683 f£: - T—
Sablefish. 304 1668 .
Atka mackerel....... 974 1,667 13 T—
Flounders ............. 832 1,176 672 |..
Other rockfish
rockfish 300
Squid 400
Other species 1,206
Subtotal L........... 5,982 6,462 3,685 2,604
$ Yakutat District,
1Total 18,733,

Response to public comments

In accordance with 50 CFR 611.92(c),
611.93(b), 672.20(c), and 675.20(b), the
data upon which these determinations
are based were made available for
public inspection. In addition, those’
provisions afford the public an
opportunity to comment upon the
apportionment of reserve amounts. One
comment was received.

Comment: Reserves of Pacific cod and
sablefish are excess to the needs of
dqmestic fishermen and should be
apportioned to TALFF.

Response: Uncertainties about the
adequacy of DAH due to the expanding
U.S. fishery in the Bering Sea and
Aleutian Islands area make retention of
reserves of all species in this area,
including Pacific cod and sablefish,
necessary at this time,

Uncertainties about the extent to
which a projected U.S. salt-cod fishery
will expand in the Western Regulatory
area of the Gulf of Alaska necessitates
retention of Pacific cod reserves in that
area. However, 40 percent of the initial
reserves of Pacific cod are apportioned

to TALFF in the Central and Eastern
Regulatory areas.

Because of possible expansion in the
sablefish fishery in the Western
Regulatory area of the Gulf of Alaska,
the extent to which U.S. fishermen will
harvest the DAH for sablefish is not
certain at this time; therefore, sablefish
reserves in that area are retained.
However, those retained amounts are
subject to subsequent apportionment if
no expansion occurs. In addition, 40
percent of the initial reserves of
sablefish are apportioned to TALFF in
the Central and Eastern Regulatory
areas in the Gulf of Alaska, ’

Classification

This action is taken under the
authority of 50 CFR 611.92(c), 611.93(b)
672.20(c), and 675.20(b), and is taken in
compliance with Executive Order 12291.

In view of the prior notice provided in
the underlying regulations regarding the
dates after which apportionment of
reserves is to occur, together with the
need to avoid disruption of United
States and foreign fisheries and the
obligation to afford a reasonable
opportunity to achieve optimum yield,
the Secretary has determined that to
delay the effectiveness of this rule
would be impracticable, unnecessary,
and contrary to the public interest.

List of Subjects
50 CFR Part 611

Fish, Fisheries, Foreign relations,
Reporting requirements.

50 CFR Part 672
Fish, Fisheries, Reporting
requirements.

Dated: June 18, 1962,
Robert K. Crowell,
Deputy Executive Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

For reasons set forth in the preamble,

" 50 CFR Parts 611 and 672 are amended

as follows:
PART 611~FOREIGN FISHING

1. The authority citation for Part 611
reads as follows:

Authority: 16 U.S.C, 1801 ef seq., unless
otherwise noted.

§611.20 Appendix 1 [Amended]

2.In § 611.20, Appendix 1, the entry
designated E (Gulf of Alaska groundfish
fishery) for Alaska fisheries is revised to

read as follows:
L] * * * . *
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APPENDIX 1.—INITIAL (AS OF JANUARY 1, EACH YEAR) OPTIMUM YIELD (OY), DOMESTIC ANNUAL HARVEST (DAH), DOMESTIC ANNUAL PROCESSIN(
" (DAP), JOINT VENTURE PROCESSING (JVP), DOMESTIC NONPROCESSED (DNP), RESERVE, AND TOTAL ALLOWABLE LEVEL OF FOREIGN FISHIN(
(TALFF), ALL IN METRIC TONS. OY =DAH - RESERVE + TALFF; DAH=DAP+JVP+DNP

Species Species Areas or | oan | oap | ovp | ONP  |Resarve | TALFF

L L * L] - L] .

E. Gulf of Alaska groundiish fishery:

Pollock ; 701 | Western® s7000 | sms| 25 6840 | 4438
Central® 95,200 | 32360| 6380 o | 6284
16,600 2,215 685 1,992 | 12,39
Total 168,600 | 40,350 / 8832 | 11961
Pacific cod 702 | Wester 16,560 1,880 240 1,040 600 3312 | 11,38
Central 33540 | 60s0| 8480 | 1370| 1200 | 4025 [ 2348
Eastem , 9900 | 2070| 280 | 50| 1200 | 1188 | esea
Total ; 60,000 | 10,000 8,525 | 4147
Flounders 120 | West 10400 [ 70| 100 1248 | 85
Central 14,700 1,120 300 1764 | 11811
Eastern 6400 | 1380 800 1,008 | eoa:
Total 33500 | 8.180 4020 | 28301
Pacific ocean perch®. 760 2700 | 345 o5 | sl a4 | 203
Central 7.800 1,255 205 960 |.. 48 6,69
Eastem e75 [ 'soo| 300, 200 108 |
Total... 1475 2100 1977 | 7w
Other rockisht 849 | Tota 7800 [ w00 700 012 | 678
Sablefish? 703 | Wi 2100 | 20| 100 420 | van
Centrat 3800 | 1220] 1,000 as8 | 212
Yakutat District® 3400 | 1380 4,180 &2 | 116
e A — 3000 | 2910 2820 0 o
Tots! 12300 | 6,780 1728 | a8
Atka mackerel, 207 a8 | 200 0 s62 | ae2
Central 20,836 1,080 0 2,500 | 17,25(
E 3186 | 700 0 382 | 210
Total 26,700 | 2,070 3444 | 23181
Squid : 500 | Total 5000 | 150 o 150l | 800 | a2s
Other species®. ° a9 | Total 16,200 1,720 300 620 800 1,044 | 12,53
Thomyhead rockfish 740 | Total . 8,750 6 6 LY | as0 | 320

4The ca(e “Pacific ocean peu':‘r;;( includes Sebastes species S. alutus (Paclfic ocean perch), S. mth (northern roekﬂsh), 8. aleutianus (roughbeye rockfish), S borealis (shortrake

Lfich}

$See Flgure 10of §611 92(35 for desorlpﬂon of regulatory areas and districts.

$The category “other rockfish” inciudes genus Sebastes exoept the category “Pacific ocean perch” ag defined in footnote 4 above and Sebastolobus (thornyhead rockfish)
T Exciudes uesfovheSwthentlnsldeDisuict.wmc is not governed by these regula!

$The category “other spacies” includes sculpins, sharks, skates, eulachon, smelis, capelin, and octopue.

- - * * L

PART 672—NORTHERN ANCHOVY FISHERY

3. The authority citation for Part 672 reads as follows:
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
4. In § 672.20, Table 1 is revised to read as follows:

§$672.20 Optimum yleld.

” L] * - -

TABLE 1.—INITIAL (AS OF JANUARY 1, EACH YEAR) OPTIMUM YIELD (OY), DOMESTIC ANNUAL HARVEST (DAH), DOMESTIC ANNUAI; PROCESSINC
(DAP), JOINT VENTURE PROCESSING (JVP), DOMESTIC NONPROCESSED (DNP), RESERVE, AND TOTAL ALLOWABLE LEVEL OF FOREIGN FISHINC
(TALFF), ALL IN METRIC TONS. OY =DAH + RESERVE + TALFF; DAH=DAP +JVP+4DNP

Species Spedios Areas or | oaH | DAP | P | ONP |Reserve | TALFF

Gulf of Alaska groundfish fishery: -
Polioct 701 | Westem? 57000 | 6775 25| 8750 6840 | 4438
Contral’ 95200 | 32360 | 8360 | 26980 of e2sa
E ! 16,600 2,215 695 1,520 1882 ] 1239
Total 168,800 | 40,350 |............... I —_ 8,832 | 119,611
Paciic cod:. 702 | W : 16560 [ 18880 240 10s0| 00| 3312] 11,36
, Central 93540 | 6050| 3460| 1370| 1200| 4025] 2348
Eastern. 8,800 2,070 280 590 1,200 1,188 6,64.
Total 760,000 | 10,000 [.crre. e . 8,525 [ 41,47
Flounders 120 | W 10,400 700 100 600 1,248 8,45
Central 14,700 1,120 300 820 1,764 | 11,81
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TABLE 1.—INITIAL (AS OF JANUARY 1, EACH YEAR) OPTIMUM YIELD (OY), DOMESTIC ANNUAL HARVEST (DAH), DOMESTIC ANNUAL PROCESSING
(DAP), JOINT VENTURE PROCESSING (JVP), DOMESTIC NONPROCESSED (DNP), RESERVE, AND TOTAL ALLOWABLE LEVEL OF FOREIGN FISHING
(TALFF), ALL IN METRIC TONS. OY =DAH + RESERVE + TALFF; DAH =DAP 4 JVP 4 DNP—Continued

Species Spedies Areas Or | DaH | DAP | JVP | DNP [ Reserve | TALFF

Eastor 8400| 1360 900| 460 1008 | 6032

Total 33,500 | 3,180 4,020 | 26,300

780 2700 | 348 25| 320 324 | 2031

Central 7900 | 1255| 205| 860 948 | 5897

€ e7s| 500 00| el ] _105) 27

Total 11,475 2,100 . 1377 /998

Other rookfish? 849 [ Total 7600 | eo0| 700| 200 g12| 5788
Sable fish* 709 [w 2100 270|100 170 420] 1410
Central 3800 1220| 1000 220 456 | 2124

Yakutat District! 3400| 1380 1180| 200 : 8s2| 1,168

SO0UtEaSt OUIBID DISHIOt e 3000 | 2910 2820 90 0 9

Total 12,300 5,780 1,728 4,792

Atka mackerel 207 [ w 4678 | 290 o| 200 s62| 3826
Central 20836 | 1,080 0| 1080 2500 | 17,256

Easterr 3,186 700 0 700 b ceenn. 382 2,104

Total 28,700 | 2,070 3444 | 23,186

Squid 509 | Total 5,000 150 [ 150 . 600 4,250
Other species* 499 | Total 16200 1720| 300 e20| 00| 1944 | 12538
Thomyhead rockfish 749 | Total 3,750 6 ] 0 450 | 3,204

1See Figure 1 of 5611.92(a) for description of regulatory areas and districts.

2The category “Pacific ocean perch” includes Sebastes species S. alutus (Pacific ocean perch), S. polyspinus (nonhem rockfish), S. aleutianus (rougheye rockfish), S. borealis (shortraker
rockfish), and S. zacentrus (sharpchin rockfish).

3The category “other rockfish” includes all fish of the genus Sebastes except the category “Pacific ocean perch” as defined in footnote 2 above and Sebastolobus (thornyhead rockfish).

“Excludes values for tho Southeast Inside District, which is not governed by these regulations.

SThe “category other species” includes sculpins, sharks, skates, eulachon, smeits, capelin, and octopus.

* : « * * * . *

[FR Doc. 82-17237 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M
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Proposed Rules

Federal Register
Vol. 47, No. 124

Monday, June 28, 1982

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.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 29

Advisory Circular for Certification of
Transport Category Rotorcraft

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Date change, draft Advisory
Circular AC 29-X.

SUMMARY: A draft Advisory Circular on
Transport Category Rotorcraft
Certification was published in part and
notice of availability of the additional
technical guidance material was given
(47 FR 11034; May 17, 1982). This notice
changes dates in the original notice of
draft.

DATE: Commenters must identify the file
with number AC 29-X and comments
must be received on or before
September 17, 1982.

ADDRESS: Send all comments on the
draft Advisory Circular to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Attn:
Helicopter Policy and Procedures Staff
(ASW-110), P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth,
TX 76101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. John Swihart, Aerospace Engineer,
Helicopter Policy and Procedures Staff
(ASW-110), Aircraft Certification -
Division, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort
Worth, TX 76101. Commercial telephone
(817) 6244911, extension 502, or FTS
736-9502.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Helicopter Association International has
requested additional time to review and
comment on draft Advisory Circular 29-
X. In response, the FAA has rescheduled
the date for the public meeting to August
19, 1982, and the closing date for
comments to September 17, 1982. The
location remains unchanged.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on June 16,
1982,

F. E. Whitfield,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.
{FR Doc. 82-17159 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 91
[Docket No. 22050; Notice No. 82-8]

Speclal Federal Aviation Regulation
No. 44-3; Air Traffic Control System;
Interim Operations Plan

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Department of
Transportation (DOT).

ACTION: Extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: This notice extends the
comment period for Notice No. 82-8 (47
FR 26112; June 16, 1982) and (47 FR
26160; June 17, 1982}, That notice
proposed to amend Special Federal
Aviation Regulation (SFAR) No. 44-3 to
establish certain procedures for the
operation of the National Air Traffic
Control (ATC) System, including
procedures to be used in the allocation
of additional system capacity as it
becomes available, to provide for the
safe and efficient operation of the air
traffic control system,

The notice proposed several

-alternative allocation procedures to be
used by the FAA to distribute slots
among the carriers so as to provide for
more efficient movement of air carrier
traffic. It also requested comments on
continuation of the existing SFAR 44-3
slot allocation procedure.

On June 22, 1982, the Air Transport
Association of America (ATA)
petitioned for an extension of the
comment period until July 15, 1982. Also
on June 22, the Regional Airline
Association (RAA) requested a 2-week
extension of the comment period.

The FAA has determined that, based

on the ATA and RAA desire to develop
and provide substantive input to the
proposed regulation, it would be in the
public interest to extend the comment
period to allow the public more time to
undertake a thorough review of this
proposal.
DATE: Comments on Notice No. 82-8
must be received on or before July 15,
1982. -

ADDRESSES: Mail comments on the
proposal in duplicate to: Federal

Aviation Administration, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket
{AGC-204), Docket No. 22050,
Washington, D.C. 20591, or deliver them
to: Room 915G, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C.

Comments may be examined in the
Rules Docket, weekdays, except Federa.
holidays, between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00
p.m.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Donald R. Segner, Associate
Administrator for Policy and
International Aviation, 202-426-3030,
or

Edward P. Faberman, Deputy Chief
Counsel, 202-426-3775

Federal Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Comments relating to
the environmental, energy, or economic
impacts that might result from adoption
of the proposals contained in this notice
are invited. Communications should
identify the regulatory docket or notice
number and be submitted in duplicate tc
the address above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the
Administrator before taking action on

" the proposed rule. The proposals

contained in this notice may be changec
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. A
report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with the rulemaking will be
filed in the docket. Commenters wishing
to have the FAA acknowledge receipt o
their comments submitted in response t
this notice must submit with those
comments a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket Number 22050.” The postcard
will be dated, time-stamped, and
returned to the commenter.
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Availability of NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of this
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. 20591, 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
NPRM's should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular 11-2, Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking Distribution
System, which describes the application
procedures.

Background

On June 15, 1982, the FAA issued
Notice No. 82-8 which requested public
comments on proposed changes to SFAR
44-3. Several alternative proposals were
presented. One suggestion would be to
divide the additional slots at controlled
airports in a 70 percent—30 percent
proportion. Under this proposal, the
slots would be distributed in three
phases: first at a New Entrant Random
Lottery; then at an Impacted Incumbent
Ranked Drawing; and finally at a '
General Random Lottery. Comments
were also invited concerning proposed
alternatives. Comments on the NPRM
had to be submitted on or before June
29, 1982,

On June 22, the ATA submitted a
petition to extend from June 29 to July 15
the date by which comments on the
NPRM must be received. In support of
its petition, ATA states that additional
time is necessary to attempt to reach a
consensus on a replacement proposal.
ATA states that because many of the
individuals necessary to take part in this
effort are currently involved in other
related events, additional time is,
therefore, necessary to file comments
acceptable to a significant segment of
the entire industry. ATA's comments
were filed on behalf of 13 carriers. They
advised that United Airlines objects to
the request.

On June 22, the RAA requested an
extension of 2 weeks in the comment
period to permit regional carriers to
consider adequately and to offer
comments regarding future slot
allocation policies.

Extension of Comment Period

In consideration of the ATA and RAA
petitions, the FAA concludes that
extending the comment period until July
15 would serve the public interest. This
minor extension will not affect the
agency’s ability to implement any new
mechanism in a timely manner.

Accordingly, the comment period for
Notice No. 82-8 is extended and will
close on July 15, 1982.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 91

Air traffic control.

(Secs. 307 {a) and (c), and 601(a), Federal
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C.
Sections 1348 {a) and (c), 1354(a), and

~1421(a)); Sec. 8(c), Department of

Transportation Act {49 U.S.C. Section
1655(c))}

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 23,
1982.

]- Lynn HelmS.

Administrator. :
[FR Doc. 82-17458 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

16 CFR Part 1145

Hair Dryers Containing Asbestos;
Withdrawal of Proposed Rule to
Regulate Under the Consumer Product
Safety Act

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Withdrawal of proposed rule.

SUMMARY: In 1979 the Commission
proposed a rule to use the procedures
available under the consumer Product
Safety Act, rather than those of the
Federal Hazardous Substances Act,
should regulatory action against hair
dryers containing asbestos become
necessary. Since the Commission now
believes that no such regulatory action
will be necessary, it is withdrawing the
proposed rule.

DATE: The withdrawal is effective on
July 28, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Alan Shakin, Office of the General
Counsel, Consumer Product Safety
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20207;
telephone (301} 492-6980.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: During
1979 the Commission began
investigating a risk of injury associated
with the inhalation of respirable
asbestos fibers emitted in the airflow of
hair dryers containing asbestos. If
regulation of that risk proved necessary,
the Commission preliminarily believed
that the Consumer Product Safety Act
would provide a more expeditious way
of eliminating or reducing it than would
the Federal Hazardous Substances Act.
The Commission therefore proposed a
rule, in accordance with the applicable
statutory requirement (15 U.S.C.
2079(d}), finding that it would be “in the
public interest” to regulate the hair

dryer asbestos risk under the Consumer
Product Safety Act. 44 FR 28828 {May 17,
1979).

After the Commission proposed the
rule in May 1979, all of the affected
manufacturers, importers, and private
labelers acted voluntarily to recall the
hair dryers containing respirable
asbestos fibers. The Commission
approved corrective action plans for all
of those companies, and the public was
notified of the recall on television, in
newpapers, and by signs in stores.
Consumers returned nearly two million
of the hair dryers.

The Commission now believes that
regulation of the risk will not be
necessary. If regulation unexpectedly
became necessary, the Commission
could again propose a rule like the one
proposed in May 1979,

The Commission hereby withdraws
the proposed rule (16 CFR 1145.7) to
regulate hair dryers containing asbestos
under the Consumer Product Safety Act.

(Sec. 30(d), Pub. L. 92-573, 86 Stat. 1231, as "
amended, 90 Stat. 519, 92 Stat. 3742 (15 U.S.C.
2079(d))

List of Subjects in 16 CFR Part 1145

Consumer protection, cancer,
asbestos.

" Dated: June 23, 1982.

Sadye E. Dunn, |

Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

[FR Doc. 82-17484 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6355-01-M

s—

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner

24 CFR Part 201

[Docket No. R-82-980]

Property Improvement and Mobie
Home Loans

AGENCY: Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) Assistant
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing
Commissioner.,

ACTION: Proposed rule. *

SUMMARY: Section 338 of the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981
amended the National Housing Act to
permit special loan limits for
manufactured {mobile} homes and lots
located in high cost area designations.
This rule would increase the maximum
loan limits by varying amounts up to
$7,500 for single and multisection homes
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purchased in combination with a
suitably developed lot in certain
designated areas. The increased limits
would also cover the purchase of
individual lots in high cost areas.

DATE: Comments due: August 27, 1964,
ADDRESS: Interested persons are invited
to submit comments regarding this rule
to the Office of General Counsel, Rules
Docket Clerk, Room 10278, Department
of Housing and Urban Development, 451
Seventh St., S.W., Washington, D.C.
20410, Communications should refer to
the above docket number and title. A
copy of each communication submitted
will be available for public inspection
and copying during regular business
hours at the above address. The
proposed rule may be changed on the
basis of comments received.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John L. Brady, Director, Office of Title I
Insured Loans, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, Room 9160, 451
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20410, (202) 755-6680. This is not a toll-
free number.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This rule
would increase maximum loan amounts
for the purchase of manufactured
(mobile) homes and lots in combination
that are to be located in high cost areas.
The increased loan limits would cover
the purchase of individual lots in high
cost areas. This rule is needed because
the basic loan limits restrict the number
of loans that can be made in high cost
areas of the country. The use of the
basic loan limits in those areas results in
downpayments that are prohibitive to
most prospective purchasers.

To comply with the intent of the
authorizing legislation, it was necessary
for the Department to establish which
market areas are eligible for the
increased loan limits. These
designations are the product of a
departmental review and analysis of
developed lot costs covering both
national and local housing markets.

The primary data source employed by
HUD in the development of area-wide
loan limits under this subpart was
HUD's own FHA homes reports, for
FHA insured home sales under Sections
203(b) and 245. In 1980, the survey
covered about 170,000 home purchase
transactions, broken down by state and
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas
{SMSAs). In the absence of a
centralized, national source of data on
lot costs associated with manufactured
homes, the FHA homes report series
represents the best available source on
lot cost information.

For those market areas with an
average lot cost per square foot equal to
or greater than 110 percent to 129

percent of the U.S. average, an upward
adjustment equivalent to one-third of
the maximum increase allowablc was
assigned. For market areas with average
lot costs per square foot between 130
and 149 percent of the U.S. average, an
upward adjustment equivalent to two-
thirds of the maximum increase
allowable was assigned. Finally, market
areas with average lot costs per square
foot equal to or greater than 150 percent
of the U.S. average received the
maximum increase in loan limits.

The selection of three incremental
adjustments, equal to $2,500, $5,000 and
$7,500, is intended to ensure significant
dollar differences and to simplify, as
much as possible, the administration of
area-wide limits. These amounts would
be in addition to the present basic loan

limits of $35,000 and $47,500 for single

and multi-section homes respectively.

Where HUD area-wide
determinations do not accurately reflect
local market area conditions, interested
parties may appeal jurisdictional limits
by submitting to HUD documented
evidence in support of increased limits.
Such documentation should include per
square foot developed lot costs for
recent sales transactions involving
manufactured or single family homes in
the market area. A minimum of 100
home sales transactions must be
included in the appeal submission. For
each transaction, the lot cost per square
foot should be identified, along with the
property address, and identification of
the lot as within a mobile home park, a
recorded or unrecorded subdivision, a
planned-unit development (PUD), etc.
Finally, adjustments to area-wide loan
limits will be reviewed only for SMSA,
non-SMSA counties and non-SMSA
statewide areas. This information
should be submitted to the Office of the
Rules Docket Clerk at the address listed
above.

This rule does not constitute a “major
rule” as that term is defined in § 1(b) of
the Executive Order 12291 on Federal
Regulations. An analysis of the rule
indicates that it does not (1) have an
annual effect on the economy of $100
million or more; (2) cause a major
increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
federal, state or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3)
have a significant adverse effect on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of the United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

A Finding of No Significant Impact
with respect to the environment has
been made in accordance with HUD

regulations in 24 CFR Part 50, which
implements Section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1967, 42 U.S.C. 4332. The Finding of No
Significant Impact is available for public
inspection and copying during regular
business hours in the Office of the Rules
Docket Clerk at the above address.

Pursuant to Section 605(b) of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, the
undersigned hereby certifies that this
rule does not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

This rule was not listed in the
Department's Semi-Annual Agenda of
Regulations published pursuant to
Executive Order 12291 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act on August 17,
1981 (46 FR 41708).

The Catalog of Federal Domestic
Assistance program number is 14.162,
Mortgage Insurance-—Combination and
Manufactured (Mobile) Home Lot Loans
(F).

List of Subjects in 24 CFR Part 201

Health facilities, Historic .
preservation, Home improvement,
Mobile homes, Manufactured homes and
lots.

PART 201—~PROPERTY
IMPROVEMENT AND MOBILE HOME
LOANS

Accordingly the Department proposes
to amend 24 CFR Part 201 by adding a
new section to read as follows:

§ 201.1504b Maximum loan amounts for
high cost areas.

The maximum loan amounts specified
in 201.1504 are increased to amounts set
forth by geographical areas in Appendix
A of this part. These increased loan
amounts are needed to meet higher costs
of land acquisition, site development
and construction of permanent
foundations.

(Sec. 7(d) of the Department of Housing and
Urban Development Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535(d};
Sec. 2 of the National Housing Act 12 U.S.C.
1703)

Dated: May 24, 1982.
Philip Abrams,
General Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Housing-Deputy Federal Housing
Commissioner.

Schedule of Title I Area-Wide One To
Two Or More Module Loan Limits

For any market area (SMSA, county
or part of a county) not listed below, the
maximum loan limits set forth in
§ 201.1504 shall apply.”
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=y One |T Lot Maea One |T Lot M:':et ) One |Twoor| Lot
. Wwo or rea o
“fﬁ‘“_ Local jurisdictions | madlle | 'more. | orey de%'.i;‘,"& Local jurisdictions | oG8 | "T08 | oy designa Local jurisdictions | ol | \noe” | ony
n
New Bronx County, NY; |[$42,500 [$55,000 [$20,000 | New Jefferson Parish, 40,000 | 52,500 | 17,500 | Vallejo- Napa County, CA; | 40,000 | 52,500 | 17,500
York, Kings County, Or- LA; Orleans Fair- Solano County,
NY-NJ | NY; New York leans, | Parish, LA; SL field- CA.
SMSA, , NY: LA Bernard Parish, Napa,
Putman County, SMSA. | LASt CA
NY; Queens Tammany SMSA.
County, NY; Parish, LA
Shreve- | Bossier Parish, LA; | 40,000 | 52,500 | 17,500
gounty. NY; port, LA Ceddo Parish, {FR Doc. 82-17235 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
C—Y: il - BILLING CODE 4210-27-M
Westchester Cook County, IL; | 97,500 | 50,000 | 15,000
County, NY; . g-MSA, aul:&ge County,
3 s Kane County,
Pergen 1L, Lake County, 24 CFR Part 882
Peharson—m Passaic County, 37,500 | 50,000 | 15,000 mﬁtrywm [Docket No. R-82-968]
i cket No. R~ 88
Pos- County, IL.
Ix, |Maricopa County, | 40,000 | 62,500 | 17,500 ,
e P | Magope Coumy o Section 8 Housing Assistance
EMSA. © SMSA. m—Existin ueing
New Middlesex County, | 37,500 | 50,000 | 15,000 | tas Clark County, NV....| 40,000 | 52,500 | 17,500 Payments Program—Exieting Ho
Buns | N Veges, AGENCY: Department of Housing and
Porth SMSA Urban Development (HUD).
AThoy- Reno v | Washoo County, | 40000 | 62500 | 17.500 | ACTION: Proposed rule.
vilig, NJ Los Los CA....| 42,500 | 55,000 [ 20,000 - .
SMSA, e Angeles, SUMMARY: HUD is proposing to delete
Trenton, | Marcar County, NJ | 37,500 | 50,000 | 15,000 los- Section 882.120 of the Section 8 Existing
SMSA. B‘;gg,,, Housing Program regulation to eliminate
Balkmors, | Baltimara Gty MO | 97,500 | 0,000 | 16,000 oA the authority to use higher Fair Market
Aundel > Rents (FMRs) for recently completed
8MSA. | County, MD; Anah Ora , | 42,500 | 56,000 | 20,000 : o o
Baltimore Santa | CA County housing. The elimination of higher FMRs
%’;"{b’g&w e for recently completed housing is
MD; Harford Grove, - necessary to contain costs for the
Courtty, MD; (S:I\AIISA. Section 8 Existing Housing Program.
MD. ' Oxnard- | Ventura County, | 42,500 | £5,000 | 20,000 | DATE: Comment due date: August 27,
Waé".ing- District of 40,000 | 52,000 | 17600 | Sl o County . 1982, ugust &7,
Columbia; Valley
%ﬂ mmw:ntv ven- ADDRESS: Interested persons are invited
sMeA | County M o to submit comments regarding this rule
Prince Georges SMSA. to the Office of General Counsel, Rules
%‘;M%w San San Diego County, | 42500 | 65000 | 20000 | Docket Clerk, Room 10278, Department
VA; Fairfax City, cA of Housing and Urban Development, 451
V& Falls Church SMSA, 7th Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410.
PPl Gity Riverside- | Rivorsido County, | 37,600 | 80000 | 15000 | Comments should refer to the above
VA Manassas Bemar. | Bemardino docket number and title. A copy of each
mﬁ' VA gno o | GO CA comment submitted will be available for
County, VA; cA public inspection during regular
Vit oo™ Wrcsedl P <0000 | 52500 | 17500 | DUsInESS hours at the above address.
County, VA esto, | Starisiaue County, | 40000 | 82 ’ This rule may be changed on the basis
Prince William SMSA. of comments received
County, VA. .
Miami, FL. | Dade County, FL.. 37,500 | 50000 | 15000 [ S . |Alameds County, | 42500 | 65,000 | 20000 | b6 FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
WodSA | et Beach w0000 | 52500 | 17500 | & | St Couny. J. William Taybron, Existing Housing
Paim County, FL. land, County, CA; Sen, Division, Office of Existing Housing and
poach: CA Francisco Moderate Rehabilitation, Department of
Raton, SMSA %gcgu‘mys“" Housing and Urban ngelopment 451
?MSA CA. 7th Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20410,
FL o | Bt County, | 40,000 | 62500 | 17.800 saéx e 42500 | 65,000 | 20,000 Eﬁ);)bﬁmsa. This is not a toll-free
dale- )
Hok S| Sl | SR e | 42800 530001 20000 | SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: During
‘:IY."‘W- bara- the early 1970’s the housing industry
SMSA. , Is“a';"; experienced a tremendous increase in
Tampe-St | Hilsborough 37.500 | 50,000 | 15000 | |\ omoos the construction of rental housing which
il I A A resulted in a high vacancy rate in
FL FL; Finelias Senta | Sonoma County, | 42500 | 55.000 | 20000 re((:ient}y cgm?'lete;l }31;?‘3] h(l)_t!xsing. In
BMSA. | County, Rosa, | CA. order for Section isting Housing
FL smFism County. | G700 o0 Tao0 gnAnsa Program participants to take advantage
EMSA. of these recently completed housing

units and to make these units available
to families participating in the program,
the Section 8 Existing Housing Program
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regulation permitted Public Housing
Agencies to approve gross rents up to 75
percent of the Section 8 New
Construction FMRs for units which were
completed no more than six years prior
to the date of the leasing of the unit.

There is no indication that families
currently participating in the Section 8
Existing Housing Program are
experiencing serious difficulties in
locating and renting units that fall
within the FMR limitations for the
Section 8 Existing Housing Program.
Because separate FMRs for recently
completed housing are no longer
considered necessary or appropriate,
and in the interest of cost savings, HUD
is proposing to eliminate the provision
allowing higher rents for recently
completed housing.

Applicability

As of the effective date of the final
rule no additional units would be placed
under lease using the recently completed
FMRs. For families occupying units
under lease using the recently completed
FMRs, the Gross Rent would not be
reduced so long as the family remains in
occupancy. Lease renewals for these
units would be permitted pursuant to
§ 882,107 of the Section 8 Existing
Housing Program regulation and
contract rent adjustments would be
permitted pursuant to § 882,108 until the
family moves or the Gross Rent is within
the Section 8 Existing Housing FMR
limitation,

NEPA

A Finding of No Significant Impact
with respect to the environment has
been made in accordance with HUD
regulations at 24 CFR Part 50, which
implement Section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969. The Finding of No Significant
Impact is available for public inspection
during regular business hours in the
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk at the
above address.

This rule does not constitute a “major
rule” as that term is defined in Section
1(b) of Executive Order 12291 on Federal
Regulation issued on February 17, 1981,
Analysis of the rule indicates that. it
does not: (1) Have an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million or more; (2)
cause a major increase in cost or prices
for consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3)
have a significant adverse effect on
competition, employment, investment,

productivity, innovation, or on the
ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.5.C.
605(b) {the Regulatory Flexibility Act),
the Undersigned hereby certifies that
this rule would not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

This rule was not listed in the
Department’s Semi-Annual Agenda of
Regulations published on August 17,
1981 (46 FR 41708) pursuant to Executive
Order 12291 and the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

“The Catalog of Federal Domestic A

Assistance program number is 14.156 (Lower
Income Housing Assistance Program).

The legislative review provisions of
Section 7(0) of the Department of HUD
Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535(0) have been met.

List of Subjects in.24 CFR Part 882

Grant programs, Housing and
community development, Housing,
Mobile homes, Rent subsidies.

PART 882—SECTION 8 HOUSING
ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS PROGRAM—
EXISTING HOUSING

Accordingly, the Secretary proposes
to amend 24 CFR Part 882 as follows:

1. In the Table of Contents, by revising
§ 882.120 to read:
§882.102 [Reserved]

2. In § 882,102, by removing the term
Recently Completed Housing and the
cross-reference to § 882.120.

3. By revising § 882.120 to read:
§882.120 [Reserved]

§ 882,204 [Amended]

4. In § 882.204(a)(1), by removing the
phrase “and whether authorization for

the use of Recently Completed Housing -

is desired (See Section 882.120)".

(United States Housing Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C.

1437 et seq.) as amended; Section 7(d),

Department of Housing and Urban

Development Act, 42 U.S.C. 3535(d))
Dated: May 24, 1982,

Philip Abrams,

General Deputy Assistant Secretary for

Housing—Deputy Federal Housing

Commissioner.

[FR Doc. 82-17238 Filed 6-26-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 4210-27-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 167

[CGD 81-080]

Traffic Separatlon Scheme

Correction

In FR Doc. 82-16409, appearing at
page 26167, in the issue for Thursday,
June 17, 1982 make the following
corrections: .

(1) On page 26167, first column, line
six under the heading “summary”, the
word “lands” should be corrected to
read “lanes”.

{2) On page 26169, first column,
paragraph six, line two, the word
“areas” should be changed to “area”.

(3) On page 26169, third column, first
table, change the third entry in the
latitude column, *29°08'03.0"N” to
+29°09'03.0"N".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

ENV!RONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
(A-5-FRL 2154-1]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Indiana

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rulemaking; extension
of the comment period.

SUMMARY: On May 14, 1982 (47 FR
20824) EPA proposed rulemaking on
Indiana's Volatile Organic Compounds
regulations, which are part of the State’s
control strategy for attainment of the
ozone standard. Public comments were
due by June 14, 1982. Indiana requested
a 30-day extension of the public
comment period. Indiana wishes to
obtain the concurrence of the Indiana
Air Pollution Control Board at the
Board's July meeting prior to submitting .
its comments, EPA, therefore, is
extending the public comment period
until July 14, 1982.

DATE: Comments on the ozone revision
to the Indiana State Implementation
Plan (SIP) and on EPA’s proposed action
must be received by July 14, 1982.
ADDRESSES: Comments on the SIP
revision and on EPA’s proposed action
should be addressed to Gary Gulezian,
Chief, Regulatory Analysis Section,
EPA, Region V (5AP-11), 230 South
Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illlinois 60604,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon Reinders, (312) 886-6034.
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List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide
Hydrocarbons.

Dated: June 14, 1982,
Valdas V. Adamkus,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 82-17358 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 52
[A-4-FRL 2121-3]

Approval and Promulgation of State
implementation Plans; Kentucky;
Proposed State Regulation for
implementation of Emission Trading
and Generic Procedures

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
approve Kentucky's request to revise its
State Implementation Plan (SIP) to
include an emissions trading and generic
regulation. The Kentucky Department
for Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection (DNREP)
developed the regulation in response to
EPA'’s Bubble Policy (44 FR 71779;
December 11, 1979), and subsequent
guidance which recommended that
States develop such regulations. The
Kentucky regulations will allow industry
to use the most economically feasible
means to achieve compliance with State
and Federal regulations. The process of
implementing the regulation is explained
in the Supplemental Information section
below. i

DATE: To be considered, comments must

be received on or before July 28, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should

be addressed to Melvin Russell of EPA,

Region IV’s Air Program Branch (see

EPA, Region IV address below). Copies

of the materials submitted by Kentucky

may be examined during normal
business hours at the following
locations:

Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460

Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IV, Air Programs Branch, 345
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia
30365

Kentucky Department for Natural
Resources and Environmental
Protection, Division of Air Pollution
Control, 18 Reilly Road, Bldg. #2, Fort
Boone Plaza, Frankfort, Kentucky
40601.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melvin Russell of the EPA Region IV Air
Programs Branch at the above address,
telephone 404/881-3286 (FTS 257-3286).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commonwealth of Kentucky's
Department for Natural Resources and
Environmental Protection (DNREP) has
submitted to EPA a proposed State
regulation which would (1) establish
procedures for creating, holding,
transferring, and using emission
reduction credits (ERCs), i.e., emissions
trading, and (2) establish conditions
under which some emission trading
plans can be developed and
implemented at the State level without
EPA approval, i.e., generic rule
procedures. :

Kentucky developed regulation 401
KAR 51:055, Controlled Trading,
according to EPA’s Emissions Trading
Policy. The EPA policy was developed
over a period of two years, and was
officially proposed in the Federal
Register on April 7, 1982 (45 FR 15078).
The April 7, 1982 policy statement
replaced EPA's original Bubble Policy
{44 FR 71778; December 11, 1979). The
Kentucky regulations are acceptable as
written, except as noted herein. EPA is
proposing to approve 401 KAR 51:055
with the understanding that the State
will adopt a final regulation reflecting
the changes required by the EPA
comments in this notice, and make other
changes that may be required as a result
of comments received during the State
and EPA comment periods,

Kentucky regulation 401 KAR 51:055
applies to sources that emit the
following pollutants: particulate matter,
sulfur dioxide (SO.), volatile organic
compounds (VOC), carbon monoxide
(CO), nitrogen oxides (NO,), lead (Pb),
fluoride (F), total reduced sulfur (TRS),
and sulfuric acid mist. The regulation
applies to these sources in the following
manner;

Procedure For Creating ERCs

1. Application for ERC's. The source
may apply for an ERC for emission
reductions that have occurred or are
scheduled to occur. The actual ERC will
be registered by the Kentucky DNREP
only after the reduction has taken place.

2. Creation of ERC's. Before an ERC is
created the source owner or operator
must obtain a revised operating permit
which includes specific quantifiable and
enforceable emission limits reflecting
the reduced emissions.

3. Confirmation of ERC’s. To confirm
emission reductions the Kentucky
DNREP may require source tests,
continuous monitors, or any other means
of calculation approved by the DNREP,

4. ERC Requirements in
Nonattainment Areas without
Conditionally or Fully Approved SIP's.

All sources with potential emissions
greater than 100 tons per year (TPY)
must use a level of control which .
represents Reasonably Available
Control Technology (RACT). If two
sources are involved, and their
combined potential emissions exceed
100 TPY, then RACT emission levels
must be used as the basis for calculating
the ERC.

Banking and Transferring ERCs

1. Banking ERCs. When an ERC is
registered by the DNREDP, it may be used
at that time or held (banked) for future
use or transfer. If the ERC is not used
within five (5) years from its
registration, control of the ERC will
revert to the DNREP,

2. Transferring ERCs. After
registration by the DNREP, ERC
ownership may be transferred as
permitted by the laws of Kentucky. The
transfer of ownership is not effective
until the DNREP is notified in writing,
confirms the receipt of notice, and notes
the transfer in the DNREP register for
that purpose.

Use of ERCs

1. Registered ERCs may be used in
accordance with 401 KAR 51:055 to
establish alternative emission limits
(bubbles), to offset increased emissions
from new or modified sources, or to use
“netting” to decrease the burden of new
source review.

2. Before an ERC is used the source
owner or operator must obtain a revised
operating permit which includes the
applicable emission limits.

3. ERCs may be used only in
transactions where emissions
exchanged are in the same criteria
pollutant category. Hazardous and
nonhazardous emissions may be
exchanged only if the hazardous
emissions decrease.

4. ERCs will not be used to allow a
new or modified source to exceed the
standards of performance in 40 CFR Part
60, or those standards defined by lowest
achievable emission rate (LAER) or best
available control technology (BACT).

5. ERCs representing VOCs or NO,
will be used only in the county in which
the ERCs were created.

Air Quality Modeling (AQM)
Requirements

1. AQM Not Required.

a: AQM is not required when ERCs
representing particulate matter or SO,
are used if the following conditions are
met:
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. (1) The affected facilities are within

250 meters of each other.

(2} The affected emission points are of
similar stack height, and any increase in
emissions occur at the stack having the
taller effective stack height, and any
decrease in emissions occur at the stack
having the lower effective stack height.

b. AQM is not required when ERCs
representing VOC or NO, are used.

2. Limited AQM Required.

Limited AQM will be necessary in
cases where ERC3 are used and:

a. Total emissions do not increase;
and

b. The trade does not have a
significant impact on air quality.

3. Full Scale Diffusion Modelling.

If scenarios 1 and 2 immediately
above do not apply, then use of the
EFCs will require diffusion modelling
considering all sources in the impacted
area. The modelling must show that the
use of the ERC will not:

a. Create a new violation of the
ambient air quality standards;

b. Interfere with reasonable further
progress (RFP); or

c. Create a violation of a prevention of
significant deterioration (PSD)
increment.

Alternative Emission Standards
(Bubbles)

1. Bubble Proposal. The owner of a
source of the owner of two (2) or more
sources may propose alternative
emission standards for sources included
in a bubble.

2. Total Allowable Emissions.

a. Total allowable emissions from
bubbles excluded from the SIP revision
process may not exceed the arithmetic
sum of the baseline level of emissions.

b. Total allowable emissions from
bubbles approved using the SIP revision
process may exceed the sum of the
baseline level of emissions.

3. The DNREP will incorporate
alternative emission standards into
operating permits for the affected
sources.

4. Only sources which are in
compliance with all applicable DNREP
regulations may apply for alternative
emission limits. Sources may commit to
a schedule for complying with bubble
standards in lieu of previous applicable
standards.

Public Participation

The DNREP will provide public
notification and opportunity for public
comment on all applications for use of
ERCs.

SIP Exemption Conditions

1. The DNREP will approve use of an
ERC without using the formal SIP review
process if:

a. The transaction involves VOC or
NO.;

b. Total actual emissions do not
increase; and

c. All other requirements of 401 KAR
51:065 are met,

2. The DNREP will approve use of an
ERC involving stack emissions without
using the formal SIP review process if:

a. The proposal complies with all
requirements of 401 KAR 51:055;

b. Total emissions do not increase;

c. Affected sources are included in the
SIP emission inventory;

d. The proposal is exempted from
modelling requirements as indicates
under Air Quality Modelling (AQM)
Requirements, Part 1, above; or the
proposal involves sources whose
combined total potential to emit is less
than 100 TPY.

3. The DNREP will approve the use of
an ERC involving fugitive emissions
without using the formal SIP review
process if: |

a. Total actual emissions do not
increase; .

b. All applicable requirements of 401
KAR 51:055 are met;

c. Fugitive process emissions are
traded against similar source emissions;
and

d. Stack emissions are traded against
fugitive emissions that can be
reasonably represented by a stack
emission dispersion pattern.

- This concludes a brief description of
the Kentucky's proposed regulation 401
KAR 51:055. EPA's review of the
proposed regulation indicates that the
following changes should be made
before Kentucky officially adopts the
regulation.

The preface to the regulation should
be changed as follows:

1. The preface should refer to EPA’s
Bubble Policy of December 11, 1979 (44
FR 71779), and EPA’s Emissions Trading
Policy Statement of April 7, 1982 {47 FR
15076). The preface should cite each
policy at least once.

2. Under the “bubbling” explanation
in the preface:

a. The third paragraph indicates that
EPA’s approval of a State's “generic”
regulation would then “* * * allow
States to approve bubbles without going
through the time consuming process of

revising the SIP”, The statement as

_written implies that after EPA aproval of

a State’s generic regulation the State
may approve all bubbles without going
through the SIP revision process. The .
statement should be revised to make it
clear that some bubbles may have to be
approved through the SIP revision
process.

b. The first paragraph should be
amended to indicate that more than one
source may be included in a bubble. .

The body of the regulation should be
changed as follows:

1. Section 10{4) is inconsistent with
Section 1. Section 1., Applicability,
includes Clean Air Act section 111(d)
pollutants fluoride (F), total reduced
sulfur (TRS) and sulfuric acid mist;
section 10{4) includes only “criteria™
pollutants. EPA recommends that
Kentucky delete the reference to section
111(d) pollutants. EPA will not take
action on emission trades that include
section 111{d} pollutants; such trades
are not currently authorized by EPA
emissions trading policy and raise
possible implementation issues which
require further examination.

2. Section 10{5) should include
provisions that would not allow a source
to exceed the National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(NESHAPS) as outlined in 40 CFR Part
61.

3. Section 11(5} is not approvable as
written. The DNREP may choose to
delete this section. If retained, section
11(5) should, at a minimum:

a. Specify the models (by name) that
will be used in a given situation or the
criteria for selecting the models;

" b. Specify procedures for selecting
input data; and

c. Require that the change in
emissions after the trade does not have
the potentlal to exceed the significance
levels given in Appendix B to 401 KAR
51:055.

4. Section 14, Public Participation,
should be revised to include use of
bubbles where ERCs are not involved.

5. Section 16(3) {a) through (e) should
be supported by the modelling
information recommended in 3 above. A
subsection (f) should be added to
section 16(3), which explicitly indicates
that open dust trades will not be exempt
from the SIP revision process.

Action. Based on the foregoing, EPA is
proposing to approve Kentucky
regulation 401 KAR 51:055, Controlled
Trading. This proposal to approve the
regulation is based upon the
understanding that Kentucky will make
the necessary changes suggested above,

-and consider all comments received

during the State and EPA comment
periods.

Under 5. U.S.C. 605(b), the
Administrator has certified that SIP
approvals do not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. (See 46 FR
8709.)

Under Executive Order 12291, today's
action is *Major”. It has been submitted
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to the Office of Management and Budget  Environmental Protection Agency, Source County
(OMB] for review. Region IV, Air Programs Branch, 345 Corron i -

i nnon s
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 g:axgl;land Street NE,, Atlanta, Georgia ”Fzz’r.  Mills Giveland
Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur Division of Environmental Management, ~ Seymour-Joh Wayre. |
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, . N.C. Dept of Natural Resources and E,:‘?fﬁ:‘,ﬂ,, Gaston.
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, Community Development, Archdale Duke-Cliffside Rutherford/
Hydrocarbons. Building, 512 North Salisbury Street, c Print Works Hepeveland.
(Sec. 110 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. Raleigh, North Carolina 27611. - American Enka. 8 b
7410)). DAYCO SOUNEIM wecvreveesmmerseresesssssssssssessasssrssns | Haywood.
Dated: April 27, 1062 FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Olin Corporation. Transyivana,
Charles R Jeter, T Raymond S. Gregory of the EPA Region ~ Appalachian Stato Univ 6.
ries X. jeter, IV Air Programs Branch at the above Alba Wal r, PAW Plant Burke,
Regional Administrator. address, telephone 404/881-3286 (FTS ~ Vaidese Manufacturing Burke.
[FR Doc. 82-17359 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am] 257—3286)- Estech ': n | Chemical. Erunsw!c!t.
BILLING CODE €560-50-M HSS A..'
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On ey g:;'a:w
March 22' 1977, NOl‘th Carolina ugg:; &M ’ e T ciininerennsesetssaisssnenssnseesassens| Durtam, N
40 CFR Part 52 submitted to EPA SIP revisions changing Buringt - aw:am.
the SO, emission limits in regulations 15 hea Dix. axe
[{A-4-FRL 2110-8) NCAC 2D .0511 and .0516. A public :ml’t‘!s—wmtaker Park ....ccsnserrsreossenrananed ;Z'vsv:‘nn
hearing was held on these revisions on ——

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; North Carolina:
Revised SO; Emission Limits

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is today proposing to
approve, with specified exceptions, a
revised sulfur dioxide {SO:) emission
limit for lightweight aggregate processes
and other fuel burning installations in
North Carolina. The North Carolina
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
approved in 1972 specified an SO, limit
of 1.6 pounds per million British thermal
units (#/MBTU) of heat input. North
Carolina submitted revisions to the SIP
on March 22, 1977, and additional
information on January 11, 1982, relaxing
the limit to 2.3 #/MBTU for all but 24 of
the affected sources. These 24 sources
will continue to be subject to the
applicable 1.6 #/MBTU SO, limit. This
change will have only a minor effect on
ambient air quality and will not cause
any violation of the SO, National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS). You are invited to submit
written comments on EPA's proposal to
approve these revisions in the North
Carolina SIP.

DATE: Your comments must be received
on or before July 28, 1982.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments to
Raymond S. Gregory of EPA Region IV's
Air Programs Branch (see EPA Region
IV address below). You may examine
copies of the materials submitted by
North Carolina during normal business
hours at the following locations:

Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch, .
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460

December 8, 1976. They were made
effective as of April 1, 1977, by the North
Carolina Environmental Management
Commission, The revisions removed the
requirement that fuel burning sources of
SO, reduce their emissions from 2.3 #/
MBTU of heat input to 1.8 #/MBTU by
July 1, 1980, as required by regulation
.0516. In addition, the SO, limit for
lightweight aggregate processes in
regulation .0511 was relaxed from 1.6 to
2.3 #/MBTU.

The original requirement that
emissions be reduced to 1.6 #/MBTU on
July 1, 1980 is not needed, in most cases,
to attain or maintain the SOs NAAQS.
The original requirement was based
upon a projection of plentiful amounts of
cleaner fuels. The reduction in the
availability of cleaner fuels irr the late
seventies caused North Carolina and
other states to review their
environmental regulations. Certain .
emission limits were found to be more
stringent than necessary to attain and
maintain the NAAQS. The regulations
proposed today relax allowable
emission limits of this type, but no
actual increase in emissions is expected
as a result of this action.

After review of the revisions
submitted by North Carolina, EPA
requested additional information. In
response to EPA's request, North
Carolina on January 11, 1982, submitted
air quality dispersion modeling and
related analyses of the impact of SO,
emissions from the affected sources. The
submittal identified 24 sources for which
approval of the 2.3 # limit cannot be
granted based upon the information
submitted. The analyses showed that
the NAAQS probably would not be
protected if the following 24 sources
were allowed to emit at the higher limit:

North Carolina indicated in the
submittal of additional information that
the above-listed sources would be
furthet analyzed. The purpose of the
additional analyses will be to determine.
what emission limit will be necessary to
assure maintenance of the NAAQS for
sulfur dioxide.

Proposed Action

EPA today proposed to approve
revisions to the North Carolina Air
Quality Regulations 15 NCAC 2D .0511
and .0516 except for their application to
the 24 sources listed above. These
sources will continue to be subject to
the 1.6# /MMBTU SO, standard pending
further analysis.

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the .
Administrator has certified that SIP
approvals do not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. (See 46 FR
8709.)

Under Executive Order 12291, today's
action is not *Major”, It has been
submitted to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB]) for review.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons.

(Sec. 110 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C.
7410))
Dated: May 14, 1982.
Charles R. Jeter,
Regional Administrator.
{FR Doc. 82-17360 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M
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40 CFR Part 52 standard for total suspended 26.20 Visible Emissions from Buildings

(A-4-FRL-2122-8] particulates (TSP). The regulations also require certain
General Discussion operation and maintenance activities,

Tennessee: Proposed 1979 Plan
Revisions; Approval and Promuigation
of Implementations Plans .
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA today proposes to
conditionally approve the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the State of Tennessee for
the Chattanooga-Hamilton County total
suspended particulate (TSP)
nonattainment area. This action i3 based
on the State’s submittal of a control
strategy and regulations as required by
Part D of Title I of the Clean Air Act
(CAA) of 1977. An improvement in the
air quality in Chattanooga-Hamilton
County is expected from this action. The
public is invited to submit written
comments.

EFFECTIVE DATES: To be considered,

comments must be received on or before

July 28, 1982.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should

be addressed to James L. Manning of

EPA Region IV's Air Planning Section

(see EPA Region IV address below).

Copies of the materials submitted by

" Tennessee may be examined during
normal business hours at the following
locations:

Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20406

Environmental Protection Agency, ’
Region IV, Air Planning Section, 345
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia
30385

Tennessee Air Pollution Control

- Division, 150 9th Avenue North,
Nashville, Tennessee 37203

Chattanooga-Hamilton County Air
Pollution Control Bureau, 3511
Rossville Boulevard, Chattanooga, ©
Tennessee 37407,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

James L. Manning of EPA Region IV's

Air Planning Section 345 Courtland

Street, NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30385,

telephone 404/881-3286 (FTS 257-3266).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the

March 3, 1978, Federal Register (43 FR

8962 at 9035), a number of areas within

the State of Tennessee were designated

as not attaining certain national ambient
air quality standards (NAAQS).

Included in those areas was the portion

of Hamilton County within, -

approximately, the city limits of
Chattanooga which was designated as
not attaining the primary ambient

The implementation plan revision
developed for this area by Tennessee's
Department of Public Health under Part
D of Title I of the CAA was submitted
for EPA's approval on November 6, 1981.
The revision has been reviewed by EPA
in light of the CAA of 1977, EPA
regulations, and additional guidance.

Section 172(b) .of the Clean Air Act
containg the minimum requirements for
approval of Part D plans for designated
nonattainment areas.

The Chattanooga-Hamilton County
Air Pollution Control Board adopted
these regulatory and non-regulatory SIP
revisions following the required public
hearings and participation. In preparing
the plan, the Chattanooga-Hamilton
County Air Pollution Control Bureau
(Bureau) prepared an extensive
inventory of air pollution sources in and
impacting the nonattainment area. Using
this data base, the primary source
categories were modelled following EPA
guidelines to determine their respective
contribution to the ambient air
concentrations. The Bureau then
evaluated this information and proposed
an attainment plan which would result
in attainment of the TSP primary
standard by December 31, 1982. The
plan for attainment of the TSP
secondary standard will require
particulate controls on nontraditional
sources, i.e., paved and unpaved roads,
and the Bureau proposes to attain this
standard by December 31, 1890.

The attainment plan for the primary
standard calls for a reduction in ambient
TSP concentrations by applying
Reasonably Available Control
Technology (RACT) to industrial point
and process fugitive emission sources.
These control measures are primarily in
the form of mass and visible emission
limits for the following major categories:

Rule:
26.2
26.3
28.4
26.5
26.68
26.7
26.8
26.9
26.10
26.11
26.12
28.13
26.14
26.15
26.16
26.17

Asphalt Concrete Plants
Ceramics Plants
Coke Plants
Concrete Batch Plants
Fuel Burning Equipment
Glass Manufacturing Plants
Grain Elevators
Incinerators
Liquid Alum Reactors
Material Handling Sources
Metal Melting Plants
Pharmaceutical Plants
{Reserved)
Rare Earth Plants
Rock Crushing and Quarry Operations
Synthetic Yarn Plants
26.18 Woodworking Plants
26.19 Dumping of Material from Control
Equipment

such as reluting leaking coke oven
doors, to reduce emissions.
Malfunctions of process or control
equipment are specifically defined,
along with procedures to be followed to
minimize emissions when malfunctions
occur. Reporting of malfunctions is
required.

As required in Section 172(b) of the
CAA, the plan also requires
preconstruction review of proposed new
or modified major sources before the
issuance of a permit. Through emissions
offsets and the application of Lowest
Achievable Emission Rate (LAER), the
plan provides for reasonable further
progress towards attainment of the
standard as new sources construct in
the area.

For existing sources in and affecting
the nonattainment area, the plan
provides such options as emissions
banking and alternate control plans to
allow growth and expansion to occur
without jeopardizing progress towards
attainment. Each new emission rate
established under either option must
become part of the SIP in order to be a
legally enforceable standard.

The Alternate Control Plan was
included in this submittal even though it
is not required under Section 172(b). The
Plan describes the requirements and
procedures for establishing an alternate
emission rate. EPA expressed concern to
Tennessee that the Plan does not restrict
the trading of emissions that pose a
significant health hazard against
emissions of less harmful pollutants.
The State gave EPA assurance that a
clarification of policy is being issued by
the Chattanooga-Hamilton County Air
Pollution Control Bureau that would
restrict such a trade. EPA agreed that
would adversely resolve the question.

The revision submitted by Tennessee
generally satisfies the requirements of
Section 172(b) of the CAA except for a
few areas which must be revised before
EPA can fully approve this plan. The
conditions for full approval are as
follows:

1. The requirements of 40 CFR
51.18(j)(3)(ii} (b) through (g) and (j)(5)
regarding source responsibilities and
offset restrictions must be included in
the new source review regulations.

2. The following terms must be
defined:

(a) Major modification

(b) Allowable emissions .

(c) Actual emissions

{d) Building, structure or facility

(e) Begin actual construction

.....
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(f) Commence (as it applies to
construction)

(g) Construction -

(h) Reasonable Further Progress

The definitions must be equivalent to
EPA's since they will be part new source
review program,

3. All limitations and conditions,
including permit restrictions, established
under the authority of this Plan must be
federally enforceable. This condition
also requires the phrase “federally
enforceable” to be defined in the Plan.

Note~On Februery 22, 1982, EPA entered
into a settlement agreement with industry
petitioners in the Chemical Manufacturers
Association litigation. In that agreement, EPA
committed to propose regulatory amendments
regarding this issue. Conforming amendments
to this plan may not be necessary as a result
of these proposed new source review
regulatory changes. If the time period for
adopting changes to this plan expires and
EPA is in the process of revising the new
source review requirements, but has not
finalized the changes, the Administrator
could extend the conditional approval date
for this condition)

4. Chattanooga's definition of LAER is
not consistent with the definition as
contained in section 171 of the Clean Air
Act. Conforming amendments and
clarification of the definition must be
submitted.

As previously stated, written
comments must be received on or before
July 28, 1982. A thirty-day comment
period is being used because the SIP
submission and the issues involved are
not so complex as to warrant a longer
comment period. At the close of the
comment period, EPA will review all
comments and publish a notice of final
rulemaking.

Under Executive Order 12291, today’s
action is not “Major”. It has been
submitted to the Office of Mangement
and Budget {OMB]) for review.

Under 5 U.S.C. Section 805(b), the
Administrator has certified that SIP
approvals do not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of amall entities. (See 46 FR
8708.)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons.

(Secs. 110 and 172 of the Clean Air Act (42
U.S.C. 7410 and 7502))
Dated April 22, 1982,
John A. Little,
Acting Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 8217357 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6560-60-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

46 CFR Part 507
[General Order 39; Docket No. 82-31)

Actions To Adjust or Meet Conditions
Unfavorable to Shipping In the Foreign
Trade of the United States

AGENCY: Federal Maritime Commission,
ACTION: Proposed removal of Part 507.

SUMMARY: This proposes to remove
regulations that were designed to meet
or adjust conditions unfavorable to
shipping in the United States/
Guatemalan trade resulting from a since
repealed Guatemalan decree.

DATE: Comments on or before Jdly 28,
1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Francis C. Hurney, Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street
NW.,, Washington, D.C. 20573, {202) 523-
5725.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
December 8, 1977, the Commission,
pursuant to its authority under section
19(1)(b) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1920 (46 U.S.C. 876(1)(b)), adopted
regulations to offset the discriminatory
effects of Guatemalan Decree No. 41-71
on United States foreign commerce
(Docket No. 77-22). These regulations
are set forth in Part 507 of Title 46 of the
Code of Federal Regulations and were
published in the Federal Register at 42
FR 62914. On January 18, 1978 the
Commission suspended these
regulations in response to the proposed
repeal of Guatemalan Decree No. 41-71
{43 FR 3361). Because Decree No. 41-71
now appears to have been repealed by
Guatemalan Decree No. 26-77, there is
no longer any need for the regulations
contained in Part 507.

List of Subjects in 46 CFR Part 507

Guatemala, Maritime carriers,
Reporting requirements.

PART 507—{REMOVED]

Therefore it is proposed that, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 553 and section 43, Shipping
Act, 1918 (46 U.S.C. 841(a}) and section
19(1)(b), Merchant Marine Act, 1920 {46
U.S.C. 876(1}(b)), Part 507 of Title 46 of
the Code of Federal Regulations be
removed.

By the Commission.
Francis C. Hurney,
Secretary.
{FR Doc. 82-17390 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 2
{Gen. Docket No. 82-243]

Allocation of a Certain MHz Band to
the Government and the Non-
Government for Fixed Service Usage;
Order Extending Time for Filing
Comments and Replies

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking;
extension of comment period.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission extends the comment
period for the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking in Gen. Docket No. 82-243,

" concerning the allocation of a certain

MHz band for fixed service usage. This
action is in response to requests for an
extension the Commission received from
Motorola, Inc. and M/A-COM,
Incorporated. The extension is being
granted to provide additional time for
the preparation of more thorough and
comprehensive comments.
DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before August 20, 1982,

Reply comments must be submitted on
or before September 17, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melvin Murray, Office of Science and
Technology, Spectrum Management
Division, Spectrum Utilization Branch,
Washington, D.C. 20554, (202) 653-8168;
Room 7312.

In the-matter of amendment of Part 2

* of the Commission’s rules to provide for

an allocation of 8 MHz to the
government and the non-government for
fixed service usage Gen. Docket No. 82~
243 (5-28-82; 47 FR 23491).

Order Extending Time for Filing
Comments

Adopted: June 21, 1982
Released: June 22, 1082,

1. On June 17, 1882, Motorola, Inc. and
M/A-COM, Incorporated, pursuant to
§ 1.46 of the Commission’s rules and
regulations, 47 CFR 1.48, each filed a
request to extend the time for filing
comments in the above-captioned
matter. Comment deadlines on the
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking released
by the Commission on May 10, 1982,
were listed as June 24, 1962 for
comments and July 9, 1982 for reply
comments.

2, In its brief, Motorola requested an
extension of six months for the comment
period. It indicates that “a six-month
extension would allow time for at least
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a minimum evaluation of land mobile
fixed service requirements, spectrum
alternatives and spectrum management
factors.”

3. Motorola cites several on-going
Commission rulemaking proceedings
concerning the growth and future needs
of the land mobile services. An
evaluation of the findings from these,
Motorola indicates, would enable it to
provide comment on the instant
proceeding.

4, It states that an evaluation of the
needs of land mobile services for fixed
operations in the 900 MHz band is
desirable. Also, it needs additional time
to consider spectrum management
issues and responsibilities, technical
compatibility, interference protection,
eligibility, coordination methods, and
procedures.

5. Further, Motorola cites the loss of 6
MHz paired spectrum if the proposal is
adopted. It claims additional time would
permit evaluation of other options which
might avoid this problem. It also would
like to analyze other bands above and
below 800-900 MHz which might be able
to satisfy NTIA’'s requirements.

6. Motorola, purports that a six-month
extension “would not appear to have
any significant detrimental impact on
satisfying the federal government’s
expressed need for a fixed allocation.
The NTIA requirement appears not to
contain urgent or defense-related uses,
nor is there equipment available in the
proposed bands for immediate, wide
spread system implementation.”

7. M/A-COM has requested an
extension of one month for filing
comments, It claims it did not acquire a
copy of the ERRATUM in this docket
until June 15, 1982. While the Notice
specified 932-935 MHz and 938-941 MHz
as the bands proposed for allocation, the
ERRATUM amended the proposed
bands to 899-902 MHz and 938-941
MHz. It claims this is a significant
change requiring additional time to
analyze the technical specifications that
would be appropriate for this new
service.

8. Further, MA/-COM seeks to
acquire technical comment from its
subsidiary company, Microwave
Communications Limited {*MCL")
located in the United Kingdom. MCL
produces multi-channel telephony
equipment in the 900 MHz region for use
in the United Kingdom and other
European countries, It contends that an
extension of time would permit the
preparation of more thorough and
comprehensive comments by MA/-
COM and its UK subsidiary enabling the
Commission to compile a more complete
record. M/A-COM indicates that
technical standards compatible with

equipment now in production in foreign
countries may well be the most
expeditious way to meet the needs
delineated in the Notice.

9. The Commission desires to develop
the fullest record practicable in this
proceeding that will enable it to
structure policy and rules to govern the
service being proposed. While each of
Motorola's arguments is persuasive and
the information that could be supplied
may be beneficial for consideration, we,
of course, must balance this request
with our obligatien to not unduly delay
action on the instant proceeding. The
Commission is convinced that a shorter
extension would be appropriate and
would allow M/A-COM, as well as
other, to develop more thorough and
comprehensive comments. In
conclusion, we believe that granting an
eight week extension for filing
comments and an additional four weeks
beyond that time for filing reply
comments to be fair and reasonable.

10. Therefore, it is ordered, pursuant
to § 0.241(d) of the Commission’s rules
and regulations, that the dates for filing
comments and reply comments in this
proceeding are extended from June 24,
1982 and July 9, 1982, respectively.
Comments must now be filed on or
before August 20, 1982; reply comments
must now be filed on or before
September 17, 1982,

Federal Communications Commission.
Robert S. Powers,

Deputy Chief Scientist.

{FR Dor. 82-17361 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Research and Special Programs
Administration

49 CFR Parts 173, 177, apd 178

{Docket No. HM-183, Advance Notice No.
82-5}

Deslgn, Maintenance, and Testing of
MC-306 Cargo Tanks

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, Research and Special Programs
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking (ANPRM).

SUMMARY: This publication invites
comments on the feasibility of reducing
the risk of unintentional release of liquid
hazardous materials from MC-3086 type
cargo tanks in overturn accidents. The
MC-306 type cargo tank is the major
highway transport vehicle used for the
movement of flammable and
combustible liquids. The MC-306 type

cargo tank category includes, for the
purposes of this ANPRM, MC-300, MC-
301, MC-302, MC-303 and MC-305 cargo
tanks. Two reports prepared by
Dynamic Science, Inc., Phoenix,
Arizona, under contract to DOT, have
shown that MC-306 type cargo tanks
when used to transport flammable
liquids, will release a substantial -
amount of product and present a
significant fire risk when involved in
overturn accidents. The Materials
Transportation Bureau (MTB) and the
Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety (BMCS]),
Federal Highway Administration, are
examining the adequacy of existing
regulations and the advisability of
making regulatory changes on MC-308
type cargo tanks.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before October 20, 1982.

ADDRESS: Dockets Branch, Materials
Transportation Bureau, U.S, Department
of Transportation, Washington, DC
20590. Comments should identify the
docket and be submitted, if possible, in
five copies. The Dockets Branch is
located in Room 8426, Nassif Building,
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington,
DC. Office hours are 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

_FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

]. J. Fulnecky, Chief, Hazardous
Materials Branch, Bureau of Motor
Carrier Safety, Federal Highway
Administration, 400 Seventh Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20580, (202)-426-0033
or 426-0034.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The MC-~
306 type cargo tank is the major
highway transport vehicle used for the
movement of flammable and
combustible liquids. The MC-308 type
cargo tank category includes MC-300,
MC-301, MC-302, MC-303, and MC-305
cargo tanks. Statistics indicate that
when this type cargo tank is in an
accident, a high incidence of product
leakage occurs in an overturn situation.

In a 1975 BMCS analysis of incident
and accident reports resulted in a
decision to formalize a “Tank Integrity
Program.” The program’s main objective
was to determine how cargo tank
incident causation could be identified
and mitigated. A two-phase program
was undertaken to accomplish this
objective. Phase I of the program called
for a review of existing research and a
thorough analysis of multi-source
accident bases. The Phase II effort was
to provide for crash testing of cargo
tanks and was to be predicated on
Phase I results,

A contract to perform Phase I was
awarded to Dynamic Science, Inc.,
Phoenix, Arizona. The contractor
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reviewed existing research and accident
data, conducted field investigations and
evaluated current specifications. The
results of this review were inconclusive
because the existing accident data were
not sufficiently comprehensive.
Accordingly, the contract was modified
to have the contractor conduct tests to
determine if the current tank designs
provided adequate protection to prevent
leakage of cargo in overturn situations.
Three tests were performed to complete
this task: (1) A static vertical guard
loading test; (2) a static horizontal pipe
loading test; and (3) a tipover test. These
tests were conducted nsing MC-305 and
MC-306 cargo tanks.

The static vertical guard loading test -

was conducted on a 1971 MC-306 cargo
tank. Major leaks developed at all hatch
cover vent/check valves, at one hatch
cover seal, and at one discharge vent
valve when the vehicle was rotated
upside down with only 10 percent of the
full load in the tank. After sealing these
leaks, the actual vertical roof loading
test was conducted at two times its load
weight with no subsequent leakage or
damage to the tank structure.

Static horizontal pipe loading tests
were conducted on both a 1971 MC-306
and a 1966 MC-305 cargo tank. The pipe
elbows failed at the shear section, as
designed. A hairline crack developed at
a weld on the MC-306 cargo tank
resulting in a slight cargo leakage. The
valves located upstream of the shear
section on the MC-305 cargo tank were
unseated and resulted in a major cargo
release.

Tipover tests were also conducted on
both the MC-305 and MC-306 cargo
tanks. There was considerable damage
to the MC-305 cargo tank shell but no
leakage from it. All of the dome covers
leaked, however, and some leaks
approached a rate of 15 gallons per
minute. The partitions between
compartments appeared to have broken,
thereby permitting mixing of
compartment contents. Major damage
occurred on the right front corner of the
MC-3086 cargo tank shell. A 4-inch weld
split along the front bulkhead-to-shell-
seam. This permitted cargo leakage at
the rate of 60 gallons per minute.
Leakage would have occurred from the
vents and valves, if these openings had
not been deliberately sealed. The
compartment partitions also broke
through in this test.

The results of the tipover tests
indicate a need to improve the
Specification MC-306 cargo tank
standards to reduce the likelihood of
leakage in overturn accidents. Particular
attention must be given to leakage from
valves, vents, and manhole covers.

For a more detailed description of
testing procedures, results and
recommendations, see “Analysis of
Cargo Tank Integrity in Rollovers”
(contract number DOT-FH-11-9193).

This document is available to the public ..

through the National Technical
Information Service (NTIS), NTIS
Accession No. PB 279506.

The results of the Phase I testing
indicated that while there are certain
integrity problems with the cargo tank
shell, the primary source of product
leakage was from cargo tank openings.
It was determined that the problem of
product leakage from cargo tank
openings was an area which warranted
immediate attention. Consequently,
Phase I1, which was to be primarily
aimed at testing cargo tank integrity,
was postponed and the effort was
focused on the cargo tank opening

- problem.

The contract to perform Phase I was
awarded to Dynamic Science, Inc.,
Phoenix, Arizona, in October 1978. The
contract had four objectives: (1) To
assess present maintenance practices
and requalification requirements as they
affect a cargo tank’s continuing product
retention capability; {2) to assess
existing specifications for manhole
covers, fill covers, and other product
retention items and identify specific
items which represent potential leakage
points in overturn accidents; (3] develop
test procedures and engineering
drawings for a simulator capable of
testing manhole covers and other
product retention devices in overturn
situations; and (4) develop enginering
recommendations to improve cargo tank
product retention capabilities that can
be incorporated into the cargo tank
specification and qualification
requirements of the Department of
Transportation.

In order to assess carrier maintenance
practices, a survey of 10 geographically
separated carriers was performed. The
survey included both large and small
operations of five common and five
private carriers. The basic findings of
the survey were: (1) very little
maintenance is done on critical
components such as manholes, high
capacity vents and breather vents; (2)
scheduled maintenance frequency was
an extreme variable; (3) structural
maintenance was reported to be the
most difficult, but components provided
the most maintenance problems; (4)
manholes, valve operators, adapters,
and internal valves were identified as
the tank components that required the
most attention, repair, and replacement
effort; and (5) shop inspection and repair
systems were formally established and.

well supported by internal files which
revealed that most maintenance is
directed to power units and cargo tank
running gear.

The carrier survey revealed that those
components requiring the most .
maintenance effort had little
maintenance performed on them. Field
and laboratory testing was used to
identify those cargo tank components
that would be involved in preventing
leakage in overturn accidents. Sixty-one
cargo tanks with a total of 187
compartments were tested. The tanks
were pneumatically tested to satisfy the
requirements of 49 CFR 177.824 except
that the test pressure was limited to one
(1) psi to prevent damage to the tank
structure. The tests were performed with
the internal valves open and then with
the internal valves closed. These tests
identified leaks for all compartment
system components except breather
vents which were made inoperative in
the manner required by 49 CFR
177.824({d)(1)(ii) when pressure tests are
required. The primary sources of
leakage were the manhole assembly,
internal valve, high capacity vent, liquid
level sensor, weld and shell cracks,
vapor recovery ghroud, cleanout opening
and discharge outlet, adapter and
manifold. Approximately 80% of the
total leaks had top sources and 20% had
bottom sources. The majority of the
leaks in the manhole assembly were in
the filler cover, fusible plug and dome
cover.

Since breather vents were rendered
inoperative during the field tests, no
performance data could be obtained.
Breather vents are usually located in the
manhole filler cover which has been
identified as a primary leakage source in
overturn accidents. It was, therefore,
necessary to test them under
representative overturn conditions in
order to accomplish a complete cargo
tank compartment evaluation. A total of
119 breather vents of 16 different types
were tested. The average leakage
through the vent device was determined
to be a steady stream of between X to ¥
inch in diameter.

The field and laboratory testmg
provided data which indicated the
sources from which leakage could be
expected in cargo tank overturns. The
static testing performed did not reveal
the forces that accompany or induce
leakage. Dynamic test data were
necessary to determine the impact
environment which produces leakage.
To obtain the dynamic test data, a cargo
tank compartment overturn simulator
was designed and constructed. The
simulator is capable of providing
repeatable 80° and 180° tests without
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sustaining structural deformation. Two
series of tests were performed using the
overturn simulator. '

The first series of tests were
performed in the 90" overturn mode. The
tests showed that significant leakage
occurred on initial impact. Generally,
test fluid was released on impact
through the pressure actuated vent in
the filler assembly. In liquid spray form,
the test fluid covered an area
approximately 15 feet to either side and
above the simulator and 15-18 feet
ahead of the manhole cover. For this
series of tests, the average peak
pressure at the manhole on impact was
15.6 psig.

The second test series consisted of
both 90° and 180° overturns and
included a fire test, The test results for
this test series were identical to those of
the first test series for all manhole
asgemblies with pressure actuated vents
in the filler cover. The fire test was in a
90° overturn simulation with gasoline as
the test fluid. On impact, the gasoline
formed the spray pattern described
above and ignition occurred at 838
milliseconds after impact. The resulting
fireball had a maximum height of 21.1
feet, a maximum depth of 11.8 feet and a
maximum width of 20.6 feet. Average
temperatures recorded during the four
seconds after impact were 1217°F at the
manhole and 325°F fifteen feet in front
of the manhole.

A meeting was held on Febrruary 19-
21, 1980, to brief industry
representatives on program results and
obtain their input on possible regulatory
changes which would cover the
production and repair of cargo tanks
and maintenance and operation of cargo
tanks. The twenty-five people attending
this meeting represented cargo tank and
tank component manufacturers, carriers,
repair agencies and trade organizations.
In general, there was concurrence in
changes that would result in overall
safety and uniform practices. There was
mostly nonconcurrence of changes that

would require new designs or increased
technical performance characteristics.

For more detailed information on
Phase Il results and recommendations
see “Cost-Effective Methods of Reducing
Leakage Occurring in Overturns of
Liquid Carrying Cargo Tanks" and
“Reducing Leakage Occurring in
Overturns of Liquid Carrying Cargo
Tanks" (Contract number DOT-FH-11-
9494). These documents are available to
the public through the National
Technical Information Service (NTIS),
NTIS Nos. PB 82-199936 and PB 82—
108243, respectively.
¢« Comments are solicited concerning
the views, findings and
recommendations of the contractor in
the reports on Phases I and II cited
above. °

In view of the foregoing discussion on
MC-308 type cargo tanks, comments are
solicited on the following questions:

1. What design performance changes
in manhole closures and venting devices
are necessary to achieve the overturn
integrity now required for MC-306 type
cargo tanks?

2. Can the existing MC-3086 type cargo
tank fleet be retrofitted with improved
manhole assemblies (manhole closure
with or without PAV) without requiring
changes in conventional 16 and 20 inch
openings in compartment structures? If
yes, please provide an estimate of the
cost of installation per compartment.

3. It is possible to remove pressure-
actuated venting (PAV) from manhole
fill covers?

4. Would a requirement for visual
inspection prior to each loading
applicable to manhole closures, vents,
valves and piping improve the cargo
retention capability of MC-306 type
cargo tanks?

5. Should 49 CFR 177.824 be revised to
require that MC-306 type cargo tanks be
pressure (pneumatic or hydrostatic)
tested? if so, at what intervals?

6. Please provide an estimate of the
cost of visual inspection and a pressure

test (pneumatic and hydrostatic) on a
MC-306 type tank.

7. Are the skills required to test,
inspect, and verify the intergrity of these
cargo tanks within the capabilities of
currently employed carrier maintenance
personnel?

8. What methods are presently used
by cargo tank manufacturers to ensure
that component parts are in compliance
with the applicable DOT regulations?

9. Should the scope of this Docket be
expanded to address the design and
construction of the MC-306 cargo tank
in its entirety?

On September 15, 1982, the Hazardous

- Materials Advisory Council (HMAC)

will conduct a meeting in St. Louis
concerning the matters raised under this
docket. The MTB and BMCS have
agreed to participate fully in the meeting
to discuss various aspects of the

- ANPRM and to respond to questions.

Also a representative of Dynamic
Sciences, Inc. will review and discuss
the contract reports mentioned above. A
transcript of the meeting will be placed
in the public docket. Persons interested
in attending the meeting should contact
HMAUC, Suite 808, 1100 17th Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20038, (202) 223~
1271, for futher details.

List of Subjects

49 CFR Part 173

Harzardous materials transportation,
Packaging and containers, Cargo tanks.

49 CFR Part 177

Hazardous materials transportation,
Packaging and containers, Cargo tanks.

49 CFR Part 178

Hazardous materials transportation,
Packaging and containers, Cargo tanks.
Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 18,
1982.
Alan L Robérts,
Associate Director for Hazardous Materials
Regulation, Materials Transportation Bureau.
{FR Doc. 82-17338 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-60-M
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service

[Docket No. 82-052)

Environmental Assessment to the
Proposed Rule on Swine Health
Protection

AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, USDA.

AcTiION: Notice of Finding of No
Significant Impact.

SUMMARY: The Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service (APHIS) has
prepared an environmental assessment
of the detergents and disinfectants to be
used under proposed 9 CFR Part 168,
which would regulate the feeding of
garbage to swine. This assessment
indicates that use of these detergents
and disinfectants will not cause any
significant local, regional, or national
impacts on the environment. Based upon
this Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI]) it has been determined that the
preparation and review of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is
not needed for this project.

ADDRESS: A copy of this Environmental
Assessment is available of examination
during regular business hours (8 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday to Friday, except
holidays) at the Swine and Poultry
Diseases Staff, Veterinary Services,
Animal and Plant Health Inspection
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Room 841, Federal Building, 6505
Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

R. D. Good, Staff Veterinarian, Swine
and Poultry Diseases Staff, Veterinary
Services, Animal and Plant Health
Inspection Service, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Room 841, Federal Building,

6505 Belcrest Road, Hyattsville, MD
20782, 301-436-8487.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Environmental Assessment addresses
the benefits and impacts of the use of
detergents and disinfectants in
connection with the licensed treatment
of garbage to be fed to swine. Routine
uses of these microbial disease
destroying chemicals by industry and
projected uses involving African Swine
Fever (ASF) and other highly contagious
foreign animal diseases is discussed. It
has been determined by analysis of the
severely restricted locations and ways
in which these chemical compounds are
used that there is no significant
environmental impact. The assessment
indicates that the use of these chemicals
in accordance with the proposed
regulations will have a minimal impact
on the environment, as use of these
detergents and disinfectants would be
confined to premises licensed to heat
treat garbage to be fed to swine. No
endangered species of fish, wildlife, or
plants, or any unique or rare resource
would be affected by the use of the
detergents and disinfectants as
prescribed by the regulations in
proposed 9 CFR Part 166. It has therefore
been further determined that no
environmental impact statement is
required for the use of these disease
destroying chemicals in this preventive

- disease program.

Done at Washington, D.C,, this 22nd day of
June 1982,
Floyd E. Smith,
Acting Deputy Administrator, Veterinary
Services.
[FR Doc. 82-17356 Filed 6-25-82; 6:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-34-M

Commodity Credit Corporation

Study Committee To Study Alternative
Methods of Establishing Premiums and
Discounts for the Upland Cotton Loan
Program; Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of Section
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is
hereby given of the following committee
meeting.

Name: Study Committee To Study
Alternative Methods of Establishing

Premiums and Discounts for the Upland
Cotton Loan Program.

Date: September 1 and 2, 1982.

Place: U.S. Department of Agriculture, 14th
and Independence Avenue SW.,, Room 4960
South Building, Washington, D.C. 20250.

Time: 9 a.m.—4 p.m.

Purpose: To consider methods of
establishing premiums and discounts for
grade, staple and micronaire for 1983 and
subsequent crops of upland cotton that will
represent true relative market values and
reflect actual market demand for upland
cotton produced in the United States. The
committee shall-submit the results of the
study to the Secretary at the earliest
practicable date together with
recommendations as the committee considers
appropriate.

Agenda: The agenda will include
consideration of methods of establishing
premiums and discounts for the 1983 and
subsequent crops.

The meeting will be open to the public
but space and facilities are limited.
Public participation will be limited to
written statements submitted before the
meeting to the Chairman unless their
participation is otherwise requested by
the Committee Chairman. Written
statements should be sent to Charles V.
Cunningham, Acting Deputy Director,
Analysis Division, ASCS, Room 3741
South Building, P.O. Box 2415,
Washington, D.C. 20013, telephone (202)
447-7954.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on June 23,
1982,

Everett Rank,

Executive Vice President, Commodity Credit
Corporation.

{FR Doc. 82-17454 Filed 6-25-82; 8:456 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-05-M

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket 40771]

American World Airways Fitness
Investigation; Assignment of
Proceeding

This proceeding has been assigned to
Chief Administrative Law Judge Elias C.
Rodriguez. Future communications
should be addressed to him.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 22, 1982,
Elias C. Rodriguez,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

‘[FR Doc. 8217977 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M
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Applications for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity and Foreign Air Carrier Permits
Permits filed under Subpart Q of the Board’s procedural regulations (see, 14 CFR 302.1701 et seq.), Week ended: June 18,

1982.

Subpart Q Applications

The due date for answers, conforming application, or motions to modify scope are set forth below for each application.
Following the answer period the Board may process the application by expedited procedures. Such procedures may consist of
the adoption of a show-cause order, a tentative order, or in appropriate cases a final order without further proceedings.

Date fied Docket

Description

June 14, 1962....... 40767

June 14, 1982....... 40768

June 17, 1962....... 40781

June 18, 1862....... 40788

dJune 18, 1982...... 40789

June 18, 1962 ... 40790

Hapag-Lioyd Fluggeseilschaft mbH (Hapag-Lloyd Flug), c/o John M. Kriz, Windels, Marx, Davies & tves, 51 West 51 Strest, New York, New York 10018.

Application of Hapag-Lioyd Flug pursuant to Section 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedwral Regulations requests a foreign air carries permit
authorizing applicant to engage In charter forelgn ar transportation with respect to persons (and their accompanying baggage) and/or property, separately or
in combination, between, infor alia points in the United States and points in the Federal Republic of Germany.

Answers may be filed by July 12, 1982, :

Air Panama Internacional, S. A., c/o Dennis N. Bames, 1800 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.

Application of Air Panama Intemacional, S. A. pursuant to Section 402 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Precedural Regulations for renewal of its
toreign air carrier permit, most recently issued pursuant to Order 77-6-81 (Served June 18, 1977), authorizing it o engage in:

a. Scheduled foreign air transportation of persons, property, and mail over the following routes: .

(1) Between a point or points in the Republic of Panama and the coterminal points Miami, Florida and New York, New York.

(2) Between a point or points in the Republic of Panama, the intermediate point Mexico City, Mexico and the terminal point Los Angeles, Cafifornla.

b. On-route and off-route charter foreign akr transportation of persons and property pursuant to Part 212 of the Board's Economic Regulations. Answers may
be filed by July 12, 1982.

Dominion Intercontinental Arlines, Inc., ¢/o Harry A. Bowen, Bowen & Atkin, Sulte 350, 2020 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006.

Appiication of Dominion Intercontinantal Airlines, Inc. pursuant to Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Beard's Procedural Regulations requests a
certificate of public convenience and necessity for permanent authority to engage in air transportation of persons, property, and mail a follows:

a. Between any point in any State of the United States, or the District of Columbia, or any territory or possession of the United States, and a point or points in:

Dominican Republic, Puerto Rico, Haiti, Jamaica, Panama, Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Hond El Salvador, G St. Thomas, St. Croix, Antigua, St.
Maarten, Guadeloupe, Martinique, Barbados, Trinidad, Curacao, Aruba, Brazll, Argenting and Mexico.

Conforming Applications, motions to modify scope, and Answers may be filed by July 15, 1882.

Wien Air Alaska, Inc., ¢/o Ronald D. Eastman, Cadwalader, Wichersham & Taft, 1333 New Hampshire Ave., N.W. Suite 700, Washington, D.C. 20038,

Application of Wien Alr Alaska, Inc. pursuant fo Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations applies for cancellation of its
certificate of public convenience and necessity for Route 126-F. That certificate authorizes Wien to provide foreign air transportation to Old Crow and
Whitehorse, Yukon Territory, Canada.

Answers may be filed by June 25, 1982,

Four Seas Airfines, Inc., c/0 Stephen A. Alterman, 1730 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20038,

Application of Four Seas Airlines, Inc. pursuant to Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations requests amendment to its
certificate of public jence and r ity to eng in charter air transportation betweed any point in any state of the United States or the District of
Columbia or any teritory or possession of the United States, and any other point in any state of the United States, or the District of Columbia, or any
territory or possession of the United States. Requests that this certificate be amended to delete the September 22, 1982, termination date and thereby to
leave Four Seas with an unrestricted certificate. Conforming Applications, motions to modify scope, and Answers may be filed by July 16, 1982,

Four Seas Aisfines, Inc., ¢/o0 Stephan A. Atterman, 1730 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 200386.

Application of Four Seas Airines, Inc. requests an amendment of its certificate of public convenience and necessity to engage in foreign charter air
transportation pursuant to Section 401 of the Act and Subpart Q of the Board's Procedural Regulations, between the United States and certain enumerated

June 18, 1982......, 40662

countries. Requests that this certificate be amended to delete the Ser b
certificate. Conforming Applications, motions to modify scope, and Answers may be filed by July 16, 1982.

Aero West Airines, Inc., ¢/o David P. Cimo, 12075 E. 45th Avenue, #503, Denver, Colorado 80239.

Corrected Application of Aero West Alrlines, Inc. pursuant to Order B2-5-86, providing additional information. Conforming Appfications, motion to modify scope
and Answers may be fited by July 16, 1982.

22, 1982,

on dato and theraby to leave Four Seas with an unrestricted

Phyllis T. Kaylor,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17375 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

[Order 82-6-120; Docket 40756}

Atlanta Express Airline Corp_; Order
Granting Exemption

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 21st day of June, 1982.

By application filed June 7, 1982,
Atlanta Express Airline Corporation
(ATLX) requests an exemption from the
notice requirement of Order 79-1-111,
January 18, 1979, to the extent necessary
to permit it to participate immediately in
the mandatory joint fare system.!

' ATLX further requests that we act on this
application under Rule 410 without awaiting
answers, In view of the fact that the time for

In support of its application, ATLX
states, inter alia, that (1) it commenced
scheduled passenger service as a
commuter carrier on May 15, 1982, after
receiving fitness approval from us and
the Federal Aviation Administration; (2}
it published a tariff effective May 8,
1982, containing its joint fare
construction factors for use under the
mandatory joint fare system;? (3) it had
now taken all of the steps necessary to
become a participant in the mandatory
joint fare system; (4) on June 4, it was
informally advised by Board staff that
Ordering Paragraph No. 7 of Order 79-1~
111 required it to give 80-days notice to

answers has passed, we will dismiss the request as
moot.
2Rule No. 1685 of C.A.B. No. 352.

the Board and all certificated carriers of
its participation in the mandatory Joint
Fare program; {5) it immediately gave
notice {Docket 34188, June 4, 1982), and
seeks exemption relief to advance the
effectiveness of its notice to enable it to
participate immediately in the
mandatory joint fare system; (6) the
public interest is best served by waiving
the 90-day notice requirement and
permitting it to participate in the
mandatory joint fare system now; (7) the
beneficiary of this waiver is the interline
passenger on ATLX's system who will
immediately reap the benefit of lower
joint fares for interline trips rather than
being compelled to wait 80 days for
those benefits; (8) should it be denied
this request it will be deprived of the



Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 124 / Monday, June 28, 1982 | Notices

27881

equitable division of joint fares which
we, with Congressional approval, have
mandated for all certificated and
commuter carriers; {9) such a denial
would place ATLX at a competitive
disadvantage vis-a-vis other carriers
offering joint fares in ATLX’s markets;
and (10} it can perceive no harm to other
cognizable interest in giving it
immediate access to a system which
both Congress and we have decided
should be open to commuters,

Waiver of the 90-day notice
requirement in this case should not
represent an undue burden on carrier
management and has the potential to
benefit the public. Therefore, we find
that the request is consistent with the
public interest, and should be approved.

Accordingly, pursuant to 14 CFR
298.11 of our regulations and sections
204, 403, and 404 of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended:

1. We exempt Atlanta Express Airline
Corporation from the Notice
Requirement of Order 79-1-111 and
dismiss its request for waiver of Rule
410;

2. We shall serve a copy of this order
upon all certificated air carriers; and

3. We shall publish this order in the
Federal Register.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.?

Phyllis T. Kaylor,

Secretary.

(FR Doc. 82-17374 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE €320-01-M

CAB-Industry Advisory Committee on
Aviation Mobilization; Renewal

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act of October 6, 1972 (Pub.
L. 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776, U.S.C. App)
the Chairman of the Civil Aeronautics
Board has renewed the CAB-Industry
Advisory Committee on Aviation
Mobilization for an additional period of
two years ending June 30, 1984.

The Committee’s charter is"
unchanged. A copy has been filed with
the Library of Congress, pursuant to
section 9{c] of the Act.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 22, 1982,
Joseph F. Laufer,
Chairman, CAB Indystry Advisory Committee
on Aviation Mobilization.
|FR Doc. 82-17378 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

intra-Hawaii Service; Order
Concerning Mail Rates

Order 82-6-117, June 21, 1982, Docket
40751, establishes increased intra-

3 All Members concurred.

Hawaii service mail rates for the period

July 1 through December 31, 1982.
Copies of this order are available from

the C.A.B. Distribution Section, Room

100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW,,

Washington, D.C. 20428. Persons outside

the Washington metropolitan area may

send a postcard request.

Phyllis T. Kaylor,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17376 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M

{Docket No. 40639]°

Aeroamerica Fitness lnvesiigation;
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a
prehearing conference in the above-
titled matter is assigned to be held on
July 8, 1982, at 10:00 a.m. {local time), in
Room 1003, Hearing Room A, Universal
North Building, 1875 Connecticut
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C., before
the undersigned.

In order to facilitate the conduct of the
conference, parties are instructed to
submit one copy to each party and six
copies to the Judge of (1) proposed
statements of issues; (2) proposed
stipulations; (3) proposed requests for
information and for evidence; (4}
statements of positions; and (5)
proposed procedural dates. The Bureau
of Domestic Aviation will circulate its
material on or before June 23, 1982, and
the other parties on or before July 1,
1982. The submissions of the other
parties shall be limited to points on
which they differ with the Bureau of
Domestic Aviation, and shall follow the
numbering and lettering used by the
Bureau to facilitate cross-referencing.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 22, 1982,
William A. Kane, Jr.,
Administrative Law Judge.
[FR Doc. 82-17379 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8320-01-M

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Connecticut Advisory Committee;
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil rights,
that a meeting of the Connecticut
Advisory Committee to the Commission
will convene at 7:00 p.m. and will end at
9:00 p.m., on August 16, 1982, at the
Connecticut AFL-CIO Conference
Room, 9 Washington Avenue, Hamden,
Connecticut, 06518. The purpose of this
meeting will be to review the revised
draft of the report on Governmental .
Response to RHacially and Religiously

Motivated Violence and Vandalism and
discuss program activities for Fiscal
Year 1983.

Persons desiring additional
information or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact the
Chairperson, Richard M. Brown, 151
Farmington Avenue, Hartford,
Connecticut 06156, (203) 273-6389 or the
New England Regional Office, 565
Summer Street, 8th Floor, Boston,
Massachusetts, 02110, (617) 2234671,

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission,

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 23, 1982,
John I. Binkley,
Advisory Committee Management Officer.
[FR Doc. 82-17462 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)

" BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

West Virginia Advisory Committee;
Agenda and Notice ot Open Meeting

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Rules and Regulations
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights,
that a meeting of the West Virginia
Advisory Committee to the Commission
will convene at 12:30 p.m. and will end
at 3:30 p.m., on July 22, 1982, at the
Heart-O-Town Holiday Inn, Washington
and Broad Streets, in the Commissioners
Room, Charleston, West Virginia, 25301.
The purpose of this meeting is to discuss
activities for the remainder of Fiscal
Year 1982.

Persons desiring additional
information or planning a presentation
to the Committee, should contact the
Chairperson, Donald L. Pitts, 416 South
Fayette, Beckley, West Virginia, 25801,
(304) 242-5309 or the Mid-Atlantic
Regional Office, 2120 L Street, NW,,
Room 510, Washington, D.C., 20037,
(202) 254-6670.

The meeting will be conducted
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 23, 1982,
John L Binkley,

Advisory Committee Management Officer.
{FR Doc. 82-17453 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M

—

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Sheet Pilings From Canada;
Antidumping Preliminary
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration, Commerce.

-
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ACTION: Notice of preliminary
determination of sales at less than fair
value. .

SUMMARY: We have preliminarily
determined that there is a reasonable
basis to believe that sheet pilings from
Canada are being, or are likely to be,
sold in the United States at less than fair
value. Therefore, we have directed the
U.S. Customs Service to suspend the
liquidation of all entries of this
merchandise. A cash depaosit or bond in
an amount equal to the estimated
dumping margin, applicable to each
manufacturer investigated, will be
required at the time of each entry, or
withdrawal from warehouse, for
consumption in the United States. We
are notifying the United States
International Trade Commission of this
determination.

If the investigation proceeds normally,
we will make our final determination .
not later than September 7, 1982.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28, 1982,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Hudak, Office of Investigations,
Import Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230 or
(202) 377-3530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
November 24, 1981, the Department of
Commerce published a notice (46 FR
57586-57587) announcing that, on the
basis of information developed under
the “Trigger Price Mechanism” (TPM)
for steel mill products, we were self-
initiating an antidumping investigation *
to determine whether imports of sheet
pilings from Canada are being, or are
likely to be, sold at less than fair value
within the meaning of section 731 of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
“Act”). The TPM was a monitoring
device used by the Department of
Commerce to determine those basic
steel mill products most likely to be sold
at less than fair value in the United
States. In accordance with section
731(Db) of the Act, we notified the U.S.
International Trade Commission (ITC)
of our action.

" On January 8, 1982, the ITC found that
there is a reagonable indication that
imports of sheet pilings from Canada are
materially injuring, or threatening to
materially injure, a U.S. industry. The
ITC published its determination in the
Federal Register on January 20, 1982,

On April 16, 1982, the Department
published a notice announcing that the
preliminary determination was being
postponed from May 3, 1982, to no later
than June 22, 1982 (47 FR 16366].

Scope of the Investigation

For purposes of this investigation the
term “sheet piling” covers sheet piling of
iron or steel currently provided for in
items 609.9600 and 609.9800 of the Tariff
Schedules of the United States
Annotated. Sheet pilings are shapes
having interlocking joints on both edges
to permit being driven, side by side, to
form a continuous wall.

We investigated sheet piling sales
made by Acier Casteel, Inc. and by
Brockhouse Canada Limited during the
period June 1, 1981 through November
30, 1981. We know of no other Canadian
producers of sheet piling.

Methodology of Fair Value Comparisons

To calculate fair value, we compared
the United States price with the foreign
market value.

United States Price

Both Canadian producers sold sheet
piling directly to unrelated U.S.
importers. Since prices to the unrelated
United States importers were agreed to
before the sheet piling was imported
into the United States, we used purchase
price as provided in sectien 772(b) of the
Act as the United States price for both
firms investigated. We calculated
purchase prices on the basis of ex-
factory prices to unrelated U.S.
importers. We made deductions, where
applicable, for rebates, shipping, and
Customs duty and brokerage charges.
We also made deductions for shipping
charges absorbed by Acier Casteel, Inc.

Foreign Market Value

There were sufficient sales in the
home market to allow us to use home
market price as defined in section
773(a)(1)(A) of the Act to determine
foreign market value.

We calculated home market prices on
the basis of ex-factory prices to
unrelated home market customers.
Where appropriate, we deducted
rebates and shipping charges. We made

. deductions for shipping charges

absorbed by Acier Casteel.

Acier Casteel claimed an adjustment
to foreign market value for differences
in physical characteristics of the
merchandise for higher raw material
costs. Hot-rolled coils purchased for use
in the production of sheet piling for the
Canadian market carried an extra
charge for “sulphide shape control.”
This extra was purchased by Acier
Casteel to alleviate a problem with
cracking in the piling interlock. The
sulphide shape control entails the
addition of certain chemicals which
ensure that the sulphide inclusions in
the steel take the proper shape and
composition when the steel is solidifying

and during subsequent hot-rolling. This
allows the steel to flow and reduces
cracking in the piling interlock, thus
resulting in a physical difference in the
merchandise. We verified the amounts
claimed and allowed the adjustment for
raw material costs.

Acier Casteel made an additional
claim for differences in physical
merchandise based on differences in
production costs. This claim consists of
the following elements: (1) Costs for
tension and bend tests incurred on home
market piling and performed by an
independent testing laboratory, (2}
production line downtime and increased

" scrappage resulting from the

requirement that tension test sample
cuts be taken on the finished product,
and (3) slower production line operating
speeds due to greater hardness of home
market piling.

The costs associated with ifems 1 and
2 above do not qualify as an adjustment
for differences in physical
characteristics in accordance with 19
CFR 353.16 because testing costs are not
allowable adjustments for differences in
physical characteristics. Even if we
were to consider these costs as a
circumstance of sale adjustment no
adjustment would be made based upon
information presently available.

We have also disallowed the claim for
costs associated with item 3 as a
difference in physical merchandise. We
were not able to verify that Acier
Casteel incurred slower production line
operating speeds on home market
production, nor were we able to verify
that there is a difference in hardness
between U.S. and Canadian piling.

Acier Casteel claimed a circumstance
of sale adjustment for technical services
provided in the home market. This claim
consists of fixed costs such as salaries
for salesmen and support staff and
variable costs incurred while visiting
specific customers. Acier Casteel
requested an allocation of the fixed
costs to all home market sales during
the period of investigation and they
attempted to relate the variable costs to
specific sales. This claim was
disallowed because these costs are not
technical expenses. They are general
selling expenses incurred in gaining
market acceptability for sheet piling and
are not specifically related to the
particular sales under consideration, as
required by 19 CFR 353.15(a).

Brockhouse Canada, Limited,
requested an adjustment for Canadian
marketing and administration costs.
This claim was composed of an
allocation of the total cost of the
salesman's salaries, costs associated
with production of sheet piling
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brochures, and the cost of sheet piling
advertisements in Canadain
construction and yachting publications.

We disallowed the adjustment for
salesmen's salaries because these are
general selling expenses, and do not
bear a direct relationship to specific
sales under consideration in accordance
with 19 CFR 353.15(a). We disallowed
the cost of producing the sheet piling
brochures because the brochures are
available for distribution in both the
U.S. and Canada. We allowed the
advertising expense adjustment because
the advertisements were placed in
-Canadian publications directed at end
users and as such represent an
assumption by the seller of a
purchaser’s costs, in accordance with 19
CFR 353.15(a).

Verification

We verified, to the extent possible, all
information used in making this
preliminary determination. We were
granted access to the books and records
of both Canadian manufacturers
investigated. We used standard
verification procedures, including on-
site inspection of the manufacturers’
operations and examination of
accounting records and randomly
selected documents containing
revelevant information.

Preliminary Results of Investigation

We made fair value comparisons on
91 percent of the total sales to the
United States made by the two
manufacturers under investigation. We
found margins on 72 percent of the sales.
The margins ranged from .01 to 5.4
percent. The overall weighted average
margin on all sales compared is 1.9
percent. On a firm by firm basis, the
regults for the purposes of this
determimration are as follows:

Parcent
Percent of g
Percont of | compari- | Weighted
Manufacturers sales sons with | S g:n
compared | dumpng | TR O
MAGNS | compared
Acier Castee, inc....... 88 79 207
Brockhouse Canada,
LK 7 WSRO 100 14 7

Suspension of Liguidation

In accordance with section 733(d) (1}
and (2) of the Act, we are directing the
U.S. Customs Service to suspend the
liquidation of all entries of sheet piling
from Canada, which are entered into the
United States, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on or after

the date of publication of this notice. As
of that date, a cash deposit or bond must

be posted for all entries of sheet piling,

from Canada in the amount of the
weighted average margin of the FOB
price for the firms investigated. The
weighted average margin for Acier
Casteel is 2.07 percent. The weighted
average margin for Brockhouse Canada,
Limited is .7 percent.

ITC Notification

We are notifying the U.S.
International Trade Commission of this
action. We will allow the ITC access to
all privileged and confidential
information in our files, provided it
conforms that it will not disclose such
information, either publicly or under an
administrative protective order, without
the written congent of the Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Public Comment

If requested, we will hold a public
hearing to afford interested parties an
opportunity to comment orally on this
preliminary determination. If requested,
this hearing will be scheduled for 10:00
a.m. on July 20, 1982, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Room 3104, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Wasington,
D.C. 20230.

Any request for a hearing must be
submitted within 10 days of this notice’s
publication to the Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Import Administration,
Room 3099B, at the same address shown
above. They should contain; (1) the
party’'s name, address, and telephone
number; (2} the number of participants;
(3) the reason for attending; and (4) a list
of the issues to be discussed.

In addition, if a hearing is requested,
prehearing briefs must be submitted to
the Deputy Assistant Secretary by July
13, 1982. Oral presentations will be
limited to the issues raised in the briefs.
Any written views shoud be filed in
accordance with (19 CFR 353.46(a)), at
the above address, in at least ten copies,
on or before July 28, 1982.

This determination is published in
accordance with § 353.39, Commerce
Regulations (19.CFR 353.39}.

Gary N. Horlick, ‘

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration,

June 22, 1982,

{FR Doc. 82~17435 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[No. 317 (P6C)}

Modification of Permit

On May 17, 1982 Notice was
published in the Federal Register (47 FR
21118) that the National Zoological Park,
Smithsonian Institution requested a
modificatien to Permit No. 317 issued on
February 13, 1981, as modified on
August 12, 1981 (46 FR 41545). Notice is
hereby given that Permit No. 317 is
modified as follows:

Section A-2 is changed to read as
follows: -

*2. Specimen material from up to 100
gray seals (Halichoerus grypus) which
are taken by the Government of the
United Kingdom may be imported.”

Section B-1 is changed to read as
follows:

*1. The authorized activities shall be
conducted by the means and for the
purposes set forth in the application and
documents submitted in the

modification.”
This modification is effective June 28,
1982. ~

The permit, as modified, and
documentation pertaining to the
modification are available for review in
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300
Whitehaven Street, NW., Washington,
D.C;and -

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Northeast Region,
Federal Building, 14 Elm Street,
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930,

Dated: June 21, 1982.
Richard B. Roe,

Acting Director, Office of Marine Mammals
and Endangered Species, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

(FR Doc. 82-17444 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510~22-M

Issuance of Permit To Take
Endangered Species

On May 11, 1982, Notice was
published in the Federal Register (47 FR
20175), that an application had been
filed with the National Marine Fisheries
Service by LGL Alaska Research
Associates, Inc., P.O. Box 80607,
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708 for a Scientific
Research and Scientific Purposes Permit
to take up to 525 gray whales by
harassment.



27884

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 124 / Monday, June 28, 1982 / Notices

Notice is hereby given that on June 22,
1982, the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a Scientific Research and
Scientific Purposes Permit as authorized

by the provisions of the Marine Mammal
Protection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361~
1407) and the Endangered Species Act of
1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543), to LGL
Alaska Research Associates, Inc.,
subject to certain conditions set forth
therein.

Issuance of this Permit as required by
the Endangered Species Act of 1973 is
based on a finding that such Permit: (1)
Was applied for in good faith; (2) will
not operate to the disadvantage of the
endangered species which are the
subject of this Permit; (3) will be
consistent with the purposes and
policies set forth in Section 2 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973. This
Permit was also issued in accordance
with, and is subject to Parts 220-222 of
Title 50 CFR, the National Marine
Fisheries Service regulations governing
endangered species permits.

The Permit is available for review in
the following offices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service, 3300
Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C.; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Alaska Region, P.O.
Box 1668, Juneau, Alaska 99802.

Dated: June 22, 1982,

Richard B. Roe,

Acting Director, Office of Marine Mammals
and Endangered Species National Marine
Fisheries Service.

(FR Doc. 82-17446 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am)

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

o— —— —

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

New Orleans Commodity Exchange;
Corn Futures Contracts

AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of availability of the
terms and conditions-of proposed
commodity futures contract.

SUMMARY: The New Orleans Commodity
Exchange (“NOCE") has ‘applied for
designation as a contract market in
corn. The Commodity Futures Trading
Commission (the “Commission”) has
determined that the terms and
conditions of the proposed futures
contract are of major economic
significance and that, accordingly,
making the proposed contracts available
for public inspection and comment is in
the public interest, will assist the

Commission in considering the views of
interested persons, and is consistent
with the purposes of the Commodity
Exchange Act.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before August 27, 1982.,

ADDRESS: Interested persons should
submit their views and comments to
Jane K. Stuckey, Secretary, Commodity
Futures Trading Commission, 2033 K
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20581.
Reference should be made to the NOCE
corn futures contract.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nicholas Memoli, Division of Economics
and Education, Commodity Futures
Trading Commission, 2033 K Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20581, (202) 254~
6990.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A copy
of the terms and conditions of the NOCE
proposed corn futures contract will be
available for inspection at the Office of
the Secretariat, Commodity Futures
Trading Commission, 2033 K Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20581. Copies of
the terms and conditions can be
obtained through the Office of the
Secretariat by mail at the above address
or by phone at (202) 254-6314.

Other materials submitted by the
NOCE in support of its application for
contract market designation may be
available upon request pursuant to the
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.
652) and the Commission's regulations
thereunder (17 CFR Part 145 {1981)).
Requests for inspection of such
materials should be made to the FOIA,
Privacy and Sunshine Acts Compliance
Staff of the Office of the Secretariat at
the Commission’s headquarters in
accordance with 17 CFR 145.7 and 145.8.

Any person interested in submitting
written data, views or arguments on the
terms and conditions of the proposed
futures contract, or with respect to other
materials submitted by the NOCE in
support of its application, should send
such comments to Jane K. Stuckey,
Secretary, Commodity Futures Trading
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20581, by August 27,
1082. Such comment letters will be
publicly available except to the extent
that they are entitled to confidential
treatment as set forth in 17 CFR 145.5
and 145.9.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June 23,
1081. :

Jane K. Stuckey,

Secretary of the Commission,

{FR Dos. 82-17447 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION

[CPSC Docket No. 82-3]
Robertshaw Controls Co., a
Corporation; Publication of Complaint

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Publication of a complaint
under the Consumer Product Safety Act.

SUMMARY: Under Provisions of its Rules
of Practice for Adjudicative Proceedings
(16 CFR Part 1025, 45 FR 29206), the
Consumer Product Safety Commission
must publish in the Federal Register
Complaints which it issues under the
Consumer Product Safety Act. Printed
below is a Complaint in the matter of
Robertshaw Controls Company, a
corporation.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Nature of Proceedings
1. This is an Adjudicative Proceeding under

. the Consumer Product Safety Commission

(“Commission’'} Rules of Practice for
Adjudicative Proceedings, 16 CFR 1025, for
the assessment of a civil penalty against
Robertshaw Contrals Company
(“Robertshaw” or “Respondent”) in the sum
of five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000)
pursuant to section 20 of the Consumer
Product Safety Act (“the Act” or “CPSA"), 15
U.S.C. 2051, 2069.

Respondent

2. Robertshaw is a Delaware corporation
with executive offices located at 1701 Byrd
Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23261.

8. The Respondent is a manufacturer as the
term “manufacturer” is defined in section
3(a)(4) of the CPSA, 15 U.S.C. 2052(a}(4).

Consumer Product

4, During the period from December 1954
through March 1957, Robertshaw
manufactured various products including gas
water heater controls, identified as the
Unitrol 110 and Unitrol 200 (hereinafter
referred to, collectively, as *“the Unitrol”).

5. The Unitrol was distributed in commerce
within the meaning of section 3{a)(12) of the
CPSA, 15 U.S.C. 2052(a)(12), and is a
“consumer product” within the meaning of
section 3(a)(1) of the Act, 15 U.S.C. 2052(a)(1).

Defect

6. The defect is present in Unitrol controls
installed in water heaters using liquid
petroleum gas. When the pilot is extinguished
for any reason in such an appliance, the
automatic pilot function of the Unitrol can,
under certain conditions, fail to operate as
intended, by failing to stop the continuing
flow of unburned gas to the main burner of
the water heater, thereby creating a fire and
explosion hazard. The Unitrol, therefore,
contains a defect which could create a
substantial product hazard within the
meaning of section 15(a)(2) of the Act, 16
U.S.C. 2084(a)(2).
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7. Approximately _312.500 Unitrols
containing the defect were installed on liquid
petroleum gas water heaters.

Violation

8. Prior to May 14, 1973, the date the
Commission was activated, Robertshaw had
knowledge of numerous fatalities and serious
injuries caused by the defect in the Unitrol,
On or about May 25, 1973, July 5, 1973,
February 22, 1974 and March 4, 1974,
Robertshaw learned of additional fatalities
and serious injuries allegedly caused by the
defect in the Unitrol. Therefore, after the
effective date of the Commission, the
Respondent had obtained information which
reasonably supported the conclusion that the
Unitro! contained a defect which could create
a substantial product hazard.

9. On April 18 and April 19, 1974, pursuant
to section 15(b) of the Act, 15 U.S.C.
2064(b){2), and the Commission’s regulations
for substantial product hazard notifications,
16 CFR 1115, Robertshaw reported certain
information concerning the defect to the
Commission, including information that, after
May 14, 1973, Robertshaw had been informed
of one fatality and one injury possibly
connected with the defect in the Unitrol. Such
information was incomplete and misled the
Commission as to the severity of the hazard,
in that Robertshaw did not inform the
Commission of all the information required to
be reported pursuant to section 15(b) and 16
CFR 1115 including information that, prior to
April 18, 1974, there had been approximately
47 deaths and 93 injuries associated with the
defect in the Unitrol.

10. After April 19, 1974, the Respondent
learned of additional fatalities and serious
injuries caused by the defect in the Unitrol,
but failed to immediately inform the
Commission concerning such additional
fatalities and serious injuries pursuant to
section 15(b) of the CPSA, 15 U.S.C.
2064(b)(2).

11. The Commission was not adequately
informed concerning the defect until August
19, 1980, when Robertshaw responded to a
Commission request to verify a report
received from a third party that more deaths
and serious injuries had resulted from the
defect in the Unitrol than the Commission
had previously been led to believe, and to
provide other relevant information.

12. By failing to adequately inform the
Commission concerning the defect on April
18 and April 19, 1974, and by failing to
immediately inform the Commission of all
additional fatalities and serious injuries
caused by the defect after April 19, 1974,
Robertshaw knowingly engaged in acts
prohibited under section 19(a)(4) of the CPSA,
15 U.S.C. 2068(a)(4), and is therefore subject
to civil penalties for each and every violation
of the Act pursuant to section 20 of the CPSA,
15 U.S.C. 2069.

Relief Sought

Wherefore, the staff of the Consumer
Product Safety Commission, after having
considered the statutory factors specified in
section 20{b) of the Act, 15 U.S.C. 2069{b},
believes that the following relief is in the
public interest, and requests that such relief
be granted after affording interested persons
an opportunity for a hearing:

1. That Robertshaw Controls Company be
assessed a civil penalty pursuant to section
20(a)(1) of the CPSA, 15 U.S.C. 2069(a)(1), in
the amount of five hundred thousand dollars
($500,000), for knowingly violating section
19(a)(4) of the CPSA, 15 U.S.C. 2068(a)(4).

2. That such other and further relief be
granted as deemed necessary and proper.

Dated: June 18, 1982,

David Schmeltzer,

Assaciate Executive Director for Compliance
and Administrative Litigation.

List and Summary of Documentary Evidence -
Supporting the Charges

A list and summary of documentary
evidence supporting the charges contained in
the Complaint issued in this matter is
provided herewith pursuant to section 1025.11
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice for
Adjudicative Proceedings, 16 CFR 1025.11.
Complaint Counsel reserves the right to offer
additional evidence during the course of the
proceeding.

1. Consumer Product Safety Commission
“Fact Sheet.”

This document records Robertshaw's April
18, 1974, report by telephone to the
Commission staff concerning a defect in the
Unitrol control. ‘

2. Letter dated April 19, 1974, from
Robertshaw to the Commission staff.

This document confirms in writing
Robertshaw’s April 18, 1974, oral report to the
Commission, concerning the defect in the
Unitrol.

3. Letter dated May 10, 1974, from
Robertshaw to the Commission staff.

This document contains additional
information concerning the report filed by
Robertshaw on April 18, 1974. This letter .
together with the correspondence of April 19,
1974, and the information conveyed by
telephone on April 18, 1874, purport to
represent compliance by Robertshaw with
the reporting requirements of section 15(b) of
the CPSA, 15 U.S.C. 2084(b)(2).

4. Letter dated August 19, 1980, from
Robertshaw to the Commission staff.

This letter purports to provide full
information concerning the defect in the
Unitrol including information not provided in
the 1974 report. An attachment to this letter is
a computer run of liability claims and
lawsuits involving persons injured in
explosions caused by the defect in the
Unitrol. :

-Dated: June 21, 1982.
Sadye E. Dunn,
Secretary, Consumer Product Safety
Commission.
[FR Do, 82-17434 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am}
BILLING CODE 6355-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force
USAF Scientific Advisory Board;
Meeting

June 3, 1982. :
The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Armament Division Advisory Group will

hold a meeting on August 26 and 27 1982
from 8:00 am until 4:30 pm each day at
the Armament Division Eglin AFB,
Florida, in Building 1, Room 204.

The group will receive classified
briefings and participate in classified
discussions relating to Air Force
Armament Programs for air-to-air and
air-to-ground munitions.

The meetings concern matters listed
in section 552b(c} of Title 5, United
States Code, specifically subparagraph
(1) thereof, and accordingly the meetings
will be closed to the public.

For further information, contact the
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at
(202) 697-4648.

Winnibel F. Holmes,

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer.
{FR Doc. 82-17385 Flled 6-25-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3910-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

List of Nationally Recognized
Accrediting Agencies and
Associations

Correction

In FR Doc. 82-15942, appearing at
page 25563, in the issue of Monday, June
14, 1982, make the following changes:

1. On page 25565, the first column, the
first and second lines should read,

“Osteopathic Medicine

American Osteopathic Association”

2. On page 25565, the first column, the
fourth line under the heading Public
Health, change “and” to “of".

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

Privacy Act of 1974; Report of New
Routine Uses

AGENCY: Education Department.
ACTION: New routine use amendments to

. systems of records.

suMMARY: The Department of Education
establishes a new routine use, under the
authority of 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(11), as
amended, applicable to most of the
Department's student financial
assistance systems of records. The new
routine use will allow the Department to
conduct a matching program consistent
with the Office of Management and
Budget's Guidelines for the Conduct of
Computer Matching Programs and
Circular A-108. This matching program
will aid in the collection of funds due
the Department under student loans and
grants. The Department will take
comments on the new routine use and, if
a change is warranted, will publish any
change in the Federal Register.
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DATES: This routine use shall become
effective on July 28, 1982. The
Department will consider comments on
the new routine use received on or
before July 28, 1982,
ADDRESS: Comments should be
addressed to Robert F. Raspen, or James
DeAguiar, Office of the Inspector
General, Department of Education,
(Switzer Building, Room 4200, Mail Stop
2411), 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20202, Comments
received will be available for public
inspection in Room 4200, Switzer
Building, 330 C Street, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jack L. Billings, Office of Assistant
Secretary for Public Affairs, Department
of Education, Room 2089, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202,
Telephone (202) 245-8601.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of Education’s Office of the
Inspector General, in coordination with
other Federal agencies, plans to conduct
a “matching program” entitled “Federal
Employees Receiving Government
Assistance” as part of the Department
of Education’s participation in a
President’s Council on Integrity and
Efficiency projeet. A “matching
program” is a procedure involving the
use of a computer to compare a
substantial number of records in a
Federal system of records with records
in one or more other systems of records.
Under the Department 6f Education’s
matching program, the Department will
compare information in the student
financial assistance system of records
with information contained in other
federal systems of records or with non-
federal personal records. The goal of
this matching program is to reduce the
amount of outstanding debt owed to the
Department of Education by individuals
as a result of their participation in
student financial assistance programs.
Since student financial assistance
systems of records do not presently
contain routine use statements that meet
OMB guidelines for computer match
operations, a new routine use statement
must be added in order to use
information generated by the matches. A
“routine use” means the disclosure of a
record for a purpose which is
compatible with the purpose for which
.the record was collected. The purpose of
this proposed routine use is to permit
the release of information to verify the
identity of the individual, determine
program eligibility and benefits, enforce
the conditions and terms of the loan or
. grant, permit servicing and collecting of
the loan or grant, counsel the individual
in repayment efforts, investigate

possible fraud and verify compliance
with program regulations, or locate a
delinquent or defaulted borrower. The
Department of Education has
determined that release of information
for this purpose is a necessary and
proper use of information in these
systems of records, and that a specific
routine use for transfer of this
information is appropriate. Any
interested party may submit written
comments regarding this proposal. To be
considered, comments must be received
on or before July 28, 1982.

For a fuller understanding of how this
new routine use will affect the systems
of records to which it is being added, a
review of the full systems notices may
be helpful. The Department of Education
last published its systems notices in the
Federal Register on June 2, 1981 at 46 FR
29596-29660 and April 20, 1982 at 47 FR
16828-16836.

Accordingly, the Department of
Education proposes to add an additional
routine use as indicated in the following
systems of records notice.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
No.—not applicable)

Dated: June 22, 1982.
T. H. Bell,
Secretary of Education,

New Routine Use for Notice of Systems
of Records

1. The Department of Education adds
a new routine use, to the systems of
records listed below.

System Numbers and Names

18-40~0010 Law Enforcement Education
System ’

18-40-0012 Migration & Refugee Assistance
Act of 1962—U.S. Loan Program for Cuban
Students

18-40-0013 National Defense Direct Student
Loan Program—Request for Cancellation of
Loan on Ground of Permanent and Total
Disability

18-40-0014 Pell Grant Application File

18-40-0015 Pell Grant Student Eligibility
Report Sub-System

18-40-0016 Pell Grant Alternate
Disbursement System ’

18-40-0017 Student Financial Assistance
Validation File '

18-40-0021 Student Financial Assistance
Compliance Files

18-40-0022 Student Financial Assistance
Complaint Files

18-40-0023 Defaulted Guaranteed Loans
Submitted to Justice

18-40-0024 Guaranteed Loan Program~-
Loan Application File

18-40-0025 NDSL Student Loan Files

18-40-0026 Guaranteed Loan Program—
Paid Claiins File

18-40-0027 Guaranteed Loan Program—
Claims and Collections Master File

18-40-0028 Guaranteed Loan Program-—
Collection Letters

18-40-0029 Guaranteed Loan Program—
Inactive Loan Control Master File

18-40-0030 Guaranteed Loan Program—
Loan Control Master File

18400031 Guaranteed Loan Program—Pre-
Claims Assistance

18-40-0044 Guaranteed Loan Program—
Insurance Claim File

18-40-0045 Student Financial Assistance
Collection Files

* * * * *

2. The new routine use, which is

added to the systems of records listed
above reads as follows:

Routine Uses of Records Maintained in
the System Including Categories of
Users and the Purposes of Such Uses

* * * * *

Any information from this system of
records, including personal information
obtained from other agencies through
computer matching programs, may be
disclosed to any third party through a
computer matching program in
connection with an individual's

.application or participation in any grant

or loan program administered by the
Department of Education. Purposes of
these disclosures may be to determine
program eligibility and benefits, enforce
the conditions and terms of the loan or
grant, permit the servicing and collecting
of the loan or grant, counsel the
individual in repayment efforts,
investigate possible fraud and verify
compliance with program regulations,
locate a delinquent or defaulted debtor,
and initiate legal action against an
individual involved in program fraud or
abuse.

{FR Doc. 82-17391 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am)

BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

Office of Postsecondary Education

Training Program for Special Programs
Staff and Leadership Personnel;
Application Notice for New Awards for
Fiscal Year 1982

Applications are invited for new
awards under the Training Program for
Special Programs Staff and Leadership
Personnel.

Authority for this program is
contained in sections 417A and 417F of
the Higher Education Act of 1965, as
amended. (20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-1d)

The Secretary is authorized to make
grants under this program to institutions
of higher education and other public and
private nonprofit institutions and
organizations.

The purpose of the grant awards is to
improve the operation of the Special
Programs for Students from
Disadvantaged Backgrounds
{Educational Opportunity Centers,
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Talent Search, Upward Bound, and
Special Services for Disadvantaged
Students) by providing training for staff
and leadership personnel employed in,
or preparing for employment in, such
programs and projects.

Closing Date for Transmittal of
Applications: An application for a
training grant must be mailed or hand
delivered by August 12, 1982.

Applications Delivered by Mail: An
application sent by mail should be
addressed to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Attention; 84.103 (Training Program for
Special Programs Staff and Leadership
Personnel), Washington, D.C. 20202.

An applicant must show proof of
mailing consisting of one of the
following:

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service
postmark.,

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service.

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or
receipt from a commerical carrier.

{4} Any other proof of mailing
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of
Education.

If an application is sent through the
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does
not accept a private metered postmark
or a private mail receipt as proof of
mailing. An applicant should note that
the U.S. Postal Service does not
uniformly provide a dated postmark.
Before relying on this method, an
applicant should check with its local
post office.

An applicant is encouraged to use
registered mail or at least first class
mail.

Each late applicant will be notified
that its application will not be
considered. _

Applications Delivered by Hand: An
application that is hand delivered must
be taken to the U.S. Department of
Education, Application Control Center,
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3,
7th and D Streets, S.W., Washington,
D.C.

The Application Control Center will
accept a hand-delivered application
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m.
{Washington, D.C. time) daily, except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
holidays.

An application that is hand delivered
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on
the closing date.

Program Information: The Secretary is
accepting applications for one year of
funding to support a variety of training
projects that respond to the training
needs and priorities of the Special
Programs staff and leadership
personnel. Such training projects may

include conferences, internships,
seminars, and workshops.
An applicant may submit more than

-one application for funding under this

program, and the Secretary strongly
urges that separate applications be
submitted for separate proposed training
activities.

In the selection of training projects,
the Secretary will be influenced by the
need for training in various regions of
the Nation, including the noncontiguous
States and territories, in order to ensure
that the training opportunities are
appropriate to meet the needs in the
local areas being served by the Special
Programs for Students from
Disadvantaged Backgrounds.

The applications for new awards will
be evaluated competitively under the
selection criteria for new awards, 34
CFR 642.31, published in the Federal
Register on April 23, 1982, 47 FR 17786~
17790. In addition, applicants that have
been funded within the previous three
years to operate a Training Program
project for Special Programs staff and
leadership personnel will be evaluated
on the basis of their prior experience.
The prior experience section of the
application will be accepted on the
basis of the regulations published in the
Federal Register on June 8, 1982, 47 FR
24938-24945.

Suggestad Activities for Fiscal Year
1982: The Secretary encourages
applications for the following activities
under the Training Program for Special
Programs Staff and Leadership
Personnel in Fiscal Year 1982:

(1) Regional workshops for new

" Special Programs project directors (2

years or less in their current positions})
to improve their skills in administering a
Special Programs project;

(2) Seminars to enhance the skills and
knowledge of counselors who counsel
adult learners, persons with physical
handicaps, and/or veterans;

(3) Short-term seminars or work-shops
for experienced project directors in: (a}
Institutionalizing project services, (b)
developing alternative funding sources,
(c) improving project evaluation, and (d)
making maximum use of computers to
improve instructional and counseling
components of Special Programs
projects; and

(4) Internships to provide
opportunities for persons preparing for
employment in Special Programs
projects to spend a residency period at a
project under the tutelage of an
experienced project director.

The Secretary will consider
applications for Training Program
projects other than in those areas noted
above if the applicants addresses other
significant training needs in the local

area being served by the Special
Programs.

Available Funds: There is authorized
$960,000 for approximately ten (10) new
awards under the Training Pregram for
Special Programs Staff and Leadership
Personnel in Fiscal Year 1982. Awards
are expected to range in size between
$10,000 and $200,000.

However, these estimates do not bind
the U.S. Department of Education to a
specific number of grants or to the
amount of any grant unless that number
is specified by statute or regulations.

Application Forms: Application forms
and program information packages are
expected to be ready for mailing by June
28, 1982. Application packages may be
obtained by contacting the Division of
Student Services, Information Systems
and Program Support Branch, U.S.
Department of Education (Room 3514,
Regional Office Building 3), 400
Maryland -Avenue, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20202. Telephone 202-245-7070.

Applications must be prepared and
submitted in accordance with the
regulations, instructions, and forms
included in the program information
package. The Secretary suggests that the
narrative portion of the application not
exceed thirty (30) pages in length. The
Secretary further suggests that only the
information required by the application
form be submitted.

Applicable Regulations: Regulations
applicable to this program are:

(a) Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR Parts 74, 75, 77, and 78; and

(b) Regulations governing the Training
Program for Special Program Staff and
Leadership Personnel (34 CFR Part 642)
which were published in the Federal
Register on April 23, 1982, 47 FR 17786~
17790, and amended on 47 FR 24938,
June 8, 1982.

Further Information: For further
information contact the Program
Development Branch, Division of
Student Services, U.S. Department of
Education (Room 3514, Regional Office
Building 3), 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20202. Telephone; 202-
245-2511.

(20 U.S.C. 1070d, 1070d-1d)

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number: 84:103, Training Program for Special

.Program Staff and Leadership Personnel)

Dated: June 22, 1962,

T. H. Bell,

Secretary of Education.

{FR Doc. 82-17438 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am)
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Economic Regulatory Administration

[Docket Nos. ERA-FC-82-018 and ERA-FC-
$2-019; ERA Case Nos. 52658-2330-01, 02~
821

Acceptance of Certification and
Issuance of Proposed Prohibition
Orders for Fort Churchill Powerplants
1 and 2, Sierra Power Co.

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, DOE,

AcTION: Notice of Acceptance of
Certification and Issuance of Proposed
Prohibition Orders for Fort Churchill
Powerplants 1 and 2, Sierra Pacific
Power Company.

SUMMARY: The Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) is giving notice of
its acceptance of a certificate from
Sierra Pacific Power Company (Sierra
Pacific) concerning its Fort Churchill
powerplants 1 and 2 pursuant to section
301 of the Powerplant and Industrial
Fuel Use Act of 1878, 42 U.8.C. 8301 et
seq. (FUA), as amended by section 1021
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1981, Pub. L. 87-35 {OBRA). ERA
has reviewed and proposes to concur in
Sierra Pacific's.certification of March 18,
1982, which addresses the technical
capability and financial feasibility of the
powerplants to use a mixture of
petroleum or natural gas and coal or
another alternate fuel as a primary
energy source. Accordingly, ERA is
issuing proposed prohibition orders
which, if finalized, will prohibit the use
of petroleum or natural gas, or both, in
such powerplants in amounts in excess
of the minimum amount necessary to
maintain reliability of operation of the
units consistent with maintaining
reasonable fuel efficiency of such
mixture.

DATE: Written comments and requests
for a public hearing are due on or before
August 12, 1982.

ADDRESS: All comments and requests
for a public hearing on individual cases
should be directed to the Fuels
Conversion Division, Office of Fuels
Programs, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy,
Room GA-093, 1000 Independence
Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585.
Correspondence should clearly indicate
the ERA case number for the case in
question.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Jack Vandenberg, Office of Public
Information, Department Energy, 12th
and Pennsylvania NW., Room 7120,
Washington, D.C.,20461, (202) 633—
8755

Wayne Peters, Office of Fuels Programs,
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue, SW., Room
GA-093, Washington, D.C. 20585, (202)
252-6600

Marya Rowan, Office of General
Counsel, Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue SW., Room 6B-
178 Washington, D.C. 20585 (202) 252~
2967. )

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On

March 18, 1982, Sierra Pacific filed a

certification and a request for ERA's

issuance of mixtures prohibition orders

for its two powerplants, Fort Churchill 1

and 2, in accordance with section 301(c})

of FUA and 10 CFR 504.5, 504.6 and

504.8. Upon the submission of a

certification by a powerplant’s owner or

operator as to the technical capability
and financial feasibility of the unit to
use a mixture of petroleum or natural
gas and coal or another alternate fuel as

a primary energy source, ERA, after its

review and concurrence, may issue a

mixtures prohibition order. The

prohibition order may prohibit the use of
petroleum or natural gas as a primary
energy source in such powerplant in
amounts exceeding the minimum

amount necessary to maintain reliability
of opearation of the unit consistent with
maintaining reasonable fuel efficiency of
the mixture. Sierra Pacific certified that
the requisite minimum amount of the
primary energy source required in thirty

(30) percent of the powerplants’

respective annual operating hours. ERA

has examined the basis for the
certification and the documentation
submitted for each powerplant and
believes that it will be able to concur in
such certification which may result in
the ultimate issuance of final prohibition
orders.

ERA published in the Federal Register
on April 21, 1982 {47 FR 17037), its final
regulations reflecting the changes to
section 301 of FUA made by OBRA. In
accordance with 10 CFR 501.52 of the
final regulations, the following
procedure for the processing of these
proposed orders will be followed:

(1) Pursuant to 10 CFRA 501.52(b)(2),
ERA is issuing proposed prohibition
orders to Fort Churchill 1 and 2. This
decision is based on ERA's review of the
certification and supporting documents
submitted by Sierra Pacific. ERA is
hereby publishing its proposed findings
as required by section 701(b} of FUA.

{2) In accordance with 10 CFR
501.52(b)(3), the publication of this
Notice of Acceptance commences a
period of 45 days during which
interested persons may submit written
comments or request a public hearing.

During this pericd, the recipient of the
proposed orders and any other
interested person may submit any
evidence that they have available
relating to the proposed orders, the
certification, or the concurrence that
ERA must make. A request for an
extension of the 45 day period may be
granted at ERA's discretion.

{3) If a hearing is requested, ERA shall
provide interested persons with an
opportunity to present oral data, views,
and arguments at a public hearing held
in accordance with Subpart C of 10 CFR
Part 501. The hearing may consider,
among other matters, the sufficiency of
the certification that Sierra Pacific
submitted pursuant to section 301 of
FUA and 10 CFR 504.5, 504.6 and 504.8.

(4} No final prohibition orders may be
issued until any necessary
environmental review conducted
pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 ef seq.
(NEPA) has been completed. Upon
completion of the NEPA review, and
unless ERA determines on the basis of
the information contained in the record
of the proceeding that the certification
fails to meet the requirements of
§ § 504.5, 504.6 and 504.8 of the final
regulations, ERA will issue final
prohibition orders.

PROPOSED PROHIBITION ORDERS: In
accordance with section 301 of FUA and
10 CFR 504.5, 504.6 and 504.8, and
subject to requests for additional
information, ERA hereby proposes to
concur in Sierra Pacific's certification
and to prohibit the Sierra Pacific
powerplants listed in the table below
from burning petroleum or natural gas,
or both, in amounts in excess of the
minimum amount necessary to maintain
reliability of operation of the units
consistent with maintaining reasonable
fuel efficiency of such mixture. The
minimum amount of petroleum or
natural gas, or both, that may be used in
the powerplants is proposed to be thirty
(30} percent of each powerplant's
respective annual operating hours. The
proposed prohibition orders are based
on proposed findings by ERA that each
of the powerplants (1) has the technical

.capability to use a mixture of petroleum

or natural gas and coal or another
alternate fuel as a primary energy
source while maintaining the ability,
from the point of fuel intake, to’
physically sustain combustion of a given
fuel and to maintain heat transfer, and
(2) that it is financially feasible to use a
mixture of petroleum or natural gas and
an alternate fuel as its primary energy
source in such powerplants. These
proposed findings are based on the
certification and supporting documents



Federal Reéister | Vol. 47, No. 124 / Monday, June 28, 1982 / Notices

27889

submitted by the proposed order.
recipient.

In the case of the proposed technical
capability finding, the two powerplants
were originally designed and
constructed for the use of coal as a fuel
and can be made fully coal capable with
some relatively minor modifications.
Slerra Pacific proposes to modify the
two powerplants to make them fully
coal capable, while retaining their
natural gas and oil capability to meet
contingency requirements. Sierra Pacific
may use an actual mixture of natural gas
or petroleum and coal or a combination
of such fuels used simultaneously or
alternately in the powerplants. See
Section 103({a)(28) of FUA,

In the case of the proposed financial
feasibility finding, the determining
factor is the powerplant owner or
operator’s ability to obtain sufficient
capital to finance the conversion. Sierra
Pacific has shown satisfactorily that it
will have the ability to obtain sufficient
capital to finance the conversions,
including all necessary land, coal and
ash handling equipment, pollution
control equipment, and all other
necessary conversion expenditures,
without violating any legal restrictions
on its ability to raise debt or equity
capital.

Sierra Pacific certified that it has
performed the cost calculations based
upon the formula provided in 10 CFR
504.12. The cost calculations formula,
which'provides a method to measure
anticipated economic benefits from
contemplated conversions, is one
method a proposed order recipient may
utilize to support its financial feasibility
certification. The calculations revealed
that the total and individual unit costs of
using & coal and petroleum or natural
gas mixture will not exceed the cost of
using imported petroleum. Therefore, the
economic benefits derived from
operation of the converted powerplants
using a coal and petroleum or natural
gas mixture are anticipated to be much
greater than those that would be derived
from the continued operation using
petroleum or natural gas exclusively.

However, Sierra Pacific’s certification
as to the financial feasibility finding is
conditioned upon two events. One event
concerns the satisfactory completion of
financing arrangements that are
acceptable to both Sierra Pacific and to
state regulatory agencies. One financing
option Sierra Pacific is considering at
this time is the issuance of short-term
debt with two-thirds of the projected
fuel cost savings to be applied to debt
retirement and one-third to be passed
through to its customers. Sierra Pacific
intends to seek Nevada State legislative

authorization of this proposed rate
treatment. '

Secondly, its financial feasibility
certification is expressly conditioned
upon ERA's waiver of the § 504.9
requirement that a proposed order
receipient will be responsible for the
costs of preparing any environmental
review documents that may arise from
ERA’s obligation to comply with NEPA.
Under § 504.9(c), whenever the bona
fide estimate of the costs associated
with NEPA compliance, if borne by the
powerplant owner or operator, would -
make the conversion financially
infeasible, ERA may waive the normal
environmental requirements imposed
upon the owner or operator in § 504.9(a)
and (b) and take responsibility for the
necessary environmental review itself.,
Sierra Pacific has asserted in its
certification and by letter of May 10,
1982, written in response to ERA’s
request for additonal information
supporting the waiver request, that,
because of the Company’s current cash
flow position, it cannot as a matter of
responsible cash flow management,
commit itself to an environmental
consulting contract incurring
approximately $90,000 (plus ancillary
expenses) for an Environmental
Assessment, particularly as the
Company is not assured of being able to
recover this outlay unless and until the
proposed conversion project is
successfully completed. To accomplish
the conversion, Sierra Pacific will
require exemptions from the Clean Air
Act, 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq., that must be
based upon FUA prohibition orders.
Without such exemptions the
conversion of the Fort Churchill units
will be prohibitively expensive and,
under § 504.6(f) of the FUA regulations,
financially infeasible. ERA has decided
to waive the normal requirements of
§ 504.9 (a) and (b) and assume the costs
of any necessary environmental review
on the behalf of Sierra Pacific.

Sierra Pacific conditioned its
certification to provide that if, within
five years of the date of issuance of this
order, Sierra Pacific (a) is unable to
enter into arrangements for financing
the conversion of the Fort Churchill
units which are satisfactory to it, (b)
fails to receive all necessary regulatory
approvals of any proposed
arrangements for financing the
conversion and of the associated rate
treatment for recovery of financing
costs, or (c) receives such regulatory
approvals, but concludes, in its sole -
discretion, that such regulatory
approvals are unsatisfactory to it, Sierra
Pacific shall so notify the Secretary, or

such other federal official as may have

' cognizant authority at the time, in

writing, and the prohibitions of this
order shall not become effective, so long
as such notification is given prior to the
effective date of the prohibitions
contained in the final order, as
permitted under 10 CFR 501.52(d),
504.5{c), and 504.8(c), which effective
date would not occur until completion of
construction and all other elements of
the compliance schedule. Furthermore,
the proposed orders, if finalized, will
contain and be subject to a prohibition
order compliance schedule, as required
by 10 CFR 504.5(d) and 501.52(c}. While
the prohibition orders, if issued, will be
final for purposes of judicial review
under section 702 of FUA, the
prohibitions contained therein will not

- become effective for purposes of

amendment under section 301(d) of
FUA, as amended, and 10 CFR 501.52(d})
of the regulations until all conditions
subsequent listed in the compliance
schedule are met. A proposed
compliance schedule submitted by
Sierra Pacific is contained in the public
record of this proceeding.

Power-
ERA Case | Generat- Megawatt :
No. ing station pg‘agl cagacity Location

52658~ Fort 1 105 | Yerington,
2330~ Chur- Nev.
01-82. chill,

52658- Fort 2 105 | Yerington,
2330~ Chur- Nev.
02-82. chill,

The public file containing the record
of this proceeding is available for
inspection at the Freedom of
Information Reading Room, DOE, 1000
Independence Avenue, S.W., Room 1E~
190, Washington, D.C. 20585, Monday
through Friday, 8:00 a.m.—4:30 p.m., (202}
252-6020.

Issued in Washington, D.C., June 18, 1982.
James W. Workman,
Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Administration,
[FR Doc. 82-17294 Filed 6-25-82; 8:15 am]
BILLING CODE 6450~01-M

[Docket No. ERA-FC-82-017; FC Case No.
55041-0731-01-12]

Proposed Modification of Order
Granting Permanent Fuels Mixture
Exemption to Brunswick Pulp and
Paper Co., Brunswick, Ga.

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, DOE.

ACTION: Notice and Proposed
Modification of Order Granting a
Permanent Fuels Mixture Exemption to
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Brunswick Pulp and Paper Company,
Brunswick, Georgia

On December 31, 1980, the Economic
Regulatory Administration (ERA} issued
an Order granting a permanent .
exemption to Brunswick Pulp and Paper
Company (Brunswick) to permit the use
of petroleum in a fuels mixture with
hydrogen in a new package boiler
(Boiler No. 5) at its Brunswick, Georgia,
facility. The Order, published in the
Federal Register on January 7, 1981, at
46 FR 1768, exempts the unit from the
prohibitions of section 202 of the
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act
of 1978, 42 U.S.C. 8301 et seq. (FUA or
the Act), which prohibits the use of
natural gas or petroleum as a primary
energy source by certain new major
fuel-burning installations.

ERA granted the permanent
exemption to Brunswick to use a fuel
mixture of hydrogen gas and not more
than 25 percent petroleum (No. 8 oil} in a
new boiler having a design heat input
rate of 198 million Btu's per hour, under
section 501.68 of the final rules in effect
at that time {45 FR 38278, June 6, 1980).

By letter dated June 1, 1982,
Brunswick requested that ERA modify
the subject Order, to permit the use of
either natural gas-or No. 6 oil in the
mixture with hydrogen as the primary
energy source for Boiler No. 5up to a
combined total of 25 percent of the total
annual Btu heat input of the primary
energy sources of the unit. Brunswick
states that more than six months after
the subject Order was granted for the
use of oil in its fuels mixture, Georgia
Natural Gas Company established a
connection between its natural gas
distribution system and Brunswick's
plant. Natural gas is now available
throughout the plant for both process
and non-process uses. Brunswick cites
this new availability of natural gas at its
plant as a significantly changed
circumstance occurring gince the
issuance of the exemption Order.
Brunswick states that granting the
modification would permit the use of
Boiler No. 5 to be more efficient, less
dependent on imported oil, provide
greater operational flexibility in
connection with other units in the
system, and have less impact on the
local environment.

Based upon its review of Brunswick’s
June 1, 1982, request and the record in
this matter, ERA, pursuant to 10 CFR
501.101, has commenced a proceeding to
modify the above described exemption
Order. ERA proposes to find that the
subsequent availability of natural gas at
the Brunswick plant is a significantly
changed material fact and circumstance
that warrants a modification of the

subject Order as provided in 10 CFR

§ 501.102(b). ERA accordingly proposes
to modify Brunswick's December 31,
1980, Order so as to permit the use of
natural gas or No. 6 oil in & mixture with
hydrogen as the primary energy source
in Boiler No. 5, up to a combined total of
25 percent of the total annual Btu heat
input of the primary energy sources of
the unit.

This Notice and Proposed
Modification will serve as notice of
ERA's proposed action to the person
upon whom the Order was served in the
original proceedings. Any person whe
was a party to the original proceedings
culminating in the Order may file a
written response to this Notice within 30
days of its publication in the Federal
Register. If ERA receives no response,
the proposed modification will become
effective, without further action on the
part of ERA, 30 days after the date of its
publication in the Federal Register.

ADDRESS: All comments should be
addressed to Department of Energy,
Economic Regulatory Administration,
Office of Fuels Programs, Case Control
Unit, GA-093, 1000 Independence
Avenue S.W., Washington, D.C. 20585,
FC Case No. 55041-0731-01-12 should be
printed on the outside of the envelope
and the document contained therein.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Edward ]. Peters, Jr., Office of Fuels
Programs, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Forrestal Building,
Room GA-073, 1000 Independence
Avenue SW,, Washington, D.C. 20585,
Telephone (202) 252-8162

Allan Stein, Esq., Office of General
Counsel, Department of Energy,
Forrestal Building, Room 6B-178, 1000

-Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, Telephone
(202) 252-2967 '

Jack Vandanberg, Office of Public
Information, Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of
Energy, Room 7120, Federal Building,
12th and Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20461, Telephone
(202) 638-8755.

Issued in Washington, D.C. June 18, 1982.
James W. Workman,

Director, Office of Fuels Programs, Economic
Regulatory Adminstration.

|FR Doc. 82-17293 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

{Docket No. QF82-153-000]

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

Cargill, Inc., Applicaﬁon for
Commission Certification of Qualifying
Status of a Cogeneration Facllity

June 22, 1982.

On June 1, 1982, Cargill, Inc., 2330
Buoy Avenue, Memphis, Tennessee
38113, filed with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
an application for certification of a
facility as a qualifying cogeneration
facility pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission’s rules.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in Memphis,
Shelby County, Tennessee. The primary
energy source of the facility will be coal.
Natural gas will be used as an ignition
fuel. The electric power production
capacity of the facility will be 20
megawatts. Steam will be discharged
from the turbine to process at a rate of
348,000 1bs./hr. Installation of the
facility will begin in November 1982. No
electric utility, electric utility holding
company or any combination thereof
has any ownership interest in the
facility.

Any person desiring to be heard or
objecting to the granting of qualifying
status should file a petition to intervene
or protest with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
204286, in accordance with 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. All such petitions or protests
must be filed on or before July 23, 1982
and must be served on the applicant.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and-are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17299 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-547-000]

Carolina Power & Light Co.; Filing

June 18, 1682.

The filing Company submits the
following;

Take notice that Carolina Power &
Light Company (CP&L) on May 24, 1982,
tendered for filing a Contract with the
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Town of Louisburg and a Notice of
Cancellation for the Service Agreement
with North Carolina Municipal Power
Agency Number 3 (Power Agency),
dated October 28, 1981. The Service
Agreement with Power Agency is no
longer necessary because services are
being provided under the Power
Coordination Agreement, dated July 30,
1981, FERC No. 121, that became
effective as of April 21, 1982,

The Contract with the Town of
Louisburg provides for the delivery of
Kerr Project power and deficiency
energy in accordance with the
Agreement between the Company and
The United States of America
Department of Energy acting by and
through Southeastern Power
Administration. The Contract being filed
is requested to be made effective April
21, 1982, wkich was the date of
termination of the full requirements
Agreement, ’

In accordance with the provisions of
the Commission's Acceptance Order,
dated October 30, 1981, of the Power
Coordination Agreement between the
Company and North Carolina Municipal
Power Agency Number 3 the Company
filed a list of twenty-one former
wholesale municipal customers who
became Participants of the Power

.Agency as of April 21, 1982. The Tariff
filings and Rate Schedule filings for the
customers are to be cancelled as of
midnight, April 21,1982,

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Sections
1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before June 30,
1982, Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17300 Filed 6-25-82; 8:48 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

{Project No. 5865-000]

David Cereghino; Notice Suspending
120-Day Period for Action on Small
Hydro Exemption
June 18, 1982.

Mr. David Cereghino has filed an

application for exemption for proposed
Cereghino Project No. 5865-000, located
on John Day Creek, near Lucille, in
Idaho County, Idaho. The application
was filed pursuant to Section 408 of the
Energy Security Act of 1980 and Section
4.101 et seq. of the Commission's
regulations.

Having determined that additional
time is necessary for action on the
application in order to ensure full
consideration of all information and
comments that have been received, the
120-day period for Commission action is
suspended pursuant to Section
4.105(b)(5)(iv).

By direction of the Commission.

Lois D. Cashell,

* Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17316 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M .

[Docket No. RP78-20-000]

Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.;
Requested Waiver of Crediting
Procedures

June 18, 1982,

Take notice that on January 20, 1982,
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia), through a Cost
Verification Committee (CVC]),
requested waiver of the crediting
provisions established in Opinion Nos.
101 and 101-A.

In Opinion Nos. 101 and 101-A the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(FERC) determined that Baltimore Gas
and Electric Company (Baltimore) and
Washington Gas Light (Washington)
should be reimbursed by Columbia for
certain costs incurred as a result of the

" introduction of revaporized liquefied

natural gas (LNG]) into Baltimore and
Washington’s systems, and that
Columbia, in turn would allocate and
recoup those costs pro rata from all of
its wholesale customers including
Baltimore and Washington. In addition,
the Opinions required that CVC be
established to monitor, verify and
screen all LNG conversion costs of
Columbia’s direct wholesale customers
either incurred subsequent to March 31,
1979, or incurred prior to that date but

not considered in the Initial Decision in -

this proceeding.

The CVC recommended that
reimbursement be made to Washington
in the amount of $261,150 and to
Baltimore in the amount of $1,507,864,
plus interest to both, up to the date of

_reimbursement.

Furthermore, the CVC suggested that
Columbia employ a one-time crediting
procedure to the wholesale customers’

bills, in lieu of the procedure established
in the Opinions of crediting customers’-
bills over a 12 month period. In addition,
the company and the CVC estimate that
the customers will be saved
approximately $250,000 in carrying
charges through the use of the one-time
credit methodology.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with Sections
1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10}. All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before June 28,
1982. Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F, Plumb,

Secretary. .
[FR Doc. 82-17317 Filed 68-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6296-000)

City of Dover; Application for License
{5 MW or Less)

June 21, 1982,

Take notice that the City of Dover
(Applicant) filed on May 5, 1982, an
application for license [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)—
825(r)] for construction and operation of
a water power project to be known as
the Waldron Dam Project No. 6296. The
project would be located on the Cocheco
River in Strafford County, New
Hampshire. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: James
M. Rea, East Coast Engineering, P.O.
Box 25, Barrington, New Hampshire
03825. ’

Project Description—The proposed

' project would consist of: (1) the existing

Waldron Dam, a concrete gravity
structure with a height of 18 feet and 290
feet long; (2) a reservoir having a surface
area of 54 acres, a storage capacity of
236 acre-feet and a normal pool
elevation of 108.44 feet (NGVD); (3) a
new headgate; (4) a new powerhouse
consisting of one generating unit having
a capacity of 180 kW; (5) an existing
tailrace; (6)-a new 12.47-kV transmission
line 250 feet long; (7) appurtenant
facilities. The dam is owned by the State
of New Hampshire Water Resources

"Board. The Applicant estimates the
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annual energy production would be
780,000 kWh and that the total project
cost would be $250,000.

Purpose of Project—All project energy
would be sold to the Public Service
Company of New Hampshire.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are requested to provide
comments pursuant to the Federal
Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the National Historic
Preservation Act, the Historical and
Archeological Preservation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub,
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable
statutes. No other formal requests for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file comments within the time set
below, it will be presumed to have no
comments.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before August 27, 1982, either the
competing application itself [See 18 CFR
4.33 (a) and (d)} or a natice of intent [See
18 CFR 4.33 (b) and (c)] to file a
competing application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file an acceptable
competing application no later than the
time specified in 4.33(c) or 4.101 et. seq.
(1981).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 7, 1982,
" Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filing must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE?", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice

Kenneth F. Plumb, »
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17301 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6326-000]

Energenics Systems Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

June 22, 1982.

Take notice that Energenics Systems
Inc. (Applicant) filed on May 12, 1982, an
application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a})-825(r)] for Project No. 6326
to be known as the Kanopolis Dam
Project near Ellsworth, Kansas located
on the Smoky Hill River in Ellsworth
County, Kansas. The application is on
file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Granville J.
Smith II, President, Energenics Systems
Inc., 1717 K Street, NW., Suite 706,
Washington, D.C. 20006.

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize an existing U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ dam and
reservoir. Project No. 6326 would consist
of: (1} an existing conduit; (2) a proposed
penstock 7.5 feet in diameter and 225
feet long which will be connected to the
existing conduit; (3) a proposed
powerhouse at the end of the proposed
penstock housing a single generator/
turbine with an installed capacity of
1,300 kW; (4) a proposed transmission
line less than 4 miles long to be
connected with the Central Telephone
and Utilities Company; and (5)
appurtenant facilities. Applicant
estimates the annual energy output to be
approximately 5.4 GWh.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under

'ermit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. In
addition, historic and recreational

aspects of the project would be
determined, along with the consultation
with Federal, State and local agencies
for information, comments and
recommendations relevant to the

project. The Applicant estimates that the
cost of the studies would be $30,000. )

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before September
27,1982, the competing application itself
[see 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 30, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments,

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules and Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but

* only those who file a petition to

intervene in accordance with the .
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982,
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION”,
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
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Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary. _
[FR Doc. 82-17318 Filed 6-26-62; 845 am) .

" BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

{Project No. 6324-000)

Energenics Systems Inc.; Application
for Preliminary Permit

June 22, 1982. .

Take notice that Energenics Systems
Inc. (Applicant) filed on May 12, 1982, an
application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project No. 6324
to be known as the Earthquake Lake
Hydroelectric Project near West
Yellowstone, Montana, located on the
Madison River in Madison County,
Montana. The application is on file with
the Commission and is available for
public inspection. Correspondence with
the Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Granville J. Smith II, President,
Energenics Systems Inc., 1717 K Street,
NW.,, Suite 706, Washington, D.C. 20006.

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize an existing U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ dam and
reservoir. Project No. 6324 would consist
of: {1) an existing spillway; (2) a
proposed penstock, connected to the
existing spillway, which will be 12 feet
in diameter and 4,300 feet long; (3) a
proposed powerhouse at the end of the
proposed penstock housing a single
generator/turbine with an installed
capacity of approximately 20 MW; (4) a
proposed transmission line 18 miles long
interconnecting with the Fall River
Electric Company; (5) appurtenant
facilities. Applicant estimates the
annual energy production to be
approximately 115 GWh.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. In
addition, historic and recreational
aspects of the project would be

determined, along with the consultation
with Federal, State, and local agencies
for information, comments and
recommendations relevant to the
project. The Applicant estimates that the

- cost of the studies would be $100,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before September
27,1982, the competing application itself
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be

_accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing,-or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 30, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Application for licensing or
exemption from licensing must be filed
in accordance with the Commission’s
regulations [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. or
4.101 et seq. (1981), as appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intefvene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive

" Documents—Any filings must bear in all

capital letters the title “COMMENTS"”,
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION", or
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,"” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.

Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, NE., Room 208
RB at the above address. A copy of any
notice of intent, competing application,

" or petition to intervene must also be

served upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F, Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-17319 Filed 6-26-82; &45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-4

[Docket No. ER82-146~0001]

Commonwealth Edison Co.;
Compliance Filing

June 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following:

Take notice that on June 10, 1982,
Commonwealth Edison Company filed a
refund compliance report pursuant to
the Commission’s order of May 10, 1982,
Denying Application for Rehearing in
Part and Granting Application in Part, in
Docket Nos. ER82-146-002 and ER82~
146-003.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file comments
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, on or
before July 7, 1982. Comments will be
considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17302 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-596-000]

Deimarva Power & Light Co; Filing

June 21, 1982.

The filing Company submits the
following: .

Take notice that Delmarva Power &
Light Company (Delmarva) on June 14,
1982, tendered for filing a Service
Agreement dated May 27, 1982, with the
Mayor and Council of Berlin, Maryland
(Berlin). The Service Agreement
provides for generation by Berlin of part
of its electric service requirements and
for the sale by Delmarva of electric
energy at wholesale to Berlin under the
applicable Delmarva Resale Service
Schedule on file with this Commission
or any effective superseding rate
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schedule. The Service Agreement
supersedes and cancels the agreement
for wholesale electric service between
Delmarva and Berlin effective on
November 1, 1976.

The Service Agreement was entered
into at the request of Berlin to give the
Town greater flexibility in its "“peak-
shaving” efforts.

Delmarva requests an effective date of
May 27, 1982, and therefore requests
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements.

Copies of the filing were served on
Berlin, the Maryland Public Service
Commissicn, and each of Delmarva'’s
other resale customers.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before July 7, 1982.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection,

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-17303 Filed 6-25-82; 6:46 em) '
BILLING CODE 6717-03-M

[Project No. 6349-000]

Goldenwest Power; Application for
Preliminary Permit

June 21, 1982.

Take notice that Goldenwest Power
(Applicant) filed on May 20, 1982, an
application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r}] for Project No. 6349
to be known as the Mill Creek Project
located on Mill Creek, near Los Molinos,
in Tehama County, California. The
application is on file with the )
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. E,
H. Ochinero, 2811 Bechelli Lane,
Redding, California 96002,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a 15-foot-
high natural fill-and-concrete diversion
dam; (2) a 50-foot-long, 108-inch-
diameter steel penstock; (3) a
powerhouse containing one generating
unit rated at 500 kW; and (4) a one-mile-

long, 12-kV transmission line, The
average annual energy generation is
estimated to be 4.6 million kWh.

Purposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time it would
conduct engineering, economic,
environmental, and feasibility studies,
and prepare an FERC license
application. No new roads would be
required to conduct the studies. The cost
of the work to be done under the
preliminary permit is $45,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before August 27,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
9, 1981.]

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 27, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than
October 26, 1982,

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.

- (A copy of the application may be

obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,

protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 27, 1982,
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS”,
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO

‘INTERVENE", as applicable, and the

Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17304 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6334-000]

froquois Manufacturing Co., Inc.;
Application for Preliminary Permit

June 22, 1982,

Take notice that Iroquois
Manufacturing Co., Inc. (Applicant) filed
on May 14, 1982, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-
825(r)] for Project No. 8334 to be known
as the Iroquois Project located on
Patrick Brook in Chittenden County,
Hinesburg, Vermont. The application is
on file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Dale Dawson,
President, c/o Iroquois Manufacturing
Co., Inc., Hinesburg, Vermont 05461.

. Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) an existing
earth-fill and concrete dam which is 20-
foot-high, 85-foot-wide, and is owned by
the Applicant; (2) an existing reservoir
with a surface area of 0.1 acre at an
elevation of 653-feet NGVD; (3)
proposed headworks; (4) a proposed 2-
foot-diameter, 500-foot-long penstock;
{5) a proposed powerhouse containing
one turbine-generator unit with a rated
capacity of 75-kW; (6) a proposed
tailrace; (7) a proposed 500-foot-long
transmission line; and (8) appurtentant

.
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facilities. The average annual generation
of 150,000 kWh would be used to
operate the Iroquois Manufacturing
plant and/or sold to Green Mountain
Power Company or Vermont Electric Co-
operative. .

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 24
months during which time Applicant
would investigate project design
alternatives, financial feasibility,
environmental effects of project
construction and operation, and project
power potential. Depending upon the
outcome of the studies, the Applicant
would decide whether to proceed with
an application for FERC license.
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
studies under permit would be $11,155.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before September
27, 1982, the competing application itself
[see 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 30, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations [see 18 CFR
4.30 et seq: or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
{A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules and Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980),
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
*“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

(FR Doo. 82-17320 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-468-000]

Kansas City Power and Light Co.;
Order Accepting for Filing and
Suspending Revised Rates, Granting
Intervention Denying Motions To
Reject, Directing Summary
Disposition, and Establishing Price
Squeeze and Hearing Procedures

Issued: June 18, 1982.

On April 21, 1982, Kansas City Power
and Light Company (KCP&L) tendered
for filing revised rates for service to 15
wholesale customers.! The proposed
rates would increase revenues by
approximately $978,904 (5.92%) based on
the calendar 1981 test year. KCP&L
requests an effective date of June 20,
1982, for the revised rates.

Notice of KCP&L's filing was issued
on April 29, 1982, with comments due on
or before May 18, 1982. On May 13, 1982,
Missouri Power & Light Company
(MP&L) filed a petition to intervene,
noting that the same issues presented in
a pending proceeding involving KCP&L's
prior wholesale rate filing are involved
in the instant docket. MP&L also
expresses its intention to raise
additional issues concerning KCP&L's
demand ratchet and integrated billing,
and requests a five month suspension
period in order to allow MP&L to obtain
approval from the Missouri Public

! See Attachment A for customers and rate
schedule designations.

Service Commission to increase its retail
rates to cover the amount of the
wholesale rate increases from KCP&L.
MP&L claims that a minimum
suspension period of thirty days is
necessary.

On May 18, 1982, the Kansas Electric -
Power Cooperative, Inc. and its two
member-systems served by KCP&L,
Coffey County Rural Electric
Cooperative.Association, Inc., and
United Electric Cooperative, Inc.
(Cooperatives), filed a petition to
intervene, motion to reject, request for
maximum suspension, and request to
institute price squeeze proceedings. The
Cooperatives request rejection of the
filing on the grounds that it is patently
discriminatory. In support of their
request for a five month suspension, the
Cooperatives address the following
issues: (1) capital structure and rate of
return, (2) working capital, (3) rate case
expense, (4) allocation of demand costs,
(5) revenue credit, (6) construction work
in progress, and {7) demand ratchet.

On May 18, 1982, the Kansas and
Missouri municipal electric customers
{Municipal Customers) filed a protest,
petition to intervene, and motion to
reject. In support of their pleading, the
Muncipal Customers raise the following
issues: (1) improper demand allocation,
(2) improper pollution control
construction work in progress, (3}
excessive cash working capital, (4)
overstated coal and oil stocks and
improper inclusion of prepaid taxes and
unamortized rate case expense in rate
base, (5) excessive regulatory expense,
(8) improper transmission allocation, (7)
improper adjustment for the termination
of 300 MW sales to Associated Electric
Cooperative, (8) excessive rate of return
and improper capitalization, and (9)
price squeeze. )

On June 2, 1982, KCP&L filed an
answer to the protests. KCP&L opposes
rejection of the filing, opposes a five
month suspension on grounds that its
cost of service supports an increase
greater than that actually requested, and
suggests that the price squeeze issue be
phased in accordance with the
Commission’s usual procedure.

Discussion

The Commission finds that
participation in this proceeding by the
petitioners is in the public interest.
Accordingly, the petitions to intervene
will be granted. _

Having considered the pleadings as
well as KCP&L's submittal, we find that
the proposed rates should not be
summarily rejected inasmuch as the
submittal substantially complies with
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the Commission filing requirements. 2 As
to the Cooperatives contention that
KCP&L's proposed rates are patently
discriminatory, we believe the more
appropriate course, consistent with that
generally taken by the Commission, is to
consider these matters on the basis of
an evidentiary hearing. Accorgingly, we
shall deny the motions to reject, and as
to the price squeeze allegations, we
shall institute phased proce¢dings in
accordance with Commission policy and
practicae established in Arkansas
Power and Light Company, Docket No.
ER79-339 (August 6, 1979).

We note that KCP&L's filing does not
comply with section 35.25 of the
Commission’s regulations and Order No.
144-A in that KCP&L's has failed to
normalize all timing differences required
therin. Therefore, we shall require
KCP&L to file revised rates and cost of
service statements, which reflect tax
normalization procedures consistent
with Order No. 144~-A and section 35.25
of the regulations.®

The Commission also notes that
KCP&L has used tax normalization for
the allowance for funds used during
construction (AFUDC) without reflecting
a corresponding rate base reduction for
the accumulated deferred income taxes
associated with such normalization.
Order Nos. 144 and 144-A require that
the rate base of an applicant using tax
normalization must be reduced by the
amount of accumulated deferred income
taxes related to the items for which tax
normalization is claimed. Accordingly,
consistent with the Commission’s order
in United Electric Company, Docket No.
ER81-450-000 (uly 2, 1981), KCP&L in
refiling its rates will be required to
reduce its rate base by the amount of
accumulated deferred taxes associated
with tax normalization of AFUDC.

Our preliminary review indicates that
KCP&L's proposed rates have not been
shown to be just and reasonable and
may be unjust, unreasonable, unduly
discriminatory or preferential, or
otherwise unlawful. Accordingly, we
shall accept the proposed rates for filing,
as modified by summary disposition,
and we shall suspend them as ordered
below.

We recently addressed the
Commission’s suspension policy in West
Texas Utilities Company, Docket No.
ER82-23-000 (February 26, 1982). As
explained there, where our preliminary
review suggests that increased rates
may be unjust, and unreasonable, but
may not be substanially excessive as

2See Municipal Light Boards of Reading and
Wakefield, Massachusetts v. FPC, 450 F. 2d 1341
{D.C. Cir, 1871).

3 See Wisconsin Electric Power Company, Docket
No. ER82-347-000 (April 13, 1982).

described in West Texas, we shall
suspend the rates for one day, Where
however, as here, preliminary
examination indicates that the rates
may be substantially excessive, we shall
suspend for the maximum period.
Because we find that the proposed rates
may yield substantially excessive ~
revenues, we shall suspend the rates for
five months, permitting the rates to take
effect subject to refund on November 21,
1982.

The Commission orders:

(A) The motions to reject KCP&L's
filing are hereby denied.

(B) KCP&L's proposed rates are
hereby accepted for filing, as modified
by Paragraph (C) below, and are
suspended for five months from sixty
days after filing to become effective,
subject to refund, on November 21, 1982.

(C) Summary disposition is hereby
ordered with respect to KCP&L's failure
to reflect full tax normalization of all
timing differences as required in Order
No. 144-A and failure to make a ratae
base reduction to correspond with its
tax normalization of AFUDC. KCP&L is
hereby ordered to file, within thirty (30)
days of this order, revised rates and
revised cost of service statements
consistent with these determinations.

(D) Pursuant to the authority
contained in and subject to the
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
section 402(a) of the DOE Act and by the
Federal Power Act, particularly sections

. 205 and 206 thereof, and pursuant to the

Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure and the regulations under the
Federal Power Act (18 CFR, Chapter I), a
public hearing shall be held concerning
the justness and reasonableness of
KCP&L's rates.

(E) The petitioners are hereby
permitted to intervene in this proceeding
subject to the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure and the
regulations under the Federal Power
Act; Provided, however, That
participation by such intervenors shall
be limited to the matters set forth in the
petitions to intervene; and Provided
further, That the admission of such
intervenors shall not be construed as
recognition by the Commission that they
might be aggrieved by an order or orders
entered by the Commission is this
proceeding.

{(F) We hereby order initiation of price
squeeze procedures and further order
that the proceeding be phased so that
the price squeeze procedures begin after
issuance of a Commission opinion
establishing the rate which, but for
consideration of price squeeze, would be
just and reasonable. The presiding judge

“may order a change in this schedule for

good cause. The price squeeze portion of
this case shall be governed by the
procedures set forth in section 2.17 of
the Commission’s regulations as they
may be modified prior to the initiation of
the price squeeze phase of this
proceeding.

(G) The Commission staff shall serve
top sheets in this proceeding on or
before July 7, 1982.

(H) A presiding administrative law
judge, to be designated by the Chief
Administrative Law Judge, shall
convene a conference in this proceeding
to be held within approximately fifteen
(15) days after service of top sheets, in a
hearing room of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426. The presiding judge is authorized
to stablish procedural dates and to rule
on all motions {except motions to
consolidate or sever and motions to
dismiss) as provided for in the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. .

(I) The Secretary shall promptly
publish this order in the Federal
Register.

By the Commission.
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.

ATTACHMENT A.—KANSAS CITY POWER &
LIGHT Co.

[Docket No. ER82-468-000; Rate Schedule Designations]

Supet- .
Supple- s?ha;?i- asdp:re
ment o 0 supple- Other party
No. . No ment
g No.
FPC
No.
14 69 13 | Cotiey County REC.
12 73 11 | Missouri Power & Light
Company.
13 74 12 | Missouri Public Service
Company.
12 76 1t | City of Prescott
16 ” 15 | City of Osawatomie.
17 78 16 | City of Garnett.
8 79 7 | City of Gardner.
] 82 8 | City of Pomona.
19 83 18 | City of Marshali.
10 84 9 | United Electric
Cooperative, inc.
FERC
No.
15 a5 14 | City of Baldwin City.
15 86 14 | City of Carroliton.
5 87 4 | City of Salisbury.
10 90 8 | City of Ottawa.
4 91 3 | City of Higginsvitie.

[FR Doc. 82-17321 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Project No. 2911-004] ,

Ketchikan Public Utilities, Alaska
Power Authority; Application for
Transfer of License

June 22, 1962.

Take notice that Ketchikan Public
Utilities and the Alaska Power
Authority (Applicants) filed on May 26,
1982, an application for transfer of the
license for the Swan Lake Project No.
2911 from Ketchikan Public Utilities to
the Alaska Power Authority. The project
is located on Falls Creek near

Ketchikan, Alaska. Applicants state that .

Ketchikan Public Utilities will be given a
contract to complete project
construction and operate and maintain
the project. Correspondence with the
Applicants should be directed to: Robert
E. Arnold, Ketchikan Public Utilities,
P.O. Box 730, Ketchikan, Alaska 99901;
and Eric P. Yould, Executive Director,
Alaska Power Authority, 334 W. 5th
Ave., Anchorage, Alaska 99501, ~

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Pelitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 {1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before September 30,
1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS,"
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
' copy of any petition to intervene must

"Association line near the site; and (4)

. for information, comments and

the Commission, on or before August 30,
1962, the competing application itself, or

also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first

paragraph of this notice. a notice of intent to file such an
Kenneth F. Plumb, application {see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
Secretary. (1981)).

Competing Applications—This
application was filed as a competing
application to Maintenance Consultants,
Inc.’s application for Project No. 5405
filed on September 24, 1981. Public

notice of the filing of the initial
Leech Lake Reservation Business application, which has already been

Committee; Application for Preliminary  giyen established the due date for filing

Permit competing applications or notices of
June 22, 1982, intent. In accordance with the

Take notice that the Leech Lake Commission’s regulations, no competing
Reservation Business Committee application for preliminary permit, or
(Applicant) filed on March 29, 1982, an notices of intent to file an application
application for preliminary permit for preliminary permit or license will be
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16  accepted for filing in response to this
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project No. 6139  notice. Any application for license or
to be known as the Lake Winnibigoshish ~exemption from licensing, or notice of
Hydropower Project located on the intent to file an exemption application,
Mississippi River near the town of Deer  must be filed in accordance with the
River in the Counties of Cass and Itasca, Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
Minnesota. The application is on file 4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
with the Commission and is available appropriate].
for pubic inspection. Correspondence Agency Comments—Federal, State,
with the Applicant should be directed and local agencies are invited to submit
to: Mr, Hartley White, Post Office Box comments on the described application.
308, Cass Lake, Minnesota 56633. (A copy of the application may be

Project Description—The proposed obtained by agencies directly from the
project would utilize an existing U.S. Applicant.) If an agency does not file
Army Corps of Engineer’'s dam and comments within the time set below, it
reservoir. Project No. 6139 would consist , will be presumed to have no comments.
of: (1) a proposed powerhouse and Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
penstock, with the penstock running Intervene—Anyone may submit
through the earth dike just beyond the comments, a protest, or a petition to
spillway; (2) the proposed installation of intervene in accordance with the
one 700 kW generator/turbine and one requirements of the Rules of Practice
300 kW generator/turbine to provide a and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
total installed capacity of 1 MW; (3) a In determining the appropriate action to
proposed transmission line to run from take, the Commission will consider all
the powerhouse to a United Power protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,"”
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, NE., Room 208

[FR Doc. §2-17322 Filed 6-36-82; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6139-000]

appurtenant facilities. The Applicant
estimates the annual energy production
of the proposed project to be 6.0 GWh.
Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the -
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. In
addition, historic and recreational
aspects of the project would be
determined, along with the consultation
with Federal, State, and local agencies

recommendations relevant to the -
project. The Applicant estimates that the
cost of the studies would be $43,000.
Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
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RB at the above address. A copy of any
petition to intervene must also be served
upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17323 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am}

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6019-000]

Mason County Public Utility District
No. 1; Application for Preliminary
Permit ¢

June 18, 1982. .

Take notice that Mason County Public
Utility District No. 1 (Applicant) filed on
February 23, 1982, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791{a)—
825(r)] for Project No. 6019 to be known
as the Waketickeh Creek Hydroelectric
Project located on the Waketickeh
Creek in Mason County, Washington.
The application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
John Robertson, Manager, Public Utility
District No. 1 of Mason County, Route 1,
Box 555 Shelton, Washington 98584.

Project Description-—The proposed
project would consist of: {1) A 50-foot-
long, 10 to 15-foot-high diversion
structure; (2} a 5,300-foot-long, 2.5-foot-
diameter steel penstock; (3) a
powerhouse with an installed capacity
of 1,200 kW; and (4) a 0.2-mile long, 12-
kV transmission line from the
powerhouse to an existing transmission
line owned by Mason County Public
Utility District No. 1.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 24
months, during which it would conduct
the technical, environmental and
economic studies, and also prepare an
FERC license application. The Applicant
estimates the cost of undertaking these
studies would be $180,000.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before August 23,
1982, the competing application itself, or
a notice of intent to file such an
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq.
(1981)); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November
91981.]

'This notice supersedes the Notice issued on
March 186, 1982

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 23, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Any application for license
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations (see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate).

Submission of a timely notice of intent
to file an application for preliminary
permit, allows an interested person to
file an acceptable competing application
for preliminary permit no later than
October 22, 1982.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
{A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the.
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 {1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 23, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,”
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION,"”
“COMPETING APPLICATION,”
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB, at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative

of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 82-17306 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]

SILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6120-000]

McDowell Forest Products, Inc.;
Application for License (5 MW or Less)

June 18, 1982,

Take notice that McDowell Forest
Products, Inc. (Applicant) filed on March
23, 1982, an application for license
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791{a)-825(r}] for construction
and operation of a water power project
to be known as the Camp Creek Power
Project No. 6120. The project would be
located on Camp Creek near the town of
Pulga in Butte County, California. The
proposed project would affect United
States lands within the Plumas National
Forest. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Bruce McDowell, McDowell Forest
Products, Inc., P.O. Box 131,
Taylorsville, California 95983,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) A 4-foot- -
high diversion structure; (2) a 34-inch-
diameter intake pipe diverting water
from a natural pool of water at the base
of a 40-foot-high waterfall; (3) a fish
screen; (4} a 34-inch-diameter, 1,200-

-foot-long penstock; (5) a powerhouse

with a total installed capacity of 990
kW; (8) a concrete tailrace; and (7) a
600-foot-long, 12-kV transmission line
interconnecting with an existing PG&E
transmission line. The Applicant
estimates that the average annual output
would be 4,778 MWh.

Purpose of Project—The power
produced by the proposed project would
be sold to the Pacific Gas and Electric
Company.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are requested to provide
comments pursuant to the Federal
Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the National Historic
Preservation Act, the Historical and
Archeological Pregervation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub.
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable
statutes. No other formal requests for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
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not file comments within the time set
below, it will be presumed to have no
comments,

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before August 19, 1982, either the
competing application itself [see 18 CFR
4.33(a) and (d)] or a notice of intent [See
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c)] to file a.
competing application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an .
interested person to file an acceptable
competing application no later than the
time specified in § 4.33(c) or § 4.101 et
seq. (1981).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene-——Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules and Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 19, 1982,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”,
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An"
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F, Plumb;
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17307 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE €717-01-M

[Project No. 5792-001]

Lawrence J. McMurtrey and Jay R.
Bingham; Application for Exemption
for Smali Hydroelectric Power Project
Under 5 MW Capacity

June 22, 1982.

Take notice that on May 14, 1982,
Lawrence J. McMurtrey and Jay R.
Bingham filed an application under
Section 408 of the Enerdy Security Act of
1980 (Act) (18 U.S.C. 2705 and 2708 as
amended), for exemption of a proposed
hydroelectric project from licensing
under Part I of the Federal Power Act.
The proposed small hydroelectric
project (Project No. §792) would be
located on Lime Creek near Darrington
in Snohomish County, Washington. The
proposed project would affect U.S. lands
in Mt. Baker National Forest.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Lawrence J.
McMurtrey, 12122 196th N.E., Redmond,
Washington 98052,

- Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a 2.5-foot-
high concrete diversion structure; (2) a
6,840-foot-long, 42-inch-diameter steel
penstock; (3) a powerhouse with a total
installed capacity of 5,000 kW; and (4) a
20-mile-long, 12.5-kV transmission line
interconnecting with an existing 12.6-kV
transmission line owned and operated
by Puget Sound Power and Light
Company. The Applicant estimates that
the average annual energy output would
be 25.122 GWh.

Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Service, the Washington
Department of Fisheries, and the
Washington Department of Game are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within
60 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or to otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.
Other Federal, State, and local agencies

are requested to provide any comments
they may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 60 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

Competing Applications—Any
qualified license applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before August-
9, 1982, either the competing license
application that proposes to develop at
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or
notice of intent to file such a license
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows aff interested
person to file the competing license
application no later than 120 days from
the date that comments, protests, etc.
are due. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted.

A notice of intent must conform with
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and
(c) (1980). A competing license
application must conform with the .
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d}
(1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 9, 1982,

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title *COMMENTS,"”
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION,”
*“COMPETING APPLICATION,"
“PROTEST,"” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E,
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
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Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Keanneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17324 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6147-000]

Modesto Irrigation District; Application
for Exemption of Small Conduit
Hydroelectric Facllity

June 21, 1982,

Take notice that on March 30, 1982,
the Modesto Irrigation District
(Applicant} filed an application, under
Section 30 of the Federal Power Act
(Act) [16 U.S.C. 823(a), for exemption of
a proposed hydroelectric project from
requirements of Part I of the Act. The
proposed Stone Drop Project (FERC
Project No. 6147) would be located on
the Modesto Lower Main Canal near the
City of Waterford in Stanislaus County,
California. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. A.
Less DeLano, Senior Civil Engineer,
Modesto Irrigation District, P.O. Box
4060, Modesto, California 95352.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) A weir in
the existing Modesto Lower Main Canal
owned and operated by the Applicant;
{2) a 66-inch-diameter, 15-foot-long steel
penstock; (3) a powerehouse with a total
installed capacity of 500 kW; (4) a 66-
inch-diameter, 15-foot-long draft tube
discharging the powerhouse effluent into
the canal; and (5) a 600-foot-long, 12-kV
transmission line interconnecting with
an existing transmission line owned by
the Applicant. The Applicant estimates
that the average annual energy output
would be 1,872 MWh.

Purpose of Project—The power
produced by the proposed project would
increase the existing generating capacity
of the Applicant.

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Service, and the California
Department of Fish and Game are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 30 of the Act, to submit within
45 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments

concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none,
Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide comments they
may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 45 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency’'s
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant’s representatives.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of its Rules of Practice and
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In
determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 6, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,”
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,"” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17305 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 3342-002]

New Hampshire Hydro Associates;
Application for License (5 MW or Less)

June 21, 1982,

Take notice that New Hampshire
Hydro Associates (Applicant) filed on
February 22, 1982, an application for
license [pursuant to the Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for
construction and operation of a water
power project to be known as Penacook
Lower Falls Hydroelectric Project No.
3342. The project would be located on
Contoocook River near Concord/
Boscawen, in Merrimack County, New
Hampshire. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Richard A. Norman, New Hampshire
Hydro Associates, 110 Tremont Street,
Boston, Masachusetts 02108,

Project Description—The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) Rgconstruction of the existing
Penacook Lower Falls Dam; (2) a new
reservoir with an 8.4-acre surface area,
and a usuable storage capacity of 54
acre feet; (3) a proposed concrete,
diversion spillway with three 9.5 feet
wide by 10.0 feet high timber gates and
seven timber stoplog gates; (4) a
proposed concrete gravity auxiliary
spillway, 316 feet long and a main
concrete spillway, gated, and 106 feet
long; (5) a proposed forebay, 70 feet
long; (6) a proposed concrete
powerhouse containing a single
generating unit with an installed
capacity of 4,110 kW; (7} a proposed
tailrace excavated in rock, 700 feet long;
(8) existing 34.5-kV transmission lines;
and (9) appurtenant facilities. The
Applicant estimates that the average
annual energy output would be 15.4
GWh. The existing project facilities are
owned by Allied Leather.

Purpose of Project—Project energy
will be sold to a member utility of the
New England Power Pool.

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies that receive this
notice through direct mailing from the
Commission are requested to provide
comments pursuant to the Federal
Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, the Endangered
Species Act, the National Historic
Preservation Act, the Historical and
Archeological Preservation Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub.
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable
statutes. No other formal request for
comments will be made.

Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
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issuance of a license. A copy of the
application may be obtained directly
from the Applicant. If an agency does
not file coments within the time set
below, it will be presumed to have no
comments. )

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before August 27, 1982, either the
competing application itself [See 18 CFR
4.33(a) and (d)] or a notice of intent [See
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c)] to file a
competing application. Submission of a
timely notice of intent allows an
interested person to file an acceptable
competing application no later than the
time specified in § 4.33(c) or § 4.101 et
seq. (1981).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions fo intervene must
be received on or before August 27, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,”
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION,”
*COMPETING APPLICATION,"”
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,"” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by previding the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17308 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

(Project No. 5896-000]

The City of Rome, New York;
Application for Peliminary Permit

June 22, 1982.

Take notice that the City of Rome,
New York (Applicant) filed on January
19, 1982, an application for preliminary
permit [pursuant to the Federal Powder
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project
No. 5898 to be known as the Taberg
Project located on the East Branch of
Fish Creek in Oneida County, New
York. The application is on file with the
Commission and is available for public
inspection. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Frank Clark, City Engineer, City Hall,
Rome, New York 13340.

Project Description—The proposed,
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) the Applicant’s existing Kessigner
Dam, 240 feet long and 32 feet high, with
a 135-foot long spillway; (2) an
impoundment covering 5 acres with
negligible storage; {3) a new gatehouse
and intake structure; (4) a new 30-foot
long, 8-foot diameter penstock; (5) a new
powerhouse containing turbine/
generator units with a capacity of 475 to
575 kW operating under a head of 15-19
feet; (6) a new tailrace; and (7) a new
switchyard and new transmission
facilities. )

The average annual generation of 2.0-
2.6 million kWh would be sold to
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction.
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 3
years, during which time it would
perform surveys and geological

* investigations, determine the economic

feasibility of the project, reach final
agreement on sale of project power,
secure financing commitments, consult
with Federal, State, and local
government agencies concerning the
potential environmental effects of the
project, and prepare an application for
FERC license, including an
environmental report. Applicant,
estimates the cost of studies under the
permit would be $39,000. .

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before September
27, 1982, the competing application itself
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981}]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to

submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 30, 1882, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To

. Intervene—Anyone may submit

comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition-to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—~Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “*COMMENTS,”
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION,”
“COMPETING APPLICATION,”
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82~17315 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Docket No. GP82-42-000]

State of Oklahoma, Section 102 NGPA
Determination, Pioneer Production
Corp., Thelma Brown No. 1-21 Well,
Okia. Docket No. 8801, J.D. No. 81~
31003; Petition To Reopen Final Well
Category Determination

June 22, 1982.

On June 7, 1982, Pioneer Production
Corporation (Pioneer) filed with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission) a petition to reopen a
final well category determination for the
Thelma Brown No. 1-21 well in
Cimarron County, Oklahoma pursuant
to the Commission’s authority under the
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978, 15 U.S.C.
3301-3432 (Supp. IV 1979) (NGPA).

On May 13, 1981, the Commission
received an affirmative determination
from the Oklahoma Corporation
Commission (OCC) that the above-
referenced well qualifies as a new
onshore well under section 102 of the
NGPA. This determination became final
on June 27, 1981 pursuant to § 275.202(a)
of the Commission’s regulations (18 CFR
275.202(a)). OCC made the affirmative
section 102 determination based, in part,
on Pioneer’s statement that there was no
marker well within 2.5 miles of the
Thelma Brown No. 1-21 well. It has now
come to Pioneer's attention that at least
one of the wells located within 2.5 miles
of the Thelma Brown No. 1-21 well is a
marker well. Pioneer states that initial
deliveries to Panhandle Eastern Pipe
Line Company have not yet occurred.

With respect to the question of
refunds arising out of this request for
withdrawal of the subject well category
determination, notice is hereby given
that the question of whether refunds,
plus interest as computed under
§ 154.102(d) of the Commission’s
regulation, will be required is a matter
subject to review and final
determination of the Commission.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this petition should file July 28,
1982, with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, a protest or a petition to intervene
in accordance with § 1.8 and § 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure. All protests filed with the
Commission will be considered, but will
not make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to the proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
must file a petition to intervene in

accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17310 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am|]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ES82-62-000]

Pacific Power & Light Co.; Application

June 22, 1982.

Take notice that on June 14, 1962,
Pacific Power & Light Company filed an
Application pursuant to Section 204 of
the Federal Power Act, seeking authority
to issue multiple series of its First
Mortgage Bonds of at least $25,000,000
per series and that all series will
aggregate not more than $200,000,000,
via negotiated placement. The bonds
would carry fixed or variable interest
rates depending on market conditions at
the time of issue. The last series would
be issued by December 31, 1983.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
Application should, on or before July 12,
1982, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20428, petitions or protests in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). The
Application is on file and available for
public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17309 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am
BILLING CODE 6717-03-M

[Project No. 5795-000)

Resource Investment, Inc. Suspending
120-Day Period For Action on Small
Hydro Exemption

June 18, 1982

Resource Investment, Inc. has filed an
application for exemption for the
proposed Project No. 5795, located on
the Sand Creek in California. The
application was filed pursuant to
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of
1980 and Section 4.101 et segq. of the
Commission's regulations.

Having determined that additional
time is necessary for action on the
application in order to insure full
consideration of all information and
comments that have been received, the
120-day period for Commission action is
suspended pursuant to Section
4.105(b)(5)(iv).

By direction of the Commission.
Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.
(FR Doc. 82-17325 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6358-000]

Springfield Utility Board; Application
for Preliminary Permit

June 22, 1982.

Take notice that Springfield Utility
Board {Applicant) filed on May 21, 1962,
an application for preliminary permit
[pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project No. 6358
to be known as the Huckleberry Creek
Hydroelectric Project located on
Huckleberry Creek, a tributary of the .
Willamette River, in Lane County, near
Westfir, Oregon. The application is on
file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Steve L.
Loveland, Springfield Utility Board, P.O.

. Box 300, Springfield, Oregon 97477,

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) a proposed
8-foot-high by 30-foot-long concrete
diversion dam; (2) a proposed 3,700-foot-
long steel penstock; (3) a proposed
powerhouse with generating units
having an estimated installed capacity
of 10,000 kW and producing an average
annual energy output of 48,600 MWh; (4)
a proposed 7-mile-long 34.5 kV
transmission line to connect to an
existing Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) line; (5)
approximately %-mile of proposed
access roads; and (6) appurtenant
facilities. The project would be located

" within the boundaries of the Willamette

National Forest. The proposed market
for the power is the Applicant’s system,
BPA, or other utilities. .
Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 36
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. In
addition, historic and recreational
aspects of the project would be
determined, along with the consultation
with Federal, State, and local agencies
for information, comments and
recommendations relevant to the
project. The Applicant estimates that the
cost of the studies would be $80,000.
Competing Applications—This
application was filed as a competing
application to Grisdale Hill Company's
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application for Project No. 5705 filed on
December 1, 1981. Public notice of the
filing of the initial application, which
has already been given, established the
due date for filing competing
applications or notices of intent. In
accordance with the Commission’s
regulations, no competing application
for preliminary permit, or notices of
intent to file an application for
preliminary permit or license will be
accepted for filing in response to this
notice. Any application for license or
exemption from licensing, or notice of
intent to file an exemption application,
must be filed in accordance with the
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et. seq. or 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as
appropriate].

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described.-application.
{A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the
Applicant.) If an agency does not file
comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene muist
be received on or before July 23, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filing must bear in all
capital letters the title “"COMMENTS",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, NE., Room 208
RB at the above address. A copy of any
petition to intervene must also be served
upon each representative of the

Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-17326 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6335-000]

Virginia Electric & Power Co.;
Applicatlon for Preliminary Permit

June 22, 1982,

Take notice that Virginia Electric and
Power Company (Applicant) filed on
May 14, 1982, an application for
preliminary permit [pursuant to the
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)~
825(r)] for Project No. 6335 to be known
as the North Anna Water Power Project
located on the North Anna River, near
Minéral, in Spotsylvania and Louisa
Counties, Virginia. The application is on
file with the Commission and is
available for public inspection.
Correspondence with the applicant
should be directed to: Mr. Samuel C.
Brown, Jr., Senior Vice President,
Virginia Electric and Power Company,
P.O. Box 2666, Richmond, Virginia 23261,

Project Description—The proposed
project would utilize the existing
Virginia Electric and Power Company
Lake Anna Dam and Reservoir. The
project would consist of : {1) a 82-foot
high, 2,000-foot long earth fill gravity
dam: (2) an existing reservoir with an
area of 13,000 acres and a gross storage
of 305,000 acre-feet; (3) a proposed
powerhouse with two generating units
having an estimated total installed
capacity of 3,000 kW and producing an
average annual energy output of 7.67
GWh; (4) a proposed ¥ mile, 12.0kV
primary transmission line to connect to
an existing Rappahannock Electric
Cooperative (REC) line; and (5) :
appurtenant facilities. The proposed
market for the power is REC. No new
roads are proposed.

Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
Applicant seeks issuance of a
preliminary permit for a period of 18
months, during which time studies
would be made to determine the
engineering, environmental, and
economic feasibility of the project. Ir
addition, historic and recreational
aspects of the project would be
determined, along with consultation
with Federal, state, and local agencies
for information, comments and
recommendations relevant to the
project. The Applicant estimates that the
cost of the studies would be $25,000.00.

Competing Applications—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit must submit to
the Commission, on or before September
27, 1982, the competing application itself
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. {1981)]. A notice
of intent to file a competing application
for preliminary permit will not be
accepted for filing.

The Commission will accept
applications for license or exemption
from licensing, or a notice of intent to
submit such an application in response
to this notice. A notice of intent to file
an application for license or exemption
must be submitted to the Commission on
or before August 30, 1982, and should
specify the type of application
forthcoming. Applications for licensing
or exemption from licensing must be
filed in accordance with the
Commission'’s regulations [see: 18 CFR
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as
appropriate]. i

Agency Comments—Federal, State,
and local agencies are invited to submit
comments on the described application.
(A copy of the application may be
obtained by agencies directly from the

_ Applicant.) If an agency does not file

comments within the time set below, it
will be presumed to have no comments.
Comments, Protesls, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 30, 1982,
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filing must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing, .
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
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copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17237 Filed 6-26-82; 8:45 am])
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. ER82-595-000]

Washington Water Power Co.; Filing

June 21, 1982,

The filing company submits the
following:

Take notice that on June 4, 1982, the
Washington Water Power Company
{WWPC) tendered for filing a written
report issued by the Bonneville Power
Administration (Bonneville) containing
their final determination of average
system cost for WWPC’s Idaho
jurisdiction. WWPC states that this
filing is required under Exhibit C,
Section V(a) of the Residential Purchase
and Sale Agreement between WWPC
and Bonneville.

WWPC requests that the report be
accepted for filing with the Commission
and that the average system cost of
14.74 mills per kilowatt-hour contained
therein be accepted for sales of energy
to Bonneville under the Agreement in
the State of Idaho.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
D.C. 20428, in accordance with §§ 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before July 7, 1982.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
" not serve to make protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a petition to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F, Plumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 82-17311 Filed 6-25-82; 8:46 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

(Project No. 5861-000]

West Slope Power Co.; Suspending
120-Day Period for Action on Small
Hydro Exemptlon

June 18, 1982,

The West Slope Power Company has
filed an application for exemption for
the proposed Project No. 5861, located
on the Sand and Browns Creeks in
California. The application was filed
pursuant to Section 408 of the Energy
Security Act of 1980 and § 4.101 et seq.
of the Commission’s regulations.

Having determined that additional
time is necessary for action on the
application in order to insure full
consideration of all information and
comments that have been received, the
120-day period for Commission action is
suspended pursuant to § 4.105(b)(5)(iv).

By direction of the Commission.

Lois D. Cashell,
Acting Secretary.

{FR Doc. 82-17296 Filed 8-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Project No. 6295-000]

Western Hydro Electric inc.;
Application for Exemption for Small
Hydroelectric Power Project Under 5
MW Capacity

June 21, 1982,

Take notice that on March 5, 1982,
Western Hydro Electric Inc. (Applicant)
filed an application, under section 408 of
the Energy Security Act of 1980 {Act) (16
U.S.C. 2705, and 2708 as amended), for
exemption of a proposed hydroelectric
project from licenging under Part I of the
Federal Power Act. The proposed small
hydroelectric project {Project No. 6295)
would be located on Troublesome Creek
in Snohomish County, near Darrington,
Washington. Correspondence with the
Applicant should be directed to: Mr.
Donald J. White, Vice President,
Western Hydro Electric Inc.,
Commercial Security Bank Building,
Suite 600, 50 S. Main Street, Salt Lake
City, Utah 84144.

Project Description—The proposed
project would consist of: (1) A 5-foot-
high by 70-foot-long reinforced concrete
diversion structure; {2) an inlet structure;
(3) a 10,800-foot-long, 24-inch-diameter
penstock; (4) an 8000-foot-long, 12-inch-
diameter penstock; and (5) a
powerhouse with a proposed rated
capacity of 4.85 MW.

Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or

license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Service, and the Washington
Departments of Game and Fisheries are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
section 408 of the Act, to submit within
60 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or to otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an
agency does not file terms and
conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.
Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide any comments
they may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevent to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 60 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant’s representatives.

Competing Applications—Any
qualified license applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before August
27, 1982 either the competing license
application that proposes to develop at
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a
notice of intent to file such a license
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing license
application no later than 120 days from
the date that comments, protests, etc.
are due. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted.

A notice of intent must conform with
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and
(c) (1980). A competing license
application must conform with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a} and (d)
(1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
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Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 27, 1982,
Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title “COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
“COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “PETITION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An -
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
{FR Doc. 82-17312 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 6273-000]

Western Hydrd Electrie, Inc.;
Application for Exemption for Small
Hydroelectric Power Project Under 5
MW Capacity

June 21, 1982.

Take notice that on April 30, 1982,
Western Hydro Electric, Inc. (Applicant)
filed an application, under Section 408 of
the Energy Security Act of 1880 (Act} (16
U.S.C. 2705, and 2708 as amended), for
exemption of a proposed hydroelectric
project from licensing under Part I of the
Federal Power Act. The proposed small
hydroelectric project Project No. 6273
would be located on Big Creek, 12 miles
southeast of the town of Rockport in
Skagit County, Washington, -
Correspondence with the Applicant
should be directed to: Donald J. White,
Vice President, Western Hydro Electric
Incorporated, Commercial Security Bank
Building, Suite 600, 50 S. Main Street,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84144.

Project Description—The proposed
- project will consist of: (1) a 6 foot-high
and 50 foot-long reinforced concrete

diversion structure; (2) a 9,000 foot-long
pipeline, 48 inches in diameter, running
from the diversion structure to the
penstock; (3) a 750 foot-long penstock;
(4) a proposed powerhouse
accommodating one generator/turbine
with a total installed capacity of 2,600
kWi; (5) a proposed transmission line to
be constructed from the powerhouse to
a utility grid 7 miles west of the project;
and (6) appurtenant facilities. The
proposed project will lie entirely within
Mount Baker National Forest which is
managed by the U.S, Forest Service. The
Applicant estimates the average annual
energy production to be 11.7 GWh.

Purpose of Exemption—An
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee
priority of control, development, and
operation of the project under the terms
of the exemption from licensing, and
protects the Exemptee from permit or
license applicants that would seek to
take or develop the project.

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, The National Marine
Fisheries Service, and the Department of
Fisheries, State of Washington, are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within
60 days from the date of issuance of this
notice appropriate terms and conditions
to protect any fish and wildlife
resources or to otherwise carry out the
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. General comments
concerning the project and its resources
are requested; however, specific terms
and conditions to be included as a
condition of exemption must be clearly
identified in the agency letter. If an

" agency does not file terms and

conditions within this time period, that
agency will be presumed to have none.
Other Federal, State, and local agencies
are requested to provide any comments
they may have in accordance with their
duties and responsibilities. No other
formal requests for comments will be
made. Comments should be confined to
substantive issues relevant to the
granting of an exemption. If an agency
does not file comments within 80 days
from the date of issuance of this notice,
it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sent to the
Applicant's representatives.

Competing Applications—Any
qualified license applicant desiring to
file a competing application must submit
to the Commission, on or before August
6, 1982 either the competing license

application that proposes to develop at
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a
notice of intent to file such a license
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent allows an interested
person to file the competing license
application no later than 120 days from
the date that comments, protests, etc.

are due. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted.

A notice of intent must conform with
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and
{c) (1980). A competing license
application must conform with the
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a} and (d)
(1980).

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests or other comments filed, but
only those who file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or petitions to intervene must
be received on or before August 8, 1982.

Filing and Service of Responsive
Documents—Any filings must bear in all
capital letters the title "COMMENTS",
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE
COMPETING APPLICATION",
*COMPETING APPLICATION",
“PROTEST", or “"PETITION TO
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the
Project Number of this notice. Any of
the above named documents must be
filed by providing the original and those
copies required by the Commission’s
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E.
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch,
Division of Hydropower Licensing,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
Room 208 RB at the above address. A
copy of any notice of intent, competing
application, or petition to intervene must
also be served upon each representative
of the Applicant specified in the first
paragraph of this notice.

Kenneth F, Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 82-17318 Filed 6-25-82; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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The above notices of determination
were received from the indicated
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative
determinations are indicated by a “D"
before the section code. Estimated
annual production (PROD) is in million
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the
Control (JD) number denotes additional
purchasers listed at the end of the
notice.

The applications for determination are
available for inspection except to the

extent such material is confidential
under 18 CFR 275.206, at the
Commission's Division of Public
Information, Room 1000, 825 North
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons
objecting to any of these determinations
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203
and 275.204, file a protest with the
Commission on or before July 13, 1982,

Categories within each NGPA section
are indicated by the following codes:
Section 102-1: New OCS lease

102-2: New well (2.5 mile rule)

102-3: New well (1000 ft rule)

102-4: New onshore reservoir

102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease
Section 107-DP: 15,000 feet or deeper
107-GB: Geopressured brine
107-CS: Coal seams
107-DV: Devonian shale
107-PE: Production enhancement
107-TF; New tight formation
107-RT: Recompletion tight formation
Section 108: Stripper well
308-SA: Seasonally affected
108-ER: Enhanced recovery
108-PB: Pressure buildup
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary
{FR Doc. 82-17314 Filed 6-25-82; 6:46 am}
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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