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Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

Proclamation 5599 of January 16, 1987

National Sanctity of Human Life Day, 1987

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

In 1973, America's unborn children lost their legal protection. In the 14 years
since then, some twenty million unborn babies, 1.5 million each year, have lost
their lives by abortion—in a nation of 242 million people. This tragic and
terrible toll continues, at the rate of more than 4,000 young lives lost each day.
This is a shameful record; it accords with neither human decency nor our
American heritage of respect for the sanctity of human life.

That heritage is deeply rooted in the hearts and the history of our people. Our
Founding Fathers pledged to each other their lives, their fortunes, and their
sacred honor in the Declaration of Independence. They announced their
unbreakable bonds with its immutable truths that “all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that
among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” Americans of
every succeeding generation have cherished our heritage of God-given human

rights and have been willing to sacrifice for those rights, just as our Founders
did.

Those rights are given by God to all alike. Medical evidence leaves no room
for doubt that the distinct being developing in a mother's womb is both alive
and human. This merely confirms what common sense has always told us.
Abortion kills unborn babies and denies them forever their rights to “Life,
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness." Our Declaration of Independence holds
that governments are instituted among men to secure these rights, and our
Constitution—founded on these principles—should not be read to sanction the
taking of innocent human life.

A return to our heritage of reverence and protection for the sanctity of
innocent human life is long overdue. For the last 14 years and longer, many
Americans have devoted themselves to restoring the right to life and to

providing loving alternatives to abortion so every mother will choose life for
her baby.

We must recognize the courage and love mothers exhibit in keeping their
babies or choosing adoption. We must also offer thanks and support to the
millions of Americans who are willing to take on the responsibilities of
adoptive parents. And we must never cease our efforts—our appeals to the
legislatures and the courts and our prayers to the Author of Life Himself—
until infants before birth are once again afforded the same protection of the
law we all enjoy.

Our heritage as Americans bids us to respect and to defend the sanctity of
human life. With every confidence in the blessing of God and the goodness of
the American people, let us rededicate ourselves to this solemn duty.
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NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of
America, by virtue of the authority vested in me by the Constitution and laws
of the United States, do hereby proclaim Sunday, January 18, 1987, as National
Sanctity of Human Life Day. I call upon the citizens of this blessed land to
gather on that day in homes and places of worship to give thanks for the gift of
life and to reaffirm our commitment to the dignity of every human being and
the sanctity of each human life.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 16th day of
January, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-seven, and of the
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and eleventh.

|FR Doc. 87-1383
Filed 1-16-87: 4:37 pm|

Rilling code 3195-01-M
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
12 CFR Part 204

|Regulation D]

Reserve Requirements of Depository
Institutions Authority Citation

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Technical Amendment.

SUMMARY: The Board is amending 12
CFR Part 204 (Regulation D—Reserve
Requirements of Depository Institutions)
for the purpose of consolidating the
authority citations for this part.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 9, 1987,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John Harry Jorgenson, Senior Attorney
(202/452-3778), Legal Division. For the
hearing impaired only,
Telecommunications Device for the Deaf
(TDD), Earnestine Hill or Dorothea
Thompson (202/452-3544); Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, DC 20551.

List of Subjects in 12 CFR Part 204

Banks, banking; Federal Reserve
System: Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

For the reasons outlined above, the

Board amends 12 CFR Part 204 as
follows:

PART 204—RESERVE REQUIREMENTS
OF DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS

1. The authority citation for Part 204 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 11(a), 11(c), 19, 25, 25(a) of
the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 248(a),
248(c), 371a, 371b, 461, 601, 611); sec. 7 of the
International Banking Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C.
3105); and sections 327 and 411 of the Garn-St
Germain Depository Institutions Act of 1982
(12 U.S.C. 3503 and 461) (96 Stat. 1501, 1520).

§§ 204.2, 204.3, 204.4 and 204.9
[Removed]

2. In addition, the authority citations
following sections 204.2, 204.3, 204.4 and
204.9 are removed.

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, January 12, 1987,
William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 87-1202 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

-

- — —_—

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 86-NM-229-AD; Amdt. 39-
5520]

Airworthiness Directives; Gates
Learjet Models 35, 36, and 55 Series
Airplanes

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

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Gates Learjet
Models 35, 36, and 55 series airplanes,
which requires inspections for cracking
of the forward engine mounts. Cracked
forward engine mounts have been
found, where the residual strength was
determined to be inadequate to sustain
design flight loads. This condition, if not
corrected, could result in separation of
an engine from the airplane.

DATE: Effective February 6, 1987.
ADDRESS: The applicable service
information may be obtained from Gates
Learjet Corporation, P.O. Box 7707,
Wichita, Kansas 67277. This information
may be examined at FAA, Northwest
Mountain Region, 17900 Pacific Highway
South, Seattle, Washington, or FAA,
Central Region, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, 1801 Airport Road,
Room 100, Mid-Continent Airport,
Wichita, Kansas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Abbott, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, FAA, Central
Region, 1801 Airport Road, Room 100,
Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209; telephone (316) 946-4409.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The right
forward engine mount on a Gates
Learjet Model 35 airplane was found

cracked during a 6,000 landing
inspection, at which time the airplane
had accumulated 3,435 hours time-in-
service. Two cracks, at the forward and
aft corner radii between the pylon beam
box and the upper support arm, had a
combined length of 4.74 inches. Cracks
of less total length were detected on the
left-hand mount. A static test of the
cracked right-hand mount indicated the
mount was incapable of sustaining
design limit loads. This condition, if not
corrected, could result in separation of
the engine from the airplane.

The FAA has reviewed and approved
Gates Learjet Corporation Service
Bulletins 35/36-71-3 and 55-71-2, both
dated January 5, 1987, which describe
procedures for visual and magnetic
particle inspections of the forward
engine mounts, and replacement, as
necessary. In addition, the manufacturer
has developed an improved engine
mount that is presently used on
airplanes in production.

Since this situation is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design, this AD requires repetitive
visual and magnetic particle inspections
for cracks of the engine mounts, and
replacement, as necessary, in
accordance with the appropriate service
bulletin mentioned above.

In addition, this AD requires operators
to report to the FAA the results of the
initial visual and magnetic particle
inspections. This information will be
used to determine if any further
rulemaking action is necessary.
Information collection requirements
contained in this regulation have been
approved by the Office of Management
and Budget under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (Pub.
L. 96-511), and have been assigned OMB
Control Number 2120-0056.

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 less than 30
days.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that is not considered to be major under
Executive Order 12291. It is
impracticable for the agency to follow
the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rule since the rule must
be issued immediately to correct an
unsafe condition in aircraft. It has been
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further determined that this document
involves an emergency regulation under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979). If this
action is subsequently determined to
involve a significant/major regulation, a
final regulatory evaluation or analysis,
as appropriate, will be prepared and
placed in the regulatory docket
(otherwise, an evaluation is not
required).

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

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 39—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the Federal Aviation Administration
amends § 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423;
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised) Pub. L. 97449,
January 12, 1983; and 14 CFR 11.89.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. By adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

Gates Learjet: Applies to the following
Gates Learjet series airplanes, models/serial
numbers listed below, certificated in any
category; excep! those airplanes equipped
with Part Number (P/N) 2651034 forward
engine mount assembly due to spare
replacements:

Mode! Serial number

35 | 001 through 522
36 | 001 through 053
55 | 001 through 107

Compliance required as indicated, unless
previously accomplished.

To ensure the structural integrity of the
forward engine mounts, accomplish the
following:

A. Prior to the accumulation of 2,400 hours
time-in-service or 2,400 landings (whichever
occurs first), or within the next 75 hours time-
in-service after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later, conduct a visual
inspection of the installed left and right
forward engine mounts in accordance with
Paragraph 2A of Gates Learjet Service
Bulletin 35/36-71-3 or 55-71-2, both dated
January 5, 1987. or later FAA-approved
revisions, as appropriate.

1. If no cracks are found, repeat the visual
inspection at intervals not to exceed 420
hours time-in-service.

2. If cracks are found, inspec! or replace as
indicated below:

a. For total visible crack length (forward
plus aft) of 1.0 inch or more, prior to further
flight accomplish one of the following:

(1) Replace cracked mount(s) with P/N
2651034 mount assembly: or

(2) Conduct the magnetic particle
inspection and disposition in accordance
with paragraph B. of this AD.

b. For total visible crack length (forward
plus aft) of less than 1.0 inch, accomplish one
of the following:

(1) Replace the cracked mount(s) with P/N
2651034 mount assembly within the next 420
hours time-in-service; or

(2) Conduct the magnetic particle
inspection and disposition in accordance
with paragraph B. of this AD within the next
420 hours time-in-service.

B, Prior to the accumulation of 2,400 hours
time-in-service or 2,400 landings (whichever
occurs first), or within the next 1,500 hours
time-in-service after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs later, conduct a
magnetic particle inspection of the removed
left and right engine mounts, in accordance
with Paragraph 2B of Gates Learjet Service
Bulletin 35/36-71-3 or 55-71-2, both dated
January 5, 1987, or later FAA-approved
revisions, as appropriate.

1. If no cracks are found, repeat the
inspection at intervals not to exceed 1,500
hours time-in-service.

2. If cracks are found, replace as indicated
below:

a. For total crack lengths {forward plus aft)
of 3.0 inches or more, replace cracked
mount(s) with P/N 2651034 mount assembly
prior to further flight.

b. For total crack lengths (forward plus aft)
of less than 3.0 inches, replace cracked
mount(s) with P/N 2651034 mount assembly
within 420 hours time-in-service.

C. The installation of a P/N 2651034 mount
assembly constitutes terminating action for
the repetitive inspections required by
paragraphs A. and B. of this AD.

D. Duplicate copies of the Compliance
Response form, included in Gates Learjet
Service Bulletins 35/36-71-3 and 55-71-2,
both dated January 5, 1987, use for reporting
the results of the initial visual and magnetic
particle inspections, must be submitted
within one week after the inspection to the
FAA, Central Region, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, 1801 Airport Road, Room
100, Mid-Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas
67209.

E. Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base in order to
comply with the requirements of this AD.

F. Alternate means of compliance, which
provides an acceptable level of safety, may
be used when approved by the Manager,
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office, FAA,
Central Region.

All persons affected by this directive
who have not already received the
appropriate service information from the
manufacturer may obtain copies upon
request to Gates Learjet Corporation,
P.O. Box 7707, Wichita, Kansas 67277.
This information may be examined at
FAA, Northwest Mountain Region, 17900
Pacific Highway South, Seattle,
Washington, or FAA, Central Region,
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office,
1801 Airport Road, Room 100, Mid-
Continent Airport, Wichita, Kansas.

This amendment becomes effective
February 6, 1987.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on January
13, 1987.
Wayne |. Barlow,
Director, Northwest Mountain Region.
[FR Doc. 87-1181 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 86-ASW-32; Amdt. 39-5505]

Airworthiness Directives; Sikorsky
Aircraft Model S-76A and S-76B
Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action publishes in the
Federal Register and makes effective as
to all persons an amendment adopting a
new airworthiness directive (AD) which
was previously made effective as to all
known U.S. owners and operators of
certain Sikorsky Model S-76-A and S-
76B helicopters by individual letters.
The AD requires the removal of certain
serial numbered tail rotor spars/tail
rotor assemblies prior to further flight.
The AD is prompted by a report of a
recent failure of a tail rotor spar due to
improper manufacture which could
result in loss of control of the helicopter
if both spars fail.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Janauary 30, 1987, as to
all persons except those to whom it was
made immediately effective by
individual priority letter AD No. 86-19-
14, issued September 23, 1986, which
contained this amendment.

Compliance: As required in the body
of the AD.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cheryl McCabe, ANE-152, Federal
Aviation Administration, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803, telephone (617)
273-7112.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
September 23, 1986, priority letter AD
No. 86-19-14 was issued and made
effective immediately as to all known
U.S. owners and operators of certain
Sikorsky Model S-76A and S-76B
helicopters.

The AD required removal and
replacement of certain tail rotor
assemblies which may have been
improperly manufactured. AD action
was necessary because of recent failure
of a tail rotor spar due to improper
manufacture.

Since it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice
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and public procedure thereon were
impracticable and contrary to public
interest, and good cause existed to make
the AD effective immediately by
individual letter, issued September 23,
1986, as to all known U.S. owners and
operators of certain Sikorsky Model S-
76A and S-76B helicopters. These
conditions still exist, and the AD is
hereby published in the Federal Register
as an amendment to § 39.13 of Part 39 of
the Federal Aviaton Regulations to
make it effective as to all persons.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that is not considered to be major under
Executive Order 12291. It is
impracticable for the agency to follow
the procedures of Order 12291 with
respect to this rule since the rule must
be issued immediately to correct an
unsafe condition in aircraft. It has been
further determined that this action
involves an emergency regulation under
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979). If this
action is subsequently determined to
involve a significant/major regulation, a
final regulatory evaluation or analysis,
as appropriate, will be prepared and
placed in the regulatory docket
(otherwise, an evaluation or analysis is
not required). A copy of it, when filed,
may be obtained by contacting the
person identified under the caption
"FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT".

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

PART 39—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends § 39.13 of Part
39 of the Federal Aviations Regulations
as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423;
49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised) Pub. L. 97449,
January 12, 1983; and 14 CFR 11.89.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. By adding the following new
airworthiness directive (AD):

Sikorsky Aircraft: Applies to all Model S-76A
and 5-76B helicopters, certificated in any
category, equipped with tail rotor blade
assemblies as follows:

Model Part numbers Serial numbers

S-76A ... 76101-05001 or
76101-05101.

A137-00766, -00774,
-00775, 00779, -00781,
-00783, and -00785.

Model Part numbers Senal numbers

S-768 ....| 76101-05501..............| A245-00025, -00026,
-00027, -00028, -00037,
~00040, 00041 and

-00047.

Compliance is required as indicated, unless
already accomplished.

To prevent possible operation with an
improperly manufactured tail rotor assembly,
accomplish the following:

{a) Prior to further flight after receipt of this
AD, remove the above listed serial numbered
tail rotor assemblies/spars, and replace with
a serviceable part. The above listed serial
numbered tail rotor assemblies/spars,
marked with the suffix (X) are serviceable
parts.

(b) Aircraft may be ferried in accordance
with the provisions of FAR sections 21.197
and 21.199 to a base where the reguirements
of this AD may be accomplished.

(¢) Upon request, an alternative means of
compliance which provides an equivalent
level of safety with the requirements of this
AD may be approved by the Manager, Boston
Aircraft Certification Office, New England
Region, 12 New England Executive Park,
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803, telephone
(617) 273-7118.

(d) Upon submission of substantiating data
by an owner or operator, through an FAA
maintenance inspector, the Manager, Boston
Aircraft Certification Office, New England
Region, Federal Aviation Administration, 12
New England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts 01803, telephone (617) 273-
7118, may adjust the compliance time
specified in this AD.

This amendment becomes effective
January 30, 1987, as to all persons except
those persons to whom it was made
immediately effective by individual
priority letter AD No. 86-19-14 issued
September 23, 1986, which contained
this amendment.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on December
24, 1986.

Don P. Watson,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.

[FR Doc. 87-1182 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 86-CE-49-AD, Amdt. 39-5513]

Airworthiness Directives; Beech 99
and 100 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthiness Directive (AD)
applicable to Beech 99 and 100 Series
airplanes which requires inspection and
replacement of rivets which attach each
elevator outboard hinge to the stabilizer.
Loose or sheared rivets have been found

in ten instances. Replacement of the
rivets with bolts as specified in Beech
Service Bulletin No 2132 will prevent a
loose hinge bracket and possible loss of
the hinge attachment. Hinge failure will
result in loss of elevator control and
could cause loss of the airplane.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 20, 1987.

Compliance: As prescribed in the
body of the AD.

ADDRESSES: Beech Service Bulletin No.
2132 Revised December 1986, may be
obtained from Beech Aircraft
Corporation, 9709 East Central, P.O. Box
85, Wichita, Kansas 67201. A copy of
this information is also contained in the
Rules Docket, FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Don Campbell, FAA, Airframe
Branch, ACE-120W, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office, 1801 Airport Road,
Room 100, Wichita, Kansas 67209;
Telephone (316) 946-4409.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations to include an AD
requiring inspection and replacement of
rivets which attach each elevator
outboard hinge to the stabilizer on
certain Beech 99 and 100 Series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on October 29, 1986, 51 FR
39544, The proposal resulted from the
discovery of loose or sheared rivets on
ten different elevator outboard hinges.
Replacement of the rivets with bolts as
specified in Beech Service Bulletin No.
2132 will prevent a loose hinge bracket
and possible loss of the hinge
attachment. Hinge failure will result in
loss of elevator control and could cause
loss of the airplane.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to comment on the
proposal. No comments or objections
were received on the proposal or the
FAA determination of the related cost to
the public. Subsequently, the Beech
Service Bulletin No. 2132 has been
revised to make it compatible with the
proposed AD, and to incorporate minor
corrections to rivet hole tolerances,
which imposes no additional burden on
the public. Accordingly, the proposal is
adopted without any change except for
including references to Revision 1 of
Service Bulletin No. 2132.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves 624 airplanes at
an approximate one-time cost of $400.00
for each aircraft or a total one-time fleet
cost of $249,600.00. The cost of
compliance with the proposed AD is so
small that the expense of compliance
will not be a significant financial impact
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on any small entities operating these
airplanes.

Therefore, I certify that this action (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) will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the regulatory docket. A
copy of it may be obtained by contacting
the Rules Docket at the location
provided under the caption
“ADDRESSES".

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aviation safety,
Aircraft, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 38—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend §39.13 of Part 39 of
the FAR as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U,S.C. 1354(a), 1421 and 1423;
49 U.S.C. 108(g) (Revised, Pub. L. 97449,
January 12. 1983); and 14 CFR 11.89.

§39.13 [Amended]
2. By adding the following new AD:

Beech: Applies to Model 99, 99A, A99A,
B99 and €99 (Serial Numbers U-1 thru U-
240); 100 and A100 (Serial Numbers B-1 thru
B-247); and B100 (Serial Numbers BE-1 thru
BE-137), airplanes certificated in any
category.

Compliance: Required as indicated after
the effective date of this AD, unless already
accomplished.

To detect looseness of the elevator
outboard hinge attachment to the stabilizer
and prevent loss of integrity of the hinge
attachment, accomplish the following:

(a) Upon the accumulation of 1000 hours
total time-in-service [TIS) or within the next
100 hours TIS after the effective date of this
AD, whichever comes later, and thereafter at
intervals not to exceed 100 hours TIS for
Model 99 Series or 150 hours TIS for Model
100 Series airplanes, visually inspect each
elevator outboard hinge attachment as
follows:

(1) Hold the elevator steady at the trailing
edge.

(2) Push up and down on the elevator
leading edge and visually inspect for
movement of the elevator hinge bearing
bracket.

(b) If movement for the hinge bearing
bracket is detected in (a)(2) above, prior to
further flight, replace the hinge attach rivets
with bolts in accordance with the instructions

in Beech Service Bulletin No. 2132, revised
December 1986.

(c) Unless previously required by
paragraph [b) of this AD, on all airplanes
with more than 1000 hours total TIS, within
the next 600 hours TIS after the initial
inspection required by paragraph (a) of this
AD, install bolts in place of the four hinge
attach rivets in accordance with the
instructions in Beech Service Bulletin No
2132 revised December 1986.

(d) Airplanes may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21.197 to a location where this AD
can be accomplished.

(e) The repetitive inspection intervals.
required by this AD may be adjusted up to 10
percent of the specified interval so as to
coincide with other scheduled maintenance

(f) An equivalent method of compliance
with this AD, if used, must be approved by
the Manager, Wichita Aircraft Certification
Office, 1801 Airport Road, Room 100, Wichita.
Kansas 67209; Telephone {316) 946-4400.

All persons affected by this directive
may obtain copies of the documents
referred to herein upon request to Beech
Aircraft Corporation, 9709 East Central.
P.O. Box 85, Wichita, Kansas 87201; or
the FAA, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Room 1558, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106.

This amendment becomes effective on
February 20, 1987.

Issued in Kansas City. Missouri. on fanuary
6, 1987.

Jerold M. Chavkin,
Acling Director. Central Region.

[FR Doc. 87-1183 Filed 1-20-87: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 86-AEA-2]

Alteration to Control Zone, Tipton
Army Air Fieid, Fort George G. Meade,
MD

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTiON: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
operating hours of the Tipton AAF, Fort
George G. Meade, MD, Control Zone to
more correctly align the effective hours
of the Control Zone with the operating
hours of the Air Traffic Control Tower.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, February 20,
1987,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Glenn A. Bales, Airspace and Planning
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Fitzgerald Federal Building, J.F.K.
International Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430; Telephone: (718) 917-1228.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Thursday, July 31, 1986, the FAA
proposed to amend Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) to amend the control zone hours
of operation to (from 0700 to 1600 hours,
local time, Mondays, Tuesdays,
Thursdays and Fridays and from 0700 to
2200 hours, local time, Wednesdays, and
from 0800 to 16800 hours local time,
Saturday), (51 FR 27421). Interested
parties were invited to participate in this
proposed rulemaking proceeding by
submitting written comments on the
proposal to the FAA. No comments
objecting to the proposal were received
Except for editorial changes, this
amendment is the same as that
proposed in the notice. Section 71.171 of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations was republished in
Handbook 7460.6 dated January 2 1986.
The Rule

This amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations is to
realign the published control zone hours
with the normal operating hours of the
Air Traffic Control Tower. The
expanded hours are due to increased
military aviation mission requirements.
This action, when taken, will provide all
users of the Tipton Army Airfield those
services associated with the Control
Zone. The FAA has determined that this
amendment only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary o
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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71
Aviation safety, Control zone.
Adoption of the Amendment

PART 71—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is
amended, as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 71
continues to read as follows:
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Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 1354(a), 1510;
E.O. 10854; 49 U.S.C. 106(g) (Revised Pub. L.
97-449, January 12, 1983); 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.171 [Amended]

2. Section 71.171 is amended as
follows:

Fort Meade, MD [Amended]

By removing the words “This control zone
shall be in effect from 0700 to 1600 hours,
local time Mondays, Tuesdays, Thursdays
and Fridays, 0700 to 2200 hours, local time
Wednesdays, 0900 to 1700, local time
Saturdays. Closed Sundays and on Federal
legal holidays, or during the specific dates
and times established in advanced by a
Notice to Airmen.” and by substituting the
words "“This Control Zone is effective from
0700 to 1600 hours, local time, Monday.
Tuesday, Thursday and Friday and from 0700
to 2200 hours, local time, Wednesday, and
from 0800 to 1600 hours local time Saturday.
Closed Sundays and Federal legal holidays,
or during the specific dates and times
established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen,

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on January 6,
1987, :

Edmund Spring,

Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 87-1184 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97

[Docket No. 25172; Amdt. No. 1338]

Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures; Miscellaneous
Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment establishes,
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) for vperations 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: Effective. An effective date for
each SIAP is specified in the
amendatory provisions

Incorporation by reference.—
Approved by the Director of the Federal
Register on December 31, 1980, and
reapproved as of January 1, 1982.

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, DC 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 Inquiry Center (APA-
430), FAA Headquarters Building, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC. 20591; or

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

By Subscription—Copies of all SIAPs,
mailed once every 2 weeks, are for sale
by the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Donald K. Funai, Flight Procedures
Standards Branch (AFS-230), Air
Transportation Division, Office of Flight
Standards, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 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 § 97.20
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 SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, I find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
is unnecessary, impracticable, and
contrary to the public interest and,
where applicable, that good cause exists -
for making some SIAPs effective in less
than 30 days.

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 8o minimal. For the same
reason, 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.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 97

Approaches, Standard instrument,
Incorporation by reference.
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Issued in Washington, DC, on fanuary 9.
1987.

John S. Kern,
Director of Flight Standards.

Adoption of the Amendment
PART 97—[AMENDED]

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:

1. The authority citation for Part 97
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1348, 1354(a), 1421, and
1510; 49 U.5.C. 106(g) (revised. Pub. L. 97-449,
January 12, 1983; and 14 CFR 11.49(b}(2)}.

§§ 97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33,
and 97.35 [Amended]

By amending: Section 97.23 VOR,
VOR/DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/
DME or TACAN; § 97.25 LOC, LOC/
DME, LDA, LDA/DME, SDF, SDF/DME;
§ 97.27 NDB, NDB/DME; § 97.29 ILS,
ILS/DME, ISMLS, MLS, MLS/DME,
MLS/RNAV; § 97.31 RADAR SIAPs;

§ 97.33 RNAV SIAPs; and § 97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

. . Effective April 9. 1987

Saginaw, MI—Harry W. Browne, VOR/DME~
A, Amdt. 3

Saginaw, Ml—Harry W. Browne, NDB RWY
27, Orig.

. . . Effective March 12, 1987

Indianapolis, IN—Indianapolis Downtown,
COPTER VOR/DME 287, Amdt. 1

Fairmont, MN—Fairmont Muni, VOR RWY
13, Amdt. 4

Fairmont, MN—Fairmont Muni, VOR/DME
RWY 13, Amdt. 1

Fairmont, MN—Fairmont Muni, VOR RWY
31, Amdt. 7

Fairmont, MN—Fairmont Muni, VOR/DME
RWY 31, Amdt. 1

Sedalia, MO—Sedalia Memorial, NDB RWY
18, Amdt. 8

Effective February 12, 1987

Dothan, AL—Dothan, LOC BC RWY 13,
Amdt. 5

Dothan, AL—Dothan, ILS RWY 31, Amdt. 6

Ocala, FL—Ocala Muni/Jim Taylor Field,
LOC RWY 36, Amdt. 6

Ocala, FL—Ocala Muni/Jim Taylor Field,
NDB RWY 36, Amdt. 2

Madison, GA—Madison Muni, VOR/DME-A,
Amdt. 5

Statesboro, GA—Statesboro Muni, LOC RWY
32, Amdt. 2

Statesboro, GA—Statesboro Muni, NDB
RWY 32, Amdt. 2

Oxford, MS—University-Oxford, VOR/DME-
A, Amdt. 3

Oxford, MS—University-Oxford, RNAV
RWY 8, Amdt. 2

Oxford, MS—University-Oxford, RNAV
RWY 27, Amdt. 2

Raton, NM—Raton Muni/Crews Field, NDB
RWY 2, Amdt. 3

Schenectady. NY—Schenectady County, NDB
RWY 22, Amdt. 13

Elizabeth City, NC—Elizabeth City CG Air
Station/Muni, VOR/DME RWY 1, Amdt. 9

Elizabeth City, NC—Elizabeth City CG Air
Station/Muni, VOR DME RWY 19, Amdt. 8

Laurens, SC—Laurens County, NDBRWY 7,
Orig.

Orangeburg, SC—Orangeburg Muni, NDB-A,
Amdt. 8, CANCELLED

Green Bay, Wi—Austin Straubel Field, VOR/
DME or TACAN RWY 36L, Amdt. 4

Green Bay, Wi—Austin Straubel Field, ILS
RWY 36L, Amdt. 4

. . . Effective December 23, 1986

Lancaster, CA—General Wm. |. Fox Airfield,
VOR-B, Amdt. 2

Lancaster, CA—General Wm. J. Fox Airfield,
NDB-C, Amdt. 2

. . . Effective December 19, 1986

Baltimore, MD—Baltimore Washington Intl,
ILS RWY 10, Amdt. 13

Baltimore, MD—Baltimore Washington Intl,
ILS RWY 331L, Amdt. 5

[FR Doc. 87-1185 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

17 CFR Parts 200 and 240
[Release Nos. 34-23847A; IC-15435A]

Facilitating Shareholder
Communications; Correction

AGENCY: Securities and Exchange
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
final rule published December 9, 1986
(51 FR 44267) which implements
provisions of the Shareholder
Communications Act of 1985. The
document is needed to correct
typographical errors and for
clarification.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sarah A. Miller, (202) 272-2589, Office of
Disclosure Policy, Division of
Corporation Finance, Securities and
Exchange Commission, 450 Fifth Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20549.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
following corrections are made in FR
Doc. 86-27127, Facilitating Shareholder
Communications published in the
Federal Register on December 9, 1986 (51
FR 44267).

1. The subject heading on page 44267
is corrected to read “Facilitating
Shareholder Communications.”

2. Footnote 39 on page 44271 which
reads “The Commission understands
that IECA, upon request, will provide a

registrant with a list of beneficial
owners of its debt securities” is revised
to read as follows: “The Commission
understands that IECA, upon request,
will provide a registrant with a list of
acquiescing beneficial owners of its debt
securities held by record holders or
respondent banks for which it acts as
intermediary.”

3. The last sentence of the second full
paragraph of the first column on page
44273 which reads in part “. . . despite
the fact that the principal has an
unlimited right to withdraw the corpus
of the trust"” is revised to read as
follows: *'. . . despite the fact that the
principal may have an unlimited right to
withdraw the corpus of the trust.”

4. The last sentence of the first full
paragraph of the first column on page
44274 which reads in part *. . . which
hold securities on behalf of beneficial
owners. . . ." is revised to read as
follows: “. . . which holds securities on
behalf of beneficial owners. . . ."

5. In § 240.14a-13 paragraph
(a)(1)(ii)(A) (effective July 1, 1987) the
word “and"* before the word “disclosed”
should be replaced with the word “are”
in the first column of page 44277.

6. In § 240.14b-1 paragraph (a)
introductory test (page 44277) the
section reference is revised to read
“§ 240.14a-13(a)".

7. On page 44278, in the effective date
note preceding, § 240.14b-2, change the
section to read "'§ 240.14b-2""

8. In § 240.14b-2 paragraph (h),
introductory text, (page 44279, effective
December 28, 1988) the first sentence
which reads in part “of this section, such
information” is revised to read “of this
section, shall provide such information.”

9. In § 240.14c—7 paragraph (a)(2) (page
44280, effective December 28, 1986
through June 30, 1987) is corrected to
read in part “Supply in a timely manner.
each record holder of whom the inquiry
required by paragraph (a)(1) of this
section is made with copies of the
information statement and/or the
annual report to security holders,

10. In § 240.14c-7 paragraph (b)(1)
(page 44280, effective December 28, 1986
through June 30, 1987) the first sentence
is corrected to read in part "By first
class mail or other equally prompt
means, inquire of each record holder

* & &
.

Shirley E. Hollis,

Assistant Secretary.

January 13, 1987,

[FR Doc. 87-1133 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration
21 CFR Part 1308

Schedules of Controlled Substances;
Placement of Preparations Which
Contain Both Tiletamine and
Zolazepam Into Schedule 11l

AGENCY: Drug Enforcement
Administration, Justice.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule, issued by the
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration, places preparations
which contain beth tiletamine and
zolazepam into Schedule 111 of the
Controlled Substances Act. The effect of
this action is to facilitate the marketing
of a veterinary pharmaceutical product
while minimizing the likelihood of the
product being abused.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 20, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard McClain, Jr., Chief, Drug
Control Section, Office of Diversion
Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration, Washington, DC 20537,
Telephone: (202) 633-1366.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposed rule was published in the
Federal Register on August 11, 1986 (51
FR 28727-28729), proposing that the
substances, tiletamine and zolazepam,
be placed into Schedule I and that
preparations containing equal weights of
both substances be placed into Schedule
1II of the Controlled Substances Act
(CSA) (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.). The
proposed rule reinstated an action
which was commenced in 1981 (46 FR
35529-35531, July 9, 1981). The 1981
action was initiated by the then
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA) in response to a
recommendation from the then Acting
Assistant Secretary for Health,
Department of Health and Human
Services (HHS), who, by letter of March
18, 1981, recommended that the
substances, tiletamine and zolazepam,
be placed into Schedule 111 of the CSA
when the Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) approved the New Animal Drug
Application (NADA) for a tiletamine-
zolazepam combination drug product.
Tiletamine is a chemical analog of
phencyclidine and has pharmacological
Properties similar to that Schedule II
substance. Zolazepam is a chemical
analog of the Schedule IV
benzodiazepines and produces at least
some of the same effects as those
substances. The combination of
tiletamine and zolazepam, in a 1-to-1

ratio, has been developed as an
anesthetic agent for dogs and cats.

The then Administrator, based on the
determination that individually the
ingredients were not approved for
marketing as therapeutic agents, found
that neither tiletamine nor zolazepam
met a finding required for inclusion in
Schedule 11 {see 21 U.S.C. 812(b)(3)(B)]
but did fulfill the criteria for Schedule I.
In contrast, the tiletamine-zolazepam
combination, upon approval of the
NADA, would have a currently accepted
medical use in the United States and
would fulfill the criteria for inclusion in
Schedule IIL In a proposed rule,
published in the Federal Register (46 FR
35529-35531, July 9, 1981), he proposed
that tiletamine and zolazepam each be
included in Schedule I and that, upon
approval of the NADA, the
pharmaceutical product be placed in
Schedule 11I. Comments supporting the
proposed action were received from the
American Veterinary Medical
Association. Objections to the
placement of tiletamine and zolazepam
into Schedule 1 were received from the
American Association of Zoo
Veterinarians and the Warner-Lambert
Company. The latter, the sponsor of the
NADA at that time, requested an
administrative hearing.

On December 8, 1981, the then
Administrator withdrew the proposed
rule as it applied to the control of
tiletamine and zolazepam in Schedule I
and reaffirmed the proposed placement
of preparations containing equal
amounts of both substances into
Schedule 111 (46 FR 60008-60009). The
then Administrator denied the request
for a hearing since withdrawal of the
proposed action obviated its necessity
and stated that the drug control action,
as it applied to the mixture, would be
finalized when the FDA approved the
NADA for the combination product. No
comments or objections were received
in response to that announcement. On
April 9, 1982, the then Acting Director of
the FDA Bureau of Veterinary Medicine
approved the NADA for the combination
prodact {47 FR 15328-15328). The
Warner-Lambert Company did not
pursue the marketing of the product and
a final rule was not issued.

In 1985, A H. Robins Company, the
current sponsor of the product (51 FR
24141-24142, July 2, 1988), notified DEA
of its desire to market the product. In
view of the time which had elapsed
since the proposed rule was issued, the
current Administrator initiated the drug
control process anew and again
proposed that tiletamine and zolazepam
be placed into Schedule I and that
preparations containing equal weights of

each substance be placed into Schedule
111 (51 FR 28727-28729, Augnst 11, 1986).

Interested parties were given until
September 10, 1986 to submit written
comments or objections regarding this
matter. One response was received. In
his submission, Mr. Robert T. Angarola
commented on the proposal, in
particular, as it related to the control of
zolazepam. He argued the relative
importance of the individual findings
required for each schedule and the
treatment previously given 35
benzodiazepines. Mr. Angarola
maintained that if zolazepam were
included in the CSA it should be listed
in Schedule 1V, not in Schedule 1 as
proposed.

Taking into account the scientific and
medical evaluations and
recommendations of the Acting
Assistant Secretary for Health, the
recently enacted Anti-Drug Abuse Act
of 1986 (Pub. L. 99-570) and his own
evaluations in accordance with the
provisions of 21 U.S.C. 811[c), the
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration, pursuant to the
provisions of 21 U.S.C. 811(a) and 811(b)
finds that:

(1) Finalization of rules applicable to
the scheduling of tiletamine and
zolazepam as individual entities is not
warranted at this time. Neither
tiletamine nor zolazepam, as discrete
substances, is perceived to pose a
significant threat to the health and
general welfare at this time. Neither
substance has been encountered in the
illicit trade and neither is available as a
commercial product. In addition,
persons engaged in activites prohibited
by the CSA can be prosecuted if those
activities involve tiletamine, pursuant to
sections 102(32) and 203 of the
Controlled Substances Act [21 U.S.C.
802(32) and 813], as amended by section
1201 of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986.
Tiletamine has a chemical structure and
a pharmacological profile substantially
similar to that of a substance in
Schedule II; thus, tiletamine fulfills the
criteria of a controlled substance analog.
Zolazepam is not affected by the 1986
amendments; however, if zolazepam is
encountered in the illicit trade and
found to be an imminent hazard to the
public safety, the substance can be
added to Schedule I on an emergency
basis pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 811(h) if
there is no exemption or approval in
effect under 21 U.S.C. 355. These
considerations are taken so as to
accommodate legitimate industry in the
production and marketing of a Food and
Drug Administration approved drug
product.
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(2) Practical enforcement
considerations necessitate that all
mixtures of tiletamine and zolazepam be
treated alike under the CSA. This will
be re-evaluated if changes occur in the
status under the CSA of the individual
substances.

(3) In relation to mixtures of
tiletamine, zolazepam and salts thereof,
the Administrator finds that:

(a) Mixtures of tiletamine and
zolazepam have a potential for abuse
less than the drugs or other substances
in Schedules I and I1.

(b) Certain mixtures of tiletamine and
zolazepam have an accepted medical
use in treatment in the United States.

(c) Abuse of mixtures of tiletamine
and zolazepam may lead to moderate or
low physical dependence or high
psychological dependence.

The above findings are consistent
with placement of tiletamine-zolazepam
mixtures into Schedule III of the CSA.
The effective date of the rule will be
February 20, 1987. In the event this
imposes special hardship on any
registrant, the Drug Enforcement
Administration will entertain any
justified request for an extension of time
to comply with the Schedule IV
regulations. The applicable regulations
are as follows:

1. Registration. Any person who
manufactures, distributes, delivers,
imports or exports tiletamine-zolazepam
mixtures or who engages in research or
conducts intructional activities with
respect to such mixtures, or who
proposes to engage in such activities,
must be registered to conduct such
activities in accordance with Parts 1301
and 1311 of Title 21 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

2. Security. Each tiletamine-
zolazepam mixture must be stored in
accordance with §§ 1301.71 through
1301.76 of Title 21 of the Code of Federal
Regulations.

3. Labeling and packaging. All labels
and labeling for commercial containers
of tiletamine-zolazepam mixtures must
comply with the requirements of
§§ 1302.03 through 1302.05 and 1302.08
of Title 21 of the Code of Federal
Regulations.

4. Inventory. Every registrant required
to keep records who possesses any
quantity of a tiletamine-zolazepam
mixture shall take inventories, pursuant
to §§ 1304.11 through 1304.19 of Title 21
of the Code of Federal Regulations, of all
stocks of such mixtures.

5. Records. All registrants required to
keep records pursuant to §§ 1304.21
through 1304.27 of Title 21 of the Code of
Federal Regulations shall do so
regarding tiletamine-zolazepam
preparations or mixtures.

6. Prescriptions. All prescriptions of
products containing tiletamine and
zolazepam shall comply with §§ 1306.01
through 1306.06 and §§ 1306.21 through
1306.25 of Title 21 of the Code of Federal
Regulations.

7. Importation and exportation. All
importation and exportation of
tiletamine-zolazepam mixtures shall be
in compliance with Part 1312 of Title 21
of the Code of Federal Regulations.

8. Criminal liability. The
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration, hereby orders that any
activity with respect to tiletamine-
zolazepam mixtures not authorized by.
or in violation of, the Controlled
Substances Act or the Controlled
Substances Import and Export Act shall
be unlawful.

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the
Administrator certifies that the
placement of commercial products
which contain tiletamine and zolazepam
into Schedule III of the Controlled
Substances Act will not have a
significant impact upon small businesses
or other entities whose interests must be
considered under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354).
Commercial products which contain
titletamine and zolazepam will be used
in venterinary clinics. This rule will
cause such establishments to handle
these products in a manner indentical to
that already used in relation to other
Schedule III products.

In accordance with the provisions of
21 U.S.C. 811(a), this scheduling action is
a formal rulemaking “‘on the record after
opportunity for a hearing.” Such
proceedings are conducted pursuant to
the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 556 and 557
and, as such, have been exempted from
the consultation requirements of
Executive Order 12261 (46 FR 13193).

List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 1308

Administrative practice and
procedure, Drug traffic control,
Narcotics. Prescription drugs.

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Attorney General by section 201(a) of
the Controlled Substances Act [21 U.S.C.
811(a)] as redelegated to the
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration by 28 CFR 0.100 and for
the reasons set forth above, the
Administrator hereby orders Part 1308,
Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations, be
amended as follows:

PART 1308—{AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR
Part 1308 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 811, 812, 871(b).

2. Paragraph {c) of 1308.13 is amended
by adding a new subparagraph (c)(12).
reading as follows:

§ 1308.13 Schedule lll

(c) Depressants.

(12) Tiletamine and zolazepam or any sall
thereof—7295.

Some trade or other names for a tiletamine-
zolazepam combination product: Telazol.

Some trade or other names for tiletamine:
2-(ethylamino)-2-(2-thienyl)-cyclohexanone

Some trade or other names for zolazepam:
4-(2-fluorophenyl)-6.8-dihydro-1,3.8-
trimethylpyrazolo-{3.4-e] [1.4]-diazepin-7(1H)-
one. flupyrazapon.

» * * - -
Dated: January 12, 1987.
John C. Lawn,
Administrator, Drug Enforcement
Administration.
[FR Doc. 87-1218 Filed 1-20-87: 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms

27 CFR Parts 19 and 250
[T.D. ATF-233; correction]

Implementing the Caribbean Basin
Recovery Act; Distribution of Excise
Taxes on Imported Rum; Correction

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms (ATF), Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule (Treasury decision):
correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
printing error made in FR Doc. 86-17440.
published in the Federal Register on
August 5, 1988, at 51 FR 28071, which
implemented the Caribbean Basin
Recovery Act; Distribution of Excise
Taxes on Imported Rum.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jackie White, Distilled Spirits and
Tobacco Branch, (202) 566-7531.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Paragraph 1
In the left-hand column on page 28076

in the twelfth line of § 250.31(b) replace
“87.62889" with ''87.626889".

Signed: January 14, 1987.
Stephen E. Higgins,

Director.
|[FR Doc. 87-1205 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 4810-31-M
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Part 914

Approval of Permanent Program
Amendment From the State of indiana
Under the Suriace Mining Control and
Reclamation Act of 1977

AGeNcY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement [OSMRE),
Interior.

acTioN: Final rule.

suMMARY: OSMRE is announcing the
approval of an amendment to the
Indiana Permanent Regulatory Program
(hereinafter referred to as the Indiana
program) received by OSMRE pursuant
to the Surface Mining Control and
Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA).

On September 24, 1986, Indiana
submitted an amendment to its program
to modify the Indiana regulations
concerning stabilization of surface areas
(rills and gullies).

After providing opportunity for public
comment and conducting a thorough
review of the program amendments, the
Director, OSMRE, has determined that
the amendments meet the requirements
of SMCRA and the Federal regulations.
Accordingly, the Director is approving
the amendments. The Federal rules at 30
CFR Part 914 which codify decisions
concerning the Indiana program are
being amended to implement this action.

This final rule is being made effective
immediately in order to expedite the
State program amendment process and
encourage States to conform their
programs to the Federal standards
without undue delay: consistency of the
State and Federal standards is required
by SMCRA.,

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Richard D. Rieke, Director,
Indianapolis Field Office, Office of
Surface Mining Reclamation and
Enforcement, Federal Building and U.S.
Courthouse, Room 522, 46 East Ohio
Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.
Telephone: (317) 269-2600.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

l. Background

Information regarding the general
background on the Indiana State
program, including the Secretary’s
findings, the disposition of comments
and a detailed explanation of the
conditions of approval of the indiana
Program can be found in the July 26,
1982 Federal Register (47 FR 32071

32108). Subsequent actions concerning
the Indiana program are identified in 30
CFR 914.15 and 30 CFR 914.16.

IL. Discussien of Preposed Amendment

On September 24, 1986, the Indiana
Department of Natural Resources
submitted to OSMRE pursuant to 30 CFR
732.17, proposed State program
amendments for approval. The
amendments modify the Indiana
regulations at 310 IAC 12-5-56.1 and 12—
5-121.1 concerning the stabilization of
surface areas, and in particular the
repair of rills and gullies. The
amendments are intended to address, in
part, the requirement for a program
amendment found at 30 CFR 914.16(d).

OSMRE published a notice in the
Federal Register on October 21, 1988,
announcing receipt of the proposed
program amendments and procedures
for the public comment period and for
requesting a public hearing on the
substantive adequacy of the proposed
amendments (51 FR 37298). The public
comment period ended November 20,
1986, There was no request for a public
hearing and the hearing scheduled for
November 17, 1986, was not held.

1L Director's Findings

The Director finds, in accordance with
SMCRA and 30 CFR 732.15 and 732.17,
that the program amendments submitted
by Indiana on September 24, 1986, meet
the requirements of SMCRA and 30 CFR
Chapter VII.

Indiana has amended its rules at 310
IAC 12-5-56.1 and 12-5-121.1 to require
that for certain rills and gullies that form
in regraded topsoiled areas {where the
rills and gullies disrupt the approved
postmining land use, disrupt the re-
establishment of vegetative cover or
cause or contribute to a violation of
applicable effluent limitations and
where the rill or gully is not vegetated or
otherwise stabilized) the rill or gully
shall be filled, graded or otherwise
stabilized, topsoil shall be replaced and
the area shall be reseeded or replanted.
In a Federal Register notice published
May 15, 1985 (51 FR 20206), the Director,
OSMRE required that Indiana so amend
its rules. In Finding 9 of the Federal
Register notice the Director required
Indiana to amend its rules at 310 IAC
12-5-56.1(b) and 12-5-121.1(b) to be no
less effective than the Federal rules at
30 CFR 816.95(b) and 817.95(b) which
require that such rills and gullies be
filled, regraded or otherwise stabilized,
topsoil shall be replaced and the area
shall be reseeded or replanted. The
Director finds that Indiana has
satisfactorily addressed this required
amendment and that its amended rules

are no less effective than the Federal
rules.

IV. Public Comment

In response to the Director’s request
for comments, comments were
submitted by the Indiana Coal Council,
Inc. The commenter stated that the
amendments to the Indiana rules
satisfied the requirement in the May 15,
1985 Federal Register notice and should
be approved. The Director agrees with
the commenter and is approving the
amendments.

V. Director’s Decision

The Director, based on the above
findings, is approving the Indiana
regulatory amendment as submitted on
September 24, 1986, under the provisions
of 30 CFR 732.17. The Federal rules at 30
CFR Part 914 are being amended to
implement this decision.

VI. Procedural Matters

1. Compliance With the National
Environmental Policy Act

The Secretary has determined that,
pursuant to section 702{d) of SMCRA, 30
U.S.C. 1292(d), no environmental impact
statement need be prepared on this
rulemaking.

2. Executive Order No. 12291 and the
Regulatory Flexibility Act

On August 28, 1981, the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) granted
OSMRE as exemption from sections 3, 4,
7, and 8 of Executive Order 12291 for
actions directly related to approval or
conditional approval of State regulatory
programs. Therefore, this action is
exempt from preparation of a Regulatory
Impact Analysis and regulatory review
by OMB. The Department of the Interior
has determined that this rule will not
have a significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). This rule will not
impose any new requirements; rather, it
will ensure that existing requirements
established by SMCRA and the Federal
rules will be met by the State.

3. Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain information
collection requirements which require
approval by the Office of Management
and Budget under 44 U.S.C. 3507.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 914

Coal mining, Intergovernmental
relations, Surface mining, Underground
mining.
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Dated: December 29, 1986.
Carl C. Close,

Acting Deputy Director, Operations and
Technical Services.

PART 914—INDIANA

30 CFR Part 914 is amended as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 914
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 95-87, Surface Mining

Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30
U.S.C. 1201 et seq.).

2. 30 CFR 914.15 is amended by adding
a new paragraph (o) as follows:

§914.15 Approval of regulatory program
amendments.

* * * * *

(o) Amendments to the Indiana
regulations at 310 IAC 12-5-56.1 and 12—
5-121.1 concerning the stabilization of
surface areas, and in particular the
repair of rills and gullies, submitted by
the Indiana Department of Natural
Resources to OSMRE on September 24,
1986, are approved effective January 21,
1987.

3. 30 CFR 914.16 is amended by
revising paragraph (d) to read as
follows:

§3914.16 Required program amendments.
(d) Indiana shall submit for OSMRE
approval, an amendment to 310 IAC 12~
5-12.1(a)(3) and 310 IAC 12-5-78.1(a)(3)

to remove the term “permanent
impoundments” from the listing of sites
for which topsoil need not be removed.

[FR Doc. 87-1251 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-05-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A-5-FRL-3124-8]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; lllinois

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA).
ACTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The USEPA announces final
rulemaking to approve a revision to the
Illinois State Implementation Plan (SIP)
for Total Suspended Particulates (TSP).
The revision pertains to a revised
particulate emission limit for the City of
Rochelle Municipal Steam Power Plant.
USEPA's action is based upon a revision
which was submitted by the State.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This final rulemaking
becomes effective on February 20, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revision
and other materials relating to this
rulemaking are available for inspection
at the following addresses: (It is
recommended that you telephone
Randolph O. Cano, at (312) 886-6035,
before visiting the Region V Office.)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region V, Air and Radiation Branch,
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Illinois 60604
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Public Information Reference Unit, 401
M Street SW., Washington, DC 20480
Illinois Environmental Protection,
Agency, Division of Air Pollution
Control, 2200 Churchill Road,
Springfield, Illinois 62706
Copies of this revision to the Illinois
SIP are available for inspection at:

Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L
Street, N.W., Room 8301, Washington,
DC

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April

18, 1983, the Illinois Environmental

Protection Agency (IEPA) submitted a

February 24, 1983, Illinois Pollution

Control Board (IPCB) Order (R78-15) as

a proposed revision to the SIP for TSP.

This Order establishes a 0.6 1b TSP/

MMBTU emission limit for the City of

Rochelle Municipal Steam Power Plant.

The City of Rochelle operates a

municipal steam plant on South Main

Street, Rochelle in Ogle County. Ogle

County is a rural, primarily agricultural

area that is designated as attainment for

the TSP National Ambient Air Quality

Standards (NAAQS).! The plant

contains two coal-fired boilers with a

maximum rated capacity of 107

MMBTU/hr each. Both boilers are

vented to a common 45.7m stack. On

April 18, 1983, IEPA submitted a site-

specific rule change for the City of

Rochelle Municipal Steam Power Plant

as a revision to the Illinois TSP SIP. The

IPCB adopted Order R78-15 on February

24, 1983. This Order establishes Illinois

Rule 203(g)(1)(C)(iii) which reads as

follows:

(iii) As of March 14, 1983, the rate of
emissions from Boilers 1 and 2 located at the
Rochelle Municipal Steam Power Plant, South
Main Street, City of Rochelle in Ogle County,
Illinois, shall not exceed 0.6 1bs/MMBTU of
actual heat input.

This Order effectively establishes a
0.6 |b TSP/MMBTU emission limit for

1 The primary particulate matter NAAQS are
violated when, in a year, either: (1) the geometric
mean value of TSP concentrations exceeds 75
micrograms per cubic meter of air (75 pg/m? (the
annual primary standard), or (2) the maximum 24-
hour concentration of TSP exceeds 260 ug/m® more
than once (the 24-hour standard). The secondary
particulate matter NAAQS is violated when, in &
year, the maximum 24-hour concentration exceeds
150 pg/m? more than once.

the Rochelle plant to replace the lower
State limit (i.e., 0.18 lbs/MMBTU) which,
along with the Rule 203(g) has been
invalidated as a matter of State law by
the Illinois Supreme Court. There is, at
present, no federally enforceable
emission limit for this source. lllinois
has recently recodified its air pollution
control regulations and is currently
seeking to revalidate old Rule 203(g).
These other actions do not affect the
applicability of the site-specific rule for
the City of Rochelle.

On June 14, 1983, USEPA notified the
State that the air quality analysis
provided in support of the proposed SIP
revision was not consistent with current
air quality modeling guidelines and that
the proposed SIP revision could not be
approved for this reason. On May 24,
1985, the State submitted a revised
modeling analysis intended to satisfy
USEPA’s concerns.

The revised modeling analysis was
performed in order to demonstrate that
the proposed TSP emission limitation
would not cause or contribute to a
violation of the TSP NAAQS. The
Rochelle plant TSP emissions were
modeled to determine their ambient
impact, including background
concentrations that were determined
from available TSP monitoring data.
There are no other major TSP sources in
the area expected to significantly
interact with the Rochelle steam plant.
Examination of the revised modeling
analysis indicates that it is consistent
with USEPA modeling requirements.
The modeling predicted a high, second-
high TSP 24-hour concentration of 8.4
pg/m? (at 2.164 km) and a high annual
concenration of 0.68 pg/m?® due solely to
the Rochelle plant. When these results
are added to the monitored background
concentrations, no violations of the TSP
NAAQS are predicted.

This SIP revision was reviewed for
consistency with the July 8, 1985, Stack
Height Regulations. These regulations
require that an emission limitation shall
not be affected by that portion of a stack
which exceeds the Good Engineering
Practice (GEP) height or "any other
dispersion techniques”. The GEP height
is defined as the greater of 65 meters or
the applicable GEP formula height. The
merging of gas streams is considered a
dispersion technique. However, several
exemptions from the prohibition of gas
steam merging are provided for existing
sources. Pertinent for this SIP action. is
the exemption for merging which
occurred before December 31, 1970. The
height of the Rochelle Municipal Steam
Power Plant stack is 47.5m and the
merging of the air streams from the two
boilers occurred before December 31,
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1970. Therefore, this SIP revision is not
impacted by the Stack Height
Regulations.

Because the Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (PSD) baseline date has
not been triggered in Ogle County for
TSP, an increment consumption analysis
is not necessary for this revision.
Regardless, it is noted the maximum
predicted 24-hour and annual TSP
concentrations from the Rochelle plant
are well below the corresponding PSD
increments for TSP.

On February 11, 1986 (51 FR 5092),
USEPA proposed approval of IPCB Rule
203(g)(1)(C)(iii), which provides the
revised emission limit for this facility.
Public comment was solicited on the
proposed SIP revision and on USEPA's
proposed approval of it. No public
comments were received in response to
USEPA's proposed rulemaking action.
Today's final rulemaking action
approves the State's request to
incorporate IPCB 203(g)(1)(C)(iii) into the
lllinois SIP for TSP,

There are at present no opacity
provisions in the Illinois SIP. The IPCB
is presently considering a regulatory
proposal to satisfy the requirement for
such a regulation found at 40 CFR
51.19(c). However, the mass emission
limit for the Rochelle Steam plant being
approved today can be enforced using
the State's stack test procedures, which
require use of USEPA's Reference
Method 5 (40 CFR Part 60, Appendix A).
Even so, the State will not have a fully
approved SIP relative to the Rochelle
steam plant until an opacity provision is
incorporated into the SIP,

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Act,
petitions for judicial review of this
action must be filed in the United States
Court of Appeals for the appropriate
circuit by March 23, 1987. This action
may not be challenged later in

proceedings to enforce its requirements.
(See 307(b)(2).)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Particulate matter,
Intergovernmental relations.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the
State Implementation Plan for the State of
llinois was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register on July 1, 1982.

Dated: November 28, 1986,

Lee M. Thomas,
Administrator.

PART 52—APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATIONS PLANS

lilinois

Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations Chapter I, Part 52 is
amended as follows:

(1) The authority citation for Part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642.

(2) § 52.720 is amended by adding new
paragraph (c)(67) as follows:

§ 52.720 Identification of plan.

* L *- * -

c)tﬁa

(67) On April 18, 1983, the State of
Illinois submitted a 0.60 b TSP/MMBTU
emission limit for the City of Rochelle
Municipal Steam Power Plant. On May
24, 1985, it submitted a revised modeling
analysis.

(1) Incorporation by reference.

Illinois Pollution Control Board Order
(R78-15), Rule 203(g)(1)(C)(iii) which is
dated February 24, 1983.

|FR Doc. 87-1186 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 180
[PP 6E3384, 6E3396/R860; FRL-31426]

Pesticide Tolerances for Certain
Pesticide Chemicals

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: These rules establish
tolerances for the herbicides fluzaifop-
butyl and oxyfluorfen in or on certain
agricultural commodities. The
regulations, to establish maximum
permissible levels of residues of the
herbicides, were petitioned by the
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR-
4).

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on January 21,
1987.

ADDRESS: Written objections, identified
by the document control number [PP
6E3384, 6E3396/ R860], may be
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110),
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm.
M-3708, 401 M St., SW., Washington, DC
20460. )

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

By mail: Donald R. Stubbs, Emergency
Response and Minor Use Section (TS~
767C), Registration Division,

Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M St., SW., Washington, DC 20460.

Office location and telephone number:
Rm. 716B, CM #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (703-
557-1806).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA
issued proposed rules, published in the
Federal Register, which announced that
the Interregional Research Project No. 4
(IR-4), New Jersey Agricultural
Experiment Station, P.O. Box 231,
Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ
08903, submitted pesticide petition (PP)
as follows to EPA on behalf of Dr.
Robert H. Kupelian, National Director,
IR—4 Project and the Agricultural
Experiment Station (AES) of the states
indicated.

1. PP 6E3384. 51 FR 41811, November
19, 1986. AES of Louisiana. Proposed
amending 40 CFR 180.411 by
establishing of a tolerance for residues
of the herbicide fluazifop-butyl (+)-2-[4-
[5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinylJoxy]phenoxy propanoic acid
(fluazifop), both free and conjugated and
of (%)-butyl-2[4-[5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinylJoxy]phenoxy propanoate
(fluazifop-butyl), all expressed as
fluazifop, in or on the raw agricultural
commodity tabasco peppers at 1.0 part
per million (ppm).

The petitioner proposed that use on
tabasco peppers be limited to Louisiana
based on the geographical
representation of the residue data
submitted. Additional residue data will
be required to expand the area of usage.
Persons seeking geographically broader
registration should contact the Agency's
Registration Division at the address
provided above.

2. PP 6E3396. 51 FR 41812, November
19, 1986. AES of Hawaii. Proposed
amending 40 CFR 180.381 by
establishing a tolerance for residues of
the herbicide oxyfluorfen [2-chloro-1-(3-
ethoxy-4-nitrophenoxy)-4-
(trifluoromethyl)benzene] and its
metabolite containing the diphenyl ether
linkage in or on the raw agricultural
commodity guava at 0.05 ppm.

The petitioner proposed that use on
guava be limited to Hawaii based on the
geographical representation of the
residue data submitted. Additional
residue data will be required to expand
the area of usage. Persons seeking
geographically broader registration
should contact the Agency's
Registration Division at the address
provided above.

There were no comments or requests
for referral to an advisory committee
received in response to the proposed
rules.
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The data submitted and other relevant
information have been evaluated and
discussed in the proposed rules. Based
on the data and information considered,
the Agency concludes that the
tolerances will protect the public health.
Therefore the tolerances are established
as set forth below.

Any person adversely affected by
these regulations may, within 30 days
after publication of this document in the
Federal Register, file written objections
with the Hearing Clerk, at the address
given above. Such objections should
specify the provisions of the regulations
deemed objectionable and the grounds
for the objections. If a hearing is
requested, the objections must state the
issues for the hearing and the grounds
for the objections. A hearing will be
granted if the objections are supported
by grounds legally sufficient to justify
the relief sought.

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Administrative practice and
procedure, Agricultural commodities,
Pesticides and pests, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: January 6, 1987.
Douglas D, Campt,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.

PART 180—[AMENDED]

Therefore, 40 CFR Part 180 is
amended as follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 180
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 346a.

2. Section 180.381 is amended by
designating the current paragraph and
list of tolerances as paragraph (a) and
adding paragraph (b), to read as follows:

§ 180.381 Oxyfluorfen; tolerances for
residues.
a L A

{b) Tolerances with regional
registration are established for residues
of the herbicide oxyfluorfen [2-chloro-1-
(3-ethoxy-4-nitrophenoxy)-4-
(trifluoromethyl)benzene] and its
metabolites containing the diphenyl
ether linkage in or on the raw
agricultural commodities:

s Parts per
Commodities million

Guava 0.05

3. Section 180.411 is amended by: (1)
Revising the introductory paragraph and
designating it as the introductory text of

paragraph (a) and (2) adding paragraph
(b) to read as follows:

§ 180.411 Fluazifop-butyl; tolerances for
residues.

(a) Tolerances are established for
residues of the herbicide fluazifop-butyl
(#£)-2-[4-[5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinyljoxy]phenoxy propanoic acid
(fluazifop), both free and conjugated and
of (£)-2-[4-[5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinyljoxy]phenoxy propanoate
(fluazifop-butyl), all expressed as
fluazifop, in or on the following raw
agricultural commodities:

{b) Tolerances with regional
registration are established for residues
of fluazifop-butyl (+)-2-[4-[5-
(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinyljJoxy]phenoxy propanoic acid
(fluazifop), both free and conjugated and
of (+)-butyl-2-[4-[5-(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinylJoxy]phenoxy propanoate
(fluazifop-butyl), all expressed as
fluazifop, in or on the following raw
agricultural commodities:

Commodities

P tabasco

[FR Doc. 87-1008 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Ch. |
[CC Docket No, 86-79, FCC 86-529]

Common Carrier Services; Furnishings
of Customer Premises

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Report and order.

SUMMARY: This action replaces the
mandatory imposition of the Computer
II structural separation requirements
with certain nonstructural safeguards
for the provision of customer premises
equipment (CPE) by the Bell Operating
Companies (BOCs). It also preempts the
ability of the states to impose structural
separation on the BOCs or the
Independent Telephone Companies
(ITCs) or to impose nonstructural
safeguards on the BOCs that are
different from those adopted in this
action. This action does permit the
states to impose nonstructural
safeguards on the ITCs, provided that
such safeguards are no more stringent
than those adopted in this action. This
action is taken because the high costs of

mandatory structural separation
indicates that the public interest would
be better served by providing the BOCs
with more flexibility in organizing their
CPE and network services operations,
while relying on nonstructural
safeguards to deter and detect cross-
subsidization and discrimination,

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 21, 1987,

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT;
Melanie Haratunian, Common Carrier
Bureau (202) 632-4047.

In the Matter of Furnishing of
Customer Premises Equipment by the
Bell Operating Companies and the
Independent Telephone Companies [CC
Docket No. 86-79].

This is a summary of the
Commission's report and order, CC
Docket No. 86-79, adopted November 25,
1986, and released January 12, 1987.

The full text of Commission decisions
are available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
dockets branch (room 230), 1919 M
Street, Northwest, Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission's
copy contractor, International
Transcription Service, (202) 857-3800,
2100 M Street, Northwest, Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Summary of Report and Order

1. The Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) has determined that
there are major inefficiencies and other
costs to the public associated with the
Computer II structural separation
requirements and that the net benefits of
mandatory structural separation no
longer appear substantial when
compared to those of nonstructural
safeguards. The FCC, therefore, has
concluded that the public interest would
be better served by providing the BOCs
with more flexibility in organizing their
CPE and network services operations
while relying on nonstructural
safeguards to deter and detect cross-
subsidization snd discrimination.
Accordingly, the BOCs will no longer be
subjected to the mandatory imposition
of structural separation, provided that
they comply with the five nonstructural
safeguards discussed below.

2. To be relieved of the structural
separation requirements, a BOC must
comply, first, with the cost allocation
and accounting safeguards established
in the Joint and Common Cost
proceeding [CC Docket 86-111].

3. Second, the BOC generally must
disclose certain information regarding
the introduction of a new or modified
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network service when it decides to
manufacture itself or procure from an
unaffiliated entity any product the
design of which affects or relies on the
network interface. The BOC must
disclose technical network information
and market information relating to the
service to any entity directly involved in
the manufacture, design, lease, or sale of
CPE, but may condition such disclosure
on the execution of nondisclosure
agreements. In addition, the BOC
generally must disclose the technical
network information and market
information to the public twelve months
before the introduction of the new or
modified service. A BOC certifying that
it will not engage in the research,
development, or design of CPE must
disclose the detailed network
information to the public when it
discloses such information to an
unaffiliated entity that will engage in the
research, development, design, or
manufacture of CPE for the benefit of
the BOC.

4, Third, the BOC must both make a
customer's customer proprietary
network information (CPNI) available to
competing CPE vendors at the
customer's request and establish
procedures that permit a customer to
limit the dissemination of its CPNI to
BOC personnel involved only with
network services. In addition, the BOC
must notify its multiline business
customers of their CPNI rights and must
file a CPNI plan with the FCC, subject to
public comment, describing the
procedures it will employ to implement
its CPNI obligations.

5. Fourth, the BOC must take certain
steps to help ensure the
nondiscriminatory provision of network
services. The BOC must maintain
Centralized Operations Groups for use
by the independent CPE vendor
community and by customers with non-
BOC CPE as a point of contact,
installation, coordination, and
administration with the BOC.
Furthermore, the BOC must file with the
FCC both a plan describing the
procedures it will employ to ensure
nondiscrimination in the installation and
maintenance of network services and
quarterly reports documenting the
provision of such nondiscriminatory
access. The plan, which should include a
detailed description of the BOC's
proposed reports, will be subject to
public comment.

6. Fifth, the BOC must file a plan with
the FCC, subject to public comment,
describing the procedures it will
implement to ensure that independent
CPE vendors are provided with a
meaningful opportunity to market

Centrex and other BOC network
services through sales agency programs
or other functionally equivalent means.

7. The FCC has declined to impose
these nonstructural safeguards on the
ITCs based primarily on a finding that
there are significant differences between
the BOCs and the I'TCs in their abilities
to engage in anticompetitive conduct in
their CPE operations.

8. The FCC has preempted the states
from imposing structural separation on
the BOCs or the ITCs and from imposing
nonstructural safeguards on the BOCs
different from those set forth above. The
states are permitted to establish
nonstructural safeguards for the
provision of CPE by the ITCs provided
that those safeguards are no more
stringent than those imposed on the
BOCs in this action.

9. The BOCs are not permitted to
implement full structural relief until all
five nonstructural safeguards are
developed, approved, and put in place.

10. The FCC has granted BellSouth’s
proposal for limited, interim relief for
marketing CPE and BOC network
services jointly and will permit other
BOCs interested in such relief to file
their own proposals.

11, The FCC has found that a
regulatory flexibility analysis is not
required in this action because none of
the carriers is a small business entity for
purposes of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act.

12. The FCC has analyzed the
requirements in this action with respect
to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
and has found that they are not subject
to the procedures contained therein
because fewer than ten entities are
required to file compliance plans or
reports.

Ordering Clauses

13. Accordingly, It Is Ordered, that
pursuant to sections 4(i), 4(j), 201-205,
218, 220, 403, and 404 of the
Communications Act of 1934, 47 U.S.C.
154(i), 154(j), 201-205, 218, 220, 403, and
404, the policies, rules, and requirements
set forth herein are Adopted.

14. It Is Further Ordered, that the
Motion for Leave to File Late Comments
filed by the Florida Public Service
Commission is Granted.

15. It Is Further Ordered, that the
Motion for an Evidentiary Hearing filed
by the North American
Telecommunications Association is
Denied.

16. It Is Further Ordered, that the
limited joint marketing proposal
submitted by BellSouth is Approved to
the extent described herein.

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1193 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildiife Service
50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Determination of
Endangered or Threatened Status for
Seven Florida Scrub Plants

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: The Service determines
endangered status pursuant to the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Act),
as amended, for the following six plants:
Chionanthus pygmaeus (pygmy fringe
tree), Eryngium cuneifolium (snakeroot),
Hypericum cumulicola (Highlands scrub
hypericum), Polygonella basiramia
(wireweed), Prunus geniculata (scrub
plum), and Warea carteri (Carter's
mustard). Threatened status is
determined for Paronychia chartacea
(papery whitlow-wort). These seven
species are restricted to sand pine-
evergreen oak scrub vegetation in south-
central peninsular Florida. All known
populations of these plants are on
private or State owned land. These
species are endangered or threatened
primarily by development of their
habitat for agricultural and residential
purposes. This rule will implement the
Federal protection and recovery
provisions afforded by the Act for these
plants.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 20, 1987.

ADDRESSES: The complete file for this
rule is available for inspection, by
appointment, during normal business
hours at the Endangered Species Field
Station, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
2747 Art Museum Drive, Jacksonville,
Florida 32207.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David ]. Wesley, Endangered Species
Field Supervisor, at the above address
(904/791-2580 or FTS 946-2580).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Sand pine scrub vegetation (locally
called “scrub") consisting of sand pine
(Pinus clausa) with shrubby evergreen
oaks is restricted to Florida, where it is
widespread, and the Gulf coast of
Alabama. Southeastern Georgia has
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evergreen oak scrub without sand pine
(Wharton 1978). The major evergreen
scrub oaks are myrtle oak (Quercus
myrtifolia), Chapman oak (Quercus
chapmanii) and sand live oak (Quercus
geminata). Scrub, one of the most
distinctive natural communities of
Florida, is found along the coasts and on
sand ridges in the interior of the Florida
peninsula. Scrub often occupies ancient
sand dunes (White 1958), but it also
occurs on dry sand soils where scrub
mingles with sandhills vegetation
consisting of longleaf pine (Pinus
palustris), turkey oak (Quercus laevis),
and wiregrass (Aristida stricta) (Meyers
1985).

A number of plants and animals are
endemic to (restricted to) these scrub
communities. Animals of the scrub
include Florida scrub jay (Aphelocoma
coerulescens coerulescens), which is a
Federal threatened species; blue-tailed
mole skink (Eumeces egregius lividus);
sand skink (Neoseps reynoldsi); and
Florida scrub lizard (Scleroporus
woodi). The two skinks are being
proposed for listing elsewhere in today’s
Federal Register, and the lizard is a
candidate for Federal listing. The
following endemic plants of Florida
scrub vegetation are already listed or
proposed for listing under provisions of
the Act: Chrysopsis floridana,
Dicerandra cornutissima, Dicerandra
frutescens, Dicerandra immaculata,
Lupinus aridorum. Bonamia grandiflora
and Asimina tetramera. Other scrub
plants are candidates for listing,
including Polygonella macrophyila in
the Florida panhandle, and Liatris
ohlingerae in central Florida.

The southernmost interior scrubs are
on the Lake Wales Ridge in Polk and
Highlands Counties, an area that
includes the cities of Lake Wales, Avon
Park, Sebring, and Lake Placid, and
extends as far south as the small town
of Venus. The scrub vegetation of these
counties is distinctive for having
relatively little sand pine (Abrahamson
et al. 1984), and for its rich endemic flora
(Ward 1979b), including four endemic
shrubs: the very abundant shrubby
evergreen inopina oak (Quercus
inopina), Chionanthus pygmaeus,
Prunus geniculata, and the apparently
extinct Ziziphus celata (Judd and Hall
1984). The other endemic scrub plants
are perennial or annual herbs.
Highlands County has more scrub
endemics than Polk, but in both
counties, the scrub vegetation is varied,
and some sites have more endemic
species present than others. In
Highlands County, some scrub sites
have four or five of the endemic plants

listed in this rule, while others have
none (Stout 1982).

Sand pine scrub burns infrequently,
roughly every 30-80 years, but the fires
are intense. Most of the shrubs renew
themselves from root sprouts, like
shrubs in Southeastern pocosins
(evergreen shrub bogs) or California
chapparal. Sand pine and rosemary
(Ceratiola ericoides) reoccupy burned
scrub only by seed. Rosemary seedlings
typically appear 3 years after a fire
(Abrahamson et a/. 1984); mature
rosemary approaches senescence at an
age of 30-35 years (Johnson 1982).
Rosemary is characteristic of early
vegetation development in scrub. It and
some other shrubs release toxic
chemicals into the soil that inhibit or
prevent the growth of most other plants,
resulting in areas of relatively bare,
open sand between the shrubs. A few
annual and perennial herbs tolerate the
toxic chemicals and inhabit the
otherwise bare sand, including five
species from the present rule: Eryngium
cuneifolium, Hypericum cumulicola,
Paronychia chartacea, Polygonella
basiramia, and Warea carteri. Liatris
ohlingerae and Calamintha ashei,
candidates for Federal listing, are also
typical of this habitat. The bare sand
areas are transitory habitats; unless
renewed by fire or brush removal, they
disappear after 20-30 years (Richardson
1985). The herbs that inhabit the open
sand form large populations, but these
populations die out unless the habitat is
renewed; thus these herbaceous species,
like rosemary, are characteristic of early
vegetation development in scrub, and
are often absent from later stages.

Six biological preserves and one
Federal installation in Polk and
Highlands Counties contain sand pine
scrub vegetation. Avon Park Air Force
Range (U.S. Air Force) in Polk County
has small tracts of scrub, but lacks the
plant species listed in the present rule
(Wunderlin et al. 1982). The Lake
Arbuckle Wildlife Management Area
(Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish
Commission) and Lake Arbuckle State
Park, contiguous to each other and to
the Avon Park Air Force Range, contain
large tracts of scrub that have not been
fully inventoried for candidate scrub
plants. The Nature Conservancy
acquired 31 hectares (77 acres) in the
Saddle Blanket Lake area in December
1985; and the State of Florida has begun
the process of acquiring an additional
283 hectares (700 acres) through its
Conservation and Recreation Lands
Program. In Highlands County are
Highlands Hammock State Park and the
privately owned Archbold Biological
Station. Archbeld, the richest of the

preserves in terms of endemic plant
species, has been thoroughly studied.
The vegetation patterns found there are
not necessarily typical of the entire Lake
Wales Ridge. Abrahamson et a/. (1984)
distinguish two kinds of sand pine scrub
at Archbold. The first, with an
understory of myrtle oak and scrub
hickory (Carya floridana), is primarily
located on the slopes of a hill, occupying
143 hectares (353 acres). The scrub mint
Dicerandra frutescens (Federally listed
as endangered) is found here. The
second, with an understory of rosemary,
is located on several patches of dry
sand, each no larger than 1 hectare (2.5
acres) and totaling 36 hectares (89
acres), surrounded by scrubby flatwood
(a vegetation of inopina oak with
occasional sand pine or slash pine
trees), flatwoods, and flatwood ponds.
Rosemary scrub is the home of
Eryngium cuneifolium, Hypericum
cumulicola, Paronychia chartacea,
Polygonella basiramia, and Warea
carteri (which also occupies scrubby
flatwoods and flatwoods).

Biological data pertaining to the seven
species listed herein follow:

Chionanthus pygmaeus (pygmy fringe
tree) was first collected by G.V. Nash in
1894 near Eustis, Lake County, Florida.
It was later collected and described by
John K. Small (1924) from “ancient sand-
dunes between Avon Park and Sebring"”
in Highlands County. The plant may
represent a subspecies of Chionanthus
virginicus, the fringe tree (R. Currie, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, pers. comm,
1985). It is a shrub of the olive family
(Oleaceae), typically less than 1 meter
tall (3 feet), with the stems rising from
branches buried by blowing sand, but
sometimes reaching 2-4 meters (6-13
feet). The leaves are deciduous,
opposite, and entire-margined. The
flowers are borne in showy panicles in
late March. The corolla lobes (fused
petals) are four in number, linear, white,
and roughly 1 centimeter (0.4 inch) long,
as opposed to 2-3 centimeters (0.8-1.2
inch) long in Chionanthus virginicus.
The fruits are purple drupes, 2.0-2.5
centimeters (0.8-1.0 inch) long verus 1.0-
1.5 centimeters (0.4-0.6 inch) long in
Chionanthus virginicus (Kral 1983, Ward
and Godfrey 1978, Wunderlin 1982,
Waunderlin et al. 1980a). Chionanthus
pygmaeus is restricted to sand pine
scrub vegetation. It is known from wes!
of Lake Apopka, Lake County:
northwestern Osceola County; and the
Lake Wales Ridge in Polk and Highlands
Counties, including the Saddle Blanket
Lakes scrub (R. Mulholland, Florida
Dept. of Natural Resources, pers. comm.,
1986) and Highlands Hammock State
Park according to the Florida Natural
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Areas Inventory (Florida Department of
Natural Resources). A reported
population of Chionanthus pygmaeus in
Hillsborough County was probably
Chionanthus virginicus, but has been
extirpated [R. Currie, pers. comm., 1985).
Chionanthus pygmaeus may be present
at Fort Cooper State Park south of
Inverness, Citrus County (Florida
Natural Areas Inventory), but the report
has not been verified.

Eryngium cuneifolium (snakeroot), a
member of the parsley family (Apiaceae
or Umbelliferae), was first collected in
1927 near Sebring, Highlands County, by
John K. Small, who subsequently
described the plant as a new species
(Small 1933). Bell (1963) maintained the
plant as a distinct species. It is an erect
perennial herb with a long, woody
laproot and usually several erect,
branching stems, 0.2-0.5 meter (0.6-1.5
feet), rarely 1o 0.9 meter (3 feet) tall. The
leaves are clustered at the base of the
plant. The basal leaves are long-stalked
and shaped like narrow wedges, with 3-
§ bristle-tipped teeth at the apex. Stem
leaves are smaller and lack leaf stalks.
The flowers are small, greenish-white
when first opening, turning powder blue.
The flowers and bristly bracts form
small heads 4-8 millimeters (0.15-0.3
inches) in diameter. The fruit is top-
shaped, scaly, and 1.5-2.0 millimeters
(0.06-0.08 inch) long. The plants flower
from August to October. Eryngium
cuneifolium is most similar to Eryngium
aromaticum (Wunderlin et al. 1981b).
The known populations of Eryngium
cuneifolium are in an area about 16
kilometers (10 miles) long, from the west
side of Lake Placid south to near Venus.
Johnson (1981) reports outlying
populations in Collier and Putnam
Counties.

Hypericum cumulicola (Highlands
scrub hypericum), a member of the St.
John’s wort family (Hypericaceae), was
described from specimens collected on
the Lake Wales Ridge between Avon
Park and Sebring by John K. Small
(1924), who created a new genus for this
plant, Sanidophyllum. Subsequently,
Adams (1962) transferred
Sqm’duph yllum to Hypericum, a genus
with many species in the Southeastern
Coastal Plain. Hypericum cumulicola is
d wiry herbaceous to slightly woody
perennial about 0.6 meter (2 feet) tall.
Several erect stems, branched near their
lops, grow from a taproot. New shoots
form in September and overwinter. The
Stems bear widely-spaced pairs of small,
Needlelike leaves 0.5 centimeter (0.2
inch) long. The small, numerous flowers
ire arranged in the upper forks and
'oward the tips of the stems. Each
lower has five separate, obovate, bright
Vellow petals, The petals are
symmetrical, like the blades of a

window fan. The stamens are numerous.
A red to brown capsule produces many
minute seeds. Flowering and fruiting
occur from June through early November
(Judd 1980). Hypericum cumulicola
shares patches of sunny, relatively
barren sand within the scrub with
Cladonia lichens (reindeer moss) and
with other endemic herbs, especially
Eryngium cuneifolium. Hypericum
cumulicola benefits from fire in its
environment (Johnson 1981). The plant is
endemic to the sand pine-evergreen oak
scrub and rosemary scrub vegetation in
the southern Lake Wales Ridge in
Highlands and Polk Counties, Florida,
from Frostproof and Lake Arbuckle
south to Venus, where it occurs at the
Archbold Biological Station [Judd 1980).
Also, it occurs at Saddle Blanket Lakes.

Paronychia chartacea (papery
whitlow-wort), a member of the pink
family (Caryophyllaceae), was first
collected by John K. Small, in the scrub
between Avon Park and Sebring. Small
(1925) created a new genus to
accommaodate the plant, which he
named Nyachia pulvinata. Subsequent
workers transferred this species into the
large genus Paronychia; the name
Paronychia pulvinata, however, was
preoccupied, so Fernald (1936) renamed
the plant Paronychia chartacea. Ward
(1977) recognized P. chartacea as one of
seven species of Paronychia in Florida.
It is an annual, 3-10 centimeters (14
inches) tall forming bright green low
round mats of many branches radiating
from a taproot. The stems fork
repeatedly. Leaves are opposite,
scalelike, rarely longer than 3
millimeters (0.12 inch). The small, white,
numerous flowers are solitary or in
clusters of 3. They have 5 sepals, each
less than 1 millimeler (0.04 inch) long,
and no petals (Kral 1983, Wunderlin et
al. 1981a). Flowering is in summer
(Wunderlin 1982). Paronychia chartacea
is a small plant, but it is easily
distinguished from other members of its
genus by its mat-forming habit, scalelike
leaves, and tiny flowers. It is endemic to
the interior scrub in Lake County (where
it is known from only one specimen and
where its current status is unknown), in
Orange County (at least two sites), and
in Polk and Highlands Counties, where
it is present at Archbold Biological
Station (Wunderlin ef al. 1981a), at the
Arbuckle Lake Wildlife Management
Area (Florida Natural Areas Inventory),
and at Saddle Blanket Lakes (R.
Mulholland, pers. comm.). It is found
only on bare sand in scrub vegetation,
nearly always with inopina oak and
rosemary (Stout 1982). Paronychia
chartacea benefits from limited
disturbance that creates bare sand, and
it can form large local populations,
However, the plant does not persist in

areas that are converted to citrus groves
or homes.

Polygonella basiramia (wireweed), a
member of the buckwheat family
(Polygonaceae), was first collected east
of Lake Josephine in Highlands County
by John K. Small in 1920. Small (1924)
named the plant Delopyrum basiramia.
Horton (1963) included Delopyrum in the
genus Polygonella and made Delopyrum
basiramia a variety of Polygonella
ciliata, a species from the Tampa Bay
area and the Florida east coast from
Brevard County southward. Horton
examined only four mature plants of
Polygonella ciliata var. basiramia.
Nesom and Bates (1984), working with
more specimens, concluded that var.
basiramia deserved recognition as a full
species, and published the name
Polygonelia basiramia. The plant is a
taprooted annual with its stems
branched at or slightly below ground
level, forming a cluster of 7 to more than
30 erect, slender branches of nearly
equal height (Nesom and Bates 1984).
The stems are up to 0.8 meter (2.5 feet)
tall; the hairlike leaves are no more than
2 centimeters (0.8 inch) long. Branches of
the main stems are tipped by short
clusters of small white flowers. The
plant blooms in fall and fruits in late fall
and winter (Wunderlin et a/. 1980b), and
is conspicuous only when in bloom.
Polygonella basiramia is endemic to
sand pine scrub on the southern Lake
Wales Ridge in Polk and Highlands
Counties, Florida. Its geographic range
extends from the northwest side of
Crooked Lake (5 miles south of Lake
Wales) and from the west side of Lake
Weohyakapka south to the southern end
of the Ridge near Archbold Biological
Station. Polygonella basiramia grows on
areas of bare sand within sand pine and
rosemary scrub (Johnson 1981, Stout
1982).

Prunus geniculata (scrub plum) was
named by Roland Harper in 1911 from
plants he found in the high sandy hills of
Lake County, Florida, just west of Lake
Apopka. It is a member of the rose
family (Rosaceae). Prunus geniculata is
a scraggly, heavily branched shrub up to
2 meters (6 feet) tall. The twigs are
strongly zigzag, with spiny lateral
branches. The deciduous leaves have
stipules and fine teeth. The white
flowers are five-petalled, about 1.0-1.3
centimeter (0.4-0.6 inch) in diameter.
The fruit is a bitter, dull reddish plum,
1.2-2.5 centimeter (0.4-1.0 inch) long
(Kral 1983). Flowering is in winter
(Wunderlin 1982). Scrub plum is native
to two areas in central Florida:

(1) Lake County between Lake
Apopka and Clermont, in longleaf pine-
turkey oak vegetation; and

(2) Polk and Highlands Counties from
Lake Wales south to Highway 27 near
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Venus in scrub on the Lake Wales Ridge
(Johnson 1981, Stout 1982). It is known
from the Pine Ridge Nature Reserve of
Bok Tower Gardens near Lake Wales (].
Shaw, President, Bok Tower Gardens,
pers. comm. 19886), from Saddle Blanket
Lakes in Polk County (R. Mulholland,
pers. comm. 1986) and from the Nature
Conservancy's Tiger Creek Preserve in
Polk County, where Gary Schultz saw
one plant in 1983 (D. Hardin, Florida
Natural Areas Inventory, pers. comm.,
1986). The plum is often found on
roadcuts and fire lanes, which indicates
that it benefits from moderate
disturbance that removes other shrubs.
Warea carteri (Carter's mustard) was
named by John K. Small in 1909 from a
specimen collected near Miami in 1903.
The plant is an unbranched annual 0.2-
1.0 meters (0.6-3.0 feet) tall with simple,
alternate leaves up to 1 centimeter (0.4
inch) long, gradually diminishing in size
upward on the stem, becoming small
bracts toward the top of the stem. The
stem is topped by a raceme of white,
four-petalled flowers. The fruits are seed
pods 4-8 centimeters (1.6-2.4 inches)
long, mounted on slender stalks up to 1.5
centimeter (0.6 inch) long (Kral 1983).
Warea is a member of the mustard
family (Cruciferae or Brassicaceae), but
is of taxonomic interest because it
resembles Cleome and Polanisia of the
caper family (Capparidaceae). Over a
dozen herbarium collections of Warea
carteri were made in Dade County from
1878 to 1934, mostly from rock
pinelands, but also from scrub. Careful
searches have failed to relocate this
plant in the remaining fragments of
Dade County pineland and it appears to
have been extirpated. From 1922 to 1967,
Warea carteri was collected from scrub
in Polk and Highlands Counties
(Nauman 1980). The plant was also
reported from Liberty County, Florida (a
possible misidentification), and from
Brevard County (Kral 1983). Gary
Schultz, in a 1983 floristic inventory of
scrub for the Florida Natural Areas
Inventory in Highlands and Polk
Counties, found Warea carteri near
Lake Josephine in Highlands County.
The site is now being developed (D.
Hardin, pers. comm., 1986). Currently,
despite recent floristic inventories by
Schultz, Johnson (1981), and Stout (1982),
Warea carteri is known only from two
privately owned sites in northeastern
Polk County, one site northeast of
Sebring in Highlands County (N. Bissett,
pers. comm. 1986), and a small area at
the Archbold Biological Station, in
scrub, scrubby flatwoods, and
flatwoods, where it is associated with
Ceratiola ericoides, Calamintha ashei,

Eryngium cuneifolium, Hypericum
cumulicola, and Paronychia chartacea,

Federal Government actions on these
plants began as a result of Section 12 of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973,
which directed the Secretary of the
Smithsonian Institution to prepare a
report on plants considered to be
endangered, threatened, or extinct. This
report, designated as House Document
No. 94-51, was presented to Congress on
January 9, 1975. In the report,
Hypericum cumulicola, Paronychia
chartacea, Polygonella ciliata var.
basiramia, Prunus geniculata, and
Warea carteri were listed as
endangered; Chionanthus pygmaeus and
Eryngium cuneifolium were listed as
threatened. On July 1, 1975 (40 FR
27823), the Service published a notice in
the Federal Register that accepted the
report of the Smithsonian Institution as
a petition within the context of section
4{c)(2) [now section 4(b)(3)] of the Act,
and of its intention thereby to review
the status of the plant taxa named
within. The above seven taxa were
included in the notice. On June 16, 1976,
the Service published a proposed rule in
the Federal Register (41 FR 24523) to
determine approximately 1,700 vascular
plant species to be endangered species
pursuant to section 4 of the Act. The list
of 1,700 plant taxa was assembled on
the basis of comments and data
received by the Smithsonian Institution
and the Service in response to House
Document No. 84-51 and the July 1, 1975,
Federal Register publication, Hypericum
cumulicola, Paronychia chartacea,
Polygonella ciliata var. basiramia, and
Prunus geniculata were included in the
proposed rule. General comments
received in relation to the 1976 proposal
were summarized in an April 26, 1978,
Federal Register publication, which also
determined 13 plant species to be
endangered or threatened (43 FR 17909).
On December 10, 1979, the Service
published a notice of withdrawal of that
portion of the June 16, 1976, proposal
that had expired, along with four other
proposals that had expired due to a
procedural requirement of the 1978
Amendments. On December 15, 1980, the
Service published a revised notice of
review for native plants in the Federal
Register (45 FR 82480); Chionanthus
pygmaeus, Eryngium cuneifolium,
Hypericum cumulicola, Paronychia
chartacea, Polygonella ciliata var.
basiramia, Prunus geniculata, and
Warea carteri were included as
Category 1 species (species for which
data in the Service's possession indicate
listing is warranted). On November 28,
1983, the Service published in the
Federal Register (48 FR 53640) a

supplement to the 1980 notice of review.
This supplement treated Paronychia
chartacea as a Category 2 species
(species for which data in the Service's
possession indicate listing is probably
appropriate, but for which additional
biological information is needed to
support a proposed rule). Subsequent
field work by Gary Schultz for the
Florida Natural Areas Inventory
supported the proposal of Paronychia
chartacea as a threatened species. The
proposal to list the six other species ag
endangered was based on the extensive
field work that has been carried out
since the Smithsonian Institution report
of 1975 by Schultz and others (Johnson
1981, Judd 1980, Nauman 1980, Stout
1982, Wunderlin et a/. 1980a, 1980b,
1981b). All seven species were included
in Category 1 in the September 27, 1985,
revised notice of review for plants (50
FR 39526).

Section 4(b)(3}(B) of the Act, as
amended in 1982, requires the Secretary
to make findings on certain pending
petitions within 12 months of their
receipt. Section 2(b)(1) of the 1982
amendments further requires that all
petitions pending on October 13, 1982,
be treated as having been newly
submitted on that date. This was the
case for all seven of the interior scrub
plants because the 1975 Smithsonian
report had been accepted as a petition.
On October 13, 1983, October 12, 1984,
and October 13, 1985, the Service found
that the petitioned listing of these seven
species was warranted, and that,
although pending proposals had
precluded their proposal, expeditious
progress was being made to list other
species. The proposed rule to list the
seven Florida scrub plants as
endangered and threatened species was
published in the Federal Register (51 FR
12444) on April 10, 1986. That proposal
constituted the next 1-year finding
required on or before October 13, 1986.

Summary of Comments and
Recommendations

In the April 10, 1986, proposed rule (51
FR 12444) and associated notifications,
all interested parties were requested o
submit factual reports or information
that might contribute to the development
of a final rule. Appropriate State
agencies, county governments, Federal
agencies, scientific organizations, and
other interested parties were contacted
and requested to comment. Newspaper
notices that invited general public
comment were published in the ’
Leesburg Commercial (May 8), Nop/es
Daily News (May 5), the News Chief,
Winter Haven (May 3), Kissimmee
News-Gazette (May 8), Palatka Daily
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News (May 2), The Orlando Sentinel
(May 4), and The Sebring News-Sun
(May 4). Five written comments were
received on the proposal and are
discussed below.

The Florida Game and Fresh Water
Fish Commission and the President of
Bok Tower Gardens/The American
Foundation, Inc. supported the listing
proposal as published. The district
biologist for the Florida Department of
Natural Resources, Division of
Recreation and Parks provided an
additional locality for Chionanthus
pyvemaeus, Hypericum cumulicola,
Paronychia chartacea, and Prunus
geniculata. This locality has been
included in the present rule. The
botanist for the Florida Natural Areas
Inventory commented that data in the
Inventory's data base “fully support” the
listing proposal; additional localities for

Varea carteri and Prunus geniculata
were provided, which have been
incorporated into the present rule. A
commercial native plant grower from
Winter Haven supported the listing
proposal, provided three new localities
for Warea carteri (which have been
incorporated herein), and noted that at
least one private landowner was
bulldozing scrub vegetation for fear that
endangered plants on his land might
prevent development. The Act does not
affect land development, except through
section 7 which applies only to Federal
aclivities, nor does the Act prohibit
removal of plants from private lands; the
Service makes every effort to work
cooperatively with private owners to
insure protection of candidate and listed
plants. In Florida, the Service is working
with State government agencies,
Regional planning councils, and County
governments to address protection of
plants on private lands. Unfortunately,
in the case of the Warea the site was
reported totally destroyed.

Summary of Factors Affecting the
Species

After a thorough review and
consideration of all information
available, the Service has determined
that the seven Florida scrub plants
should be classified as endangered or
threatened species. Procedures found at
section 4(a)(1) of the Endangered
Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and
regulations (50 CFR Part 424)
promulgated to implement the listing
Provisions of the Act were followed. A
species may be determined to be an
endangered or threatened species due to
one or more of the five factors described
in section 4(a)(1). These factors and
their application to Chionanthus
P¥smaeus Small (pygmy fringe tree);

“ryngium cuneifolium Small

(snakeroot); Hypericum cumulicola
(Small) P. Adams (=Sanidophyilum
cumulicola Small) (Highlands scrub
hypericum); Paronychia chartacea
Fernald [=Nyachia pulvinata Small)
(papery whitlow-waort); Polygonella
basiramia (Small) Nesom & Bates
(=Delopyrum basiramia Small,
=Polygonella ciliata Meisn. var.
basiramia (Small) Horton) [wireweed);
Prunus geniculata Harper (scrub plum);
and Warea carteri Small [Carter's
mustard) are as follows:

A. The Present or Threatened
Destruction, Modification, or
Curtailment of Their Habitat or Range

Five of the seven species are
restricted to sand pine scrub vegetation.
Prunus geniculata and Chionanthus
pygmaeus also occur in longleaf pine-
turkey oak vegetation in a limited area
west of Lake Apopka in Lake County.
Destruction of habitat is the principal
threat to all seven species herein listed
as endangered or threatened.

A large portion of the interior scrub
plants’ habitat has been converted from
sand pine scrub to citrus groves. Lake
and Polk Counties are the leading citrus
producers in Florida, and Highlands
County is an important producer
(Fernald 1981). In Lake County,
essentially all of the original habitat of
Chionanthus pygmaeus and Prunus
geniculata has been converted to citrus
groves. In Polk and Highlands Counties,
housing development is concentrated on
the Lake Wales Ridge along U.S.
Highway 27. Many subdivisions laid out
from 1852 to 1972 are evident on
photorevised topographic maps
published by the U.S. Geological Survey.
The Ridge features well-drained soils,
attractive hills, and numerous lakes. In
Highlands County, 64.2 percent of the
xeric vegetation (scrub, scrubby
flatwoods, and southern ridge sandhills)
present before settlement was destroyed
by 1981. An additional 10.3 percent of
the xeric vegetation was moderately
disturbed, primarily by building roads to
create housing subdivisions (Peroni and
Abrahamson 1985). Remaining tracts of
scrub in Highlands County are rapidly
being developed for citrus groves and
housing developments (Fred Lohrer,
Archbold Biological Station, pers. comm.
1985). The situation is similar in Polk
County. Many of the remaining stands of
scrub are vacant lots, patches of land
isolated by railroad tracks, or other
fragments of the original vegetation that
have escaped development. Few large
tracts are left. Since not all scrub
vegetation, even in Highlands County,
contains the endemic plants, the
remaining stands of scrub with the
endemics are very limited in extent.

Chionanthus pygmaeus is known from
roughly 20 sites, most apparently
consisting of only a few plants (because
multiple above-ground shoots grow from
buried stems, the number of genetically
distinct individuals is unknown). Six
sites are on the Lake Wales Ridge in
Polk County, nine sites in Highlands
County, and the remaining sites in Lake
and Osceola Counties. Only the plants
at Highlands Hammock State Park and
The Nature Conservancy's Saddle
Blanket Lake tract are protected.
Chionanthus pygmaeus tends to occur
with Prunus geniculata, but not with the
endemic scrub herbs.

Eryngium cuneifolium has a very
narrow geographic distribution in an
area 16 kilometers {10 miles) long in
Highlands County. It occurs at 11
localities in the Placid Lakes
subdivision, Archbold Biological
Station, an area east of Archbold, and
two outlying localities, one at
Interlachen in Putnam County, and the
other north of Naples in Collier County
(Johnson 1981). The small number of
localities, combined with this species’
requirement for nearly barren sand,
renders the plant very vulnerable to
further habitat loss. Only the sites at
Archbold are protected.

Hypericum cumulicola is known
historically from 36 sites, 11 of them
confirmed in 1983 by the Florida Natural
Areas Inventory. This plant occurs at
the same sites, and in the same habitat
as Eryngium cuneifolium in southern
Highlands County. All but four sites (at
Archbold Biological Station, Saddle
Blanket Lake, and Lake Arbuckle) are
vulnerable to development; many are on
vacant lots or in small remnant patches
of scrub vegetation.

Polygonella basiramia shares the
same habitat of bare sand as the herbs
discussed above. The total known
number of sites is only 21. Protected
sites exist at Highlands Hammock State
Park and Archbold Biological Station.

Prunus geniculata is native to two
areas in central Florida. One area, in
central Lake County, has now been
converted almost entirely to citrus
groves. The other area, in Polk and
Highlands Counties, has largely been
developed (see "Background” section).
Roughly 36 localities have been
reported, four of then in Lake County
(Johnson 1981, Stout 1982). The plant is
protected only at the Pine Ridge Nature
Reserve of Bok Tower Gardens and at
the Nature Conservancy's Tiger Creek
and Saddle Blanket Lakes Preserves.

Warea carteri is presently known
from four sites in Highlands and Polk
counties. Only one, at Archbold
Biological Station, is protected. Nearly
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all of its former habitat in Dade County
has been destroyed.

Paronychia chartacea has a larger
geographical range than the other
species, and is known from 486 sites
according to the Florida Natural Areas
Inventory. This plant is restricted to
scrub with bare sand and is threatened
by the rapid destruction of this habitat.

B. Overutilization for Commercial,
Recreational, Scientific, or Educational
Purposes

Chionanthus pygmaeus and Prunus
geniculata are vulnerable to taking due
to their horticultural potential as
ornamentals; Chionanthus pygmaeus is
already in cultivation (F. Lohrer,
Archbold Biological Station, pers. comm.
1985) and is offered for sale by at least
two nurseries. The closely related
Chionanthus virginicus and Prunus
angustifolia (chickasaw plum) are used
as ornamentals. Collecting or vandalism
could threaten the other five species as
well if publicity increases.

C. Disease or Predation
Not applicable.

D. The Inadequacy of Existing
Regulatory Mechanisms

Chionanthus pygmaeus, Hypericum
cumulicola, and Warea carteri are listed
as endangered under the Preservation of
the Native Flora of Florida Law, section
581.185 of the Florida Statutes. The other
species in this proposal are not
protected by the State law at the present
time. The Florida law regulates taking,
transport, and the sale of plants, but it
does not provide habitat protection.
Chionanthus pygmaeus, Hypericum
cumulicola, and Prunus geniculata were
listed as endangered by the Florida
Committee on Rare and Endangered
Plants and Animals (Ward 1979a), but
this listing confers no protection under
the law.

Several of these species are protected
where they grow in the privately-owned
Archbold Biological Station, in
Highlands Hammock State Park, in the
Tiger Creek and Saddle Blanket Lakes
Preserves owned by The Nature
Conservancy, in the new State Park and
Wildlife Management Area at Lake
Arbuckle, and in a nature reserve at Bok
Tower Gardens. These existing
preserves, however, may not have
sufficient populations of the species to
assure their survival. Listing of these
species under the Endangered Species
Act adds Federal protection to these
species.

E. Other Natural or Manmade Factors
Affecting Their Continued Existence

The five herbs (Eryngium cuneifolium,
Hypericum cumulicola, Paronychia
chartacea, Polygonella basiramia, and
Warea carteri) are all vulnerable to
destruction by off-road vehicles that
pass through the open spaces between
shrubs. Trampling of the herbs by
pedestrians is potentially a problem in
areas set aside for scientific or
educational use (Judd 1980). Restriction
to specialized habitats and small
geographic ranges tends to intensify any
adverse effects upon the populations of
any rare plant. This is certainly true for
these seven species of the Florida
interior scrub.

The herbs also depend on occasional
fires (see “Background" section) or
equivalent mechanical land disturbance
to maintain their bare sand habitats.
Conservation of the scrub ecosystem
and its endemic plants requires
adequately large areas of natural
vegetation and long-term vegetation
management, including prescribed fire
or brush removal. Archbold Biological
Station conducts prescribed burning,
and similar vegetation management is
expected for the Tiger Creek Preserve
and the Arbuckle Lake Wildlife
Management Area and State Park. The
listing of these scrub plants may
encourage the development and
implementation of prescribed burning
plans or other vegetation management.

The Service has carefully assessed the
best scientific and commercial
information available regarding the past,
present, and future threats faced by
these species in deciding to proceed
with this rule final. Based on this
evaluation, the preferred action is to list
Chionanthus pygmaeus, Eryngium
cuneifolium, Hypericum cumulicola,
Polygonella basiramia, Prunus
geniculata, and Warea carteri as
endangered species, and to list
Paronychia chartacea as a threatened
species.

Chionanthus pygmaeus and Prunus
geniculata have been extirpated from
most of their historic ranges and
presently exist in small numbers at few
sites; they could become extinct in the
near future as removal of scrub
vegetation continues. Eryngrum
cuneifolium, Hypericum cumulicola,
Polygonella basiramia, and Warea
carteri have already lost most of their
original habitat, and further habitat
destruction is continuing rapidly. All of
the four herbs are also endangered by
vegetation change within their shared
habitat. These six plants are in danger
of extinction throughout all or
significant portions of their ranges, and

therefore fit the Act's definition of
endangered.

Paronychia chartacea has been
extirpated from most of its former range
and is threatened by lack of fire or other
disturbances that are needed to renew
the bare sand it occupies in remaining
areas of scrub vegetation. However, this
plant has a wider geographic range and
is present at more sites than the six
scrub plants listed as endangered. It is
therefore likely to become an
endangered species within the
foreseeable future rather than being in
danger of extinction. Because of this, it
fits the definition of a threatened
species contained in the Act.

Based on current knowledge, all other
alternatives to the proposed listing of
these species as endangered or
threatened do not adequately reflect the
biological facts and therefore have been
rejected. Critical habitat is not
determined for the reasons described in
the next section.

Critical Habitat

Section 4(a)(3) of the Act, as amended,
requires that to the maximum extent
prudent and determinable, the Secretary
designate critical habitat at the time a
species is determined to be endangered
or threatened. The Service finds that
designation of critical habitat is not
prudent for these species at this time.
Publication of critical habitat maps in
the Federal Register would increase the
degree of threat from taking or other
human activity. Designation of critical
habitat for plants affects only Federal
agencies. The known sites for these
species are primarily on private or State
land with no known Federally funded or
Federally authorized activities. The
major exception is State-owned highway
rights-of-way. All the species herein
listed, except Warea carteri, exist along
U.S. Highway 27 and/or other roads.
These occurrences are all at the edges of
tracts of scrub vegetation in private
ownership. The proper agencies have
been notified of the plants’ locations
and management needs. Chionanthus
pygmaeus and Polygonella basiramia
occur at Highlands Hammock State Park
and Chionanthus pygmaeus may occur
at Fort Cooper State Park. Several
species may be present at Arbuckle
Lake State Park and the adjoining State
Wildlife Management Area. The State of
Florida is aware of their locations. No
Federal involvement is known at these
parks. Designation of critical habitat
would provide no further notification
benefit. Chionanthus pygmaeus and
Prunus geniculata are desirable as
ornamentals, and all seven species aré
vulnerable to vandalism and
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unintentional trampling. While
collecting is prohibited in the State
parks and on Federal lands, these
prohibitions are difficult to enforce. The
Service believes that Federal
involvement in the areas where these
plants occur can be identified without
the designation of critical habitat.
Therefore, it would not be prudent to
designate critical habitat for these
plants at this time, since such
designation can be expected to increase
the degree of threat from taking or other
human activity.

Available Conservation Measures

Conservation measures provided to
species listed as endangered or
threatened under the Endangered
Species Act include recognition,
recovery actions, requirements for
Federal protection, and prohibitions
against certain practices. Recognition
through listing encourages and results in
conservation actions by Federal, State,
and private agencies, groups, and
individuals. The Endangered Species
Act provides for possible land
acquisition and cooperation with the
States and requires that recovery
actions be carried out for all listed
species. Such actions are initiated by the
Service following listing. The protection
required of Federal agencies and the
prohibitions against taking are
discussed, in part, below.

Section 7(a) of the Act, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to evaluate
their actions with respect to any species
that is proposed or listed as endangered
or threatened or with respect to its
critical habitat if any is being
designated. Regulations implementing
this interagency cooperation provision
of the Act are codified at 50 CFR Part
402 and have recently been revised (see
51 FR 19926, June 3, 1986). Section 7(a)(2)
requires Federal agencies to ensure that
activities they authorize, fund, or carry
out are not likely to jeopardize the
continued existence of a listed species
or to destroy or adversely modify its
critical habitat. If a Federal action may
affect a listed species or its critical
habitat, the responsible Federal agency
musl enter into formal consultation with
the Service. All presently known sites
for the Florida interior scrub endemic
plants are on private or State-owned
land with no known Federal
involvement, with the following
exceptions. Sites extending onto State-
owned highway rights-of-way may be
subject to Federal involvement if the
U.S. Department of Transportation
(Federal Highway Administration)
should provide funds for maintenance or
tonstruction. Federal mortgage

programs may be subject to section 7

review, including those of U.S.
Department of Agriculture (Farmers
Home Administration), Veterans
Administration, and the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban
Development (Federal Housing
Administration loans). The supply of
electricity to new housing developments
may be subject to Federal involvement
through the Rural Electrification
Administration. There are currently no
known Federal projects that will be
affected by the listing of these species.

The Act and its implementing
regulations found at 50 CFR 17.61, 17.62.
and 17.63 for endangered species and
17.71 and 17.72 for threatened species
set forth a series of general trade
prohibitions and exceptions that apply
to all endangered and threatened plant
species. These prohibitions, in part,
make it illegal for any person subject to
the jurisdiction of the United States to
import or export any endangered or
threatened plant, transport it in
interstate or foreign commerce in the
course of a commercial activity, sell or
offer it for sale in interstate or foreign
commerce, or remove it from areas
under Federal jurisdiction and reduce it
to possession. Seeds from cultivated
specimens of threatened plant species
are exempt from these prohibitions
provided that a statement of “cultivated
origin" appears on their containers.
Certain exceptions can apply to agents
of the Service and State conservation
agencies. The Act and 50 CFR 17.62,
17.63, and 17.72 also provide for the
issuance of permits to carry out
otherwise prohibited activities involving
endangered and threatened species
under certain circumstances. It is
anticipated that few trade permits
would be sought or issued, except for
Chionanthus pygmaeus, which is
already cultivated as an ornamental.
Requests for copies of the regulations on
plants and inquiries regarding them may
be addressed to the Federal Wildlife
Permit Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Washington, DC 20240 (703/
235-1903 or FTS 235-1903).

National Environmental Policy Act

The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that an Environmental
Assessment, as defined under the
authority of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, need not be prepared
in connection with regulations adopted
pursuant to section 4(a) of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended. A notice outlining the
Service's reasons for this determination

was published in the Federal Register on
October 25, 1983 (48 FR 49244).
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Author

The primary author of this final rule is
David L, Martin, Endangered Species
Field Station, 2747 Art Museum Drive,
Jacksonville, Florida 32207 (904/791-

Regulation Promulgation
PART 17—{AMENDED]

Accordingly, Part 17, Subchapter B of
Chapter I, Title 50 of the Code of Feders
Regulations, is amended as set forth
below:

1. The authority citation for Part 17
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 93-205, 87 Stat. 884; Pub,
L. 94-359, 90 Stat. 911; Pub. L. 95-632, 92 Stat,
3751; Pub, L. 96-159, 93 Stat. 1225; Pub. L. 97-
304, 96 Stat. 1411 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

2. Amend § 17.12(h) by adding the
following, in alphabetical order, to the
List of Endangered and Threatened
Plants:

Note.—The “When listed" number for this
rule is correct as 258, The rule for the red
wolf experimental population published
November 19, 19886, (51 FR 41796) was not
numbered but should be number 248, The
seven intervening rules will also be
renumbered accordingly at the next

flora of central Florida. University Presses 2580 or FTS 946-2580). compilationof this section.
of Florida, Gainesville. 472 pp.
Waunderlin, R.P,, D. Lindsay, and S. Upchurch.  List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17 § .13;3 Endangered and threatened
1982. Vegetational survey of the Avon Park . ': 3 ) » 3
Air Force Bombing Range. Unpublished Endange}‘ed and threatened species, i
report prepared for U.S. Air Force. Plants (agriculture). (h)
Species Critical
Historic range Status  When listed
Scientific name Common name habitst ""’i
Apiaceae—Parsiey family: 2 &
Eryngium cv ... Snakeroot USA. (FL) E 258 NA NA
Brassicaceae—Mustard family:
> WErO8 CRION............coiieeiessssssmmsimsnnnr. CAAGL'S Mustard USA (FL) E 256 NA NA
Caryophyﬁaw family: - S R x
Paronychie chartacea (=Nyachia pul- Papery wort USA. (FL) T 256 NA NA
vinata. .
Hypericaceae—St. Johns-Wort fami
Hypenicum Jicols x Highlands scrub hypericum.. .. USA. (FL) E 258 NA NA
Ol ae—Olive family:
eag‘:ﬁoﬂanmw DYQMACUS ... PyQMY Hringe tree USA. (FL) E 256 NA NA
Polygonaceae—Buckwheat family: L
ia b @ (=Folygonella Wireweed USA. (FL) E 258 NA N
Cilata var. basiramig) L 1 J )
Rosaceae—Rose family:
Prunus g Scrub plum USA. (FL) E 256 NA NA

Dated: December 31, 1986,
P. Daniel Smith,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.

[FR Doc. 87-1281 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M




al

Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 13 / Wednesday, January 21, 1987 / Rules and Regulations

2235

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 611 and 675

[Docket No. 61095-6195]

Foreign Fishing; Groundfish of the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Area

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce.
ACTION: Emergency interim rule;
extension of effective date.

suMMARY: The Secretary of Commerce
(Secretary) extends thorugh April 20,
1987, an emergency rule amending
regulations implementing the Fishery
Management Plan for the Groundfish of
the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands
Area (FMP) in effect through January 20,
1987. This extension is necessary to
allow the Secretary (1) to prohibit
domestic directed fishing for species for
which the remaining total allowable
catch (TAC) is necessary as bycatch in
fisheries for other groundfish species
during the remaining year, (2) to require
domestic fishermen to treat groundfish
species for which the TAC has been

reached in the same manner as
prohibited species, (3) to limit domestic
fishing for groundfish by any method
that will prevent overfishing of that
species for which the TAC has been
reached, and (4) to require foreign
fishermen to treat groundfish species for
which the TAC has been or will be
reached prior to the end of the fishing
year in the same manner as prohibited
species. This action is intended as a
conservation and management measure
to make optimal use of groundfish
yields.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 20, 1987,
through April 20, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jay ]J.C. Ginter (Resource Management
Specialist (NMFS), 907-586-7229.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Under section 305(¢) of the Magnuson
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act, as amended, the Secretary issued
an emergency rule effective October 20,
1986 (51 FR 37408, October 22, 1986) to
provide the single-species management
authority described in the preamble to
the emergency rule, continue as reasons
for this extension and are not repeated
here.

When the North Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Council)
originally recommended the emergency
rule to the Secretary, it contemplated a
regulatory amendment to immediately
succeed the emergency interim rule.
Hence, the Council implied concurrence
with an extension of the emergency rule
until a regulatory amendment is in force,

The emergency rule is exempted from
the normal review procedures of
Executive Order 12291 as provided in
section 8(a)(1) of that Order. This rule is
being reported to the Office of
Management and Budget, with an
explanation of why following
procedures of that Order is not possible.

(16 U.S.C. 1801 ef seq.)

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Parts 611 and
675

Fisheries.

Dated: January 14, 1987.
Carmen ]. Blondin,

Deputy Assistant Administrator For Fisheries
Resource Management, National Marine
Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 87-1245 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations. The purpose of these notices
is to give interested persons an
opportunity to parlicipate in the rule
making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Parts 91 and 135
[Docket No. 25149; Notice No. 86-21]

Special Federal Aviation Regulation
No. 50; Flight Rules in the Vicinity of
the Grand Canyon National Park;
Public Hearing

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

ACTION: Notice of public hearing.

sumMMARY: This notice announces a
public hearing on FAA Notice 86-21,
which proposes to establish procedures
for the operation of all aircraft in the
airspace above the Grand Canyon up to
an altitude of 9,000 feet above mean sea
level (MSL).

DATE: A public hearing will be held at
7:00 p.m. on February 10, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this proposal
may be mailed in duplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket
(AGC-204), Docket No. 25149, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591 or delivered in
duplicate to: FAA Rules Docket, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC.

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

The public hearing will be held at the

following location: Arcadia High School,

46th Street and Indian School Road.
Phoenix, Arizona.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David L. Bennett, Office of the Chief
Counsel, AGC-230, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591,
Telephone: (202) 267-3491

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Availability of Document

Any person may obtain a copy of
Notice No. 86-21 by submitting a request
to the Federal Aviation Administration,
Office of Public Affairs, Attention:
Public Information Center, APA—430, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; or by calling
(202) 267-3471. Communications must
identify the notice number of the NPRM.
Persons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for future notices should also
request a copy of Advisory Circular No.
11-2 which describes the application
procedure.

Background

On December 4, 1986, the FAA issued
Notice 86-21, Special Flight Rules in the
Vicinity of the Grand Canyon National
Park (51 FR 44422; December 9, 1988),
which proposed to establish temporary
procedures for the operation of all
aircraft in the airspace above the Grand
Canyon up to an altitude of 9,000 feet
above mean sea level (MSL). The notice
also proposed a follow-on final rule to
take effect upon expiration of the SFAR
in June 1987. The proposed SFAR would:
(1) Establish a Special Flight Rules Area
from the surface of 8,000 feet MSL in the
area of the Grand Canyon; (2) prohibit
flights in this area unless specifically
authorized by the FAA Flight Standards
District Office; and (3) establish certain
terrain avoidance and communications
requirements for flights in the area. The
proposed final rule would include, in
addition to the general restrictions
contained in the SFAR, (1) provisions to
permit access to the special flight rules
area by general aviation operators, and
(2) if supported by evidence, provisions
for avoidance of certain noise-critical
sites in the park by low-flying aircraft.
The proposed rules would reduce the
risk of midair collision, reduce the risk
of terrain contact accidents below the
rim level, and reduce the impact of
aircraft noise on the park environment.

The comment period for the
temporary SFAR closed on Janaury 10,
1987. The comment period on the
proposed permanent rule closes on
March 1, 1987. Comments should be sent
to the office listed under “ADDRESSES"”
above.

In addition to seeking comments on
Notice 86-21, the FAA is holding public
hearings to allow additional public
input. The first hearing was held on
December 16, 1986, at McCarran

International Airport, Las Vegas,
Nevada. A second hearing will be held
in Phoenix, Arizona on February 10.

Public Hearing Schedule

The schedule for the meeting is as
follows:

Date: February 10, 1987, 7:00 p.m.
Place: Arcadia High School, 46th Street
and Indian School Road, Phoenix, AZ

Agenda

7:00 to 7:15—Presentation of meeting
procedures.

7:15 to 8:00—FAA presentation of
proposal.

8:15 to finish—Public presentations and
discussion.

Meeting Procedures

Persons wishing to make a
presentation at the meeting may contact
William Patterson at (213) 297-1658.

Persons who plan to attend the
meeting should be aware of the
following procedures to be followed:

(a) The hearing will be informal in
nature and will be conducted by the
designated representative of the
Administrator under 14 CFR 11.33. Each
participant will be given an opportunity
to make a presentation. Questions may
be asked of each presenter by other
participants or by representatives of the
Administrator.

(b) The hearing will begin at 7:00 p.m
(local time). There will be no admission
fee or other charge to attend and
participate. The presiding officer may
accelerate the meeting if it is more
expeditious than planned.

(c) All meeting sessions will be
recorded by a court reporter. Anyone
interested in purchasing the transcript
should contact the court reporter
directly. A copy of the court reporter’s
transcript will be filed in the docket.

(d) Position papers or other handout
material relating to the substance of the
meeting may be distributed. Participants
submitting handout materials should
present an original and two copies to the
presiding officer. There should be an
adequate number of copies provided for
further distribution to all partcipants.

(e) Statements made by FAA
participants at the hearing should not be
taken as expressing a final FAA
position.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 1303, 1348, 1354(a)
1421, and 1422; 16 U.S.C. 228g; 49 U.S.C. 106(2)
(Revised Pub. L. 97-449, January 12, 1983).
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Issued in Washington, DC, on Janaruy 15,
1987.

John R. Ryan,

Director. Air Traffic Operations Service.
[FR Doc. 87-1210 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 100
[CGD12-86-15]

Special Local Regulations; Sacramento
Water Festival

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
AcTioN: Notice of proposed rule making.

sumMMARY: The Coast Guard is
considering a proposal to amend

§ 100.1202 of Title 33, Code of Federal
Regulations. The amendment would
enlarge the closed area and would
extend the time period of closure during
the Sacramento Water Festival. The
purpose is to provide time for more
events, enhance the overall safety of the
event by keeping spectators further
away from the race course, and ensure
that all events are completed by the end
of the closure period.

DATE: Comments mus! be received on or
before March 9, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
mailed to Commander (bt), Twelfth
Coast Guard District, Coast Guard
Island, Alameda, CA, 94501-5100. The
comments and other materials
referenced in this notice will be
available for inspection and copying at
the Boating Technical Branch, Twelfth
Coast Guard District, Coast Guard
Island, Alameda, CA, Building 50-4.
Normal office hours are between 7:00
a.m. and 3:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except holidays. Comments may
also be hand-delivered to this address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: LT
Jay Ellis, ¢c/o Commander (bt), Twelfth
Coast Guard District, Coast Guard
Island, Alameda, CA 84501-5100, (415)
437-3309 or (FTS) 536-3309.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Interested persons are invited to
participate in this rulemaking by
submitting written views, data or
arguments. Persons submitting
comments should include their names
and addresses, identify this notice
(CGD12-86-15) and the specific section
of the proposal to which their comments
apply, and give reasons for each
comment. The regulations may be
changed in light of comments received.
All comments received before the
expiration of the comment period will be
considered before final action is taken

on this proposal. No public hearing is
planned, but one may be held if written
requests for a hearing are received and
it is determined that the opportunity to
make oral presentations will aid the
rulemaking process.

Drafting Information: The draftsmen
of this notice are LT Jay Ellis, project
officer, Chief Boating Technical Branch,
Twelfth Coast Guard District and LCDR
Peter Mitchell, project attorney, Twelfth
Coast Guard District Legal Office.

Discussion of Proposed Regulations.

Section 100.1202 of Title 33, Code of
Federal Regulations established a
specific area to be closed at certain
times during the Sacramento Water
Festival, held annually on the first
Saturday and the following Sunday of
July. Notice of the specific dates of the
annual festival is provided in the Local
Notice to Mariners. The festival includes
high speed powerboat races, kayak
races, jet ski races, water ski
exhibitions, a fireworks display,
helicopter demonstrations, and other
activities that could pose hazards to
navigation. While the special local
regulations are in effect, the waters
involved are patrolled by vessels of the
U.S. Coast Guard. Coast Guard Officers
and/or Petty Officers enforce the
regulations and cite persons and vessels
in violation.

The sponsors of the Sacramento
Water Festival have expressed their
intention to schedule additional events,
and have therefore requested that the
Coast Guard amend the regulations to
increase the size of the ¢losed area and
extend the time period of closure. This
would provide for more events and
would enhance overall safety by
keeping spectators further away from
the race course and ensuring that events
are completed by the end of the closure
period.

The effect of this amendment will be
to:

a. Include Friday within the
Sacramento Water Festival.

b. Extend the time of closure of the
Special Events Area by:

(1) Nine hours on Friday: 0300 to 1800;
and

(2) One hour each on Saturday and
Sunday: 0900 to 1800 vice 0900 to 1700
each day.

c. Extend the time of closure of the
Formula I Power Boat Race Course Area
by:
(1) Eight hours on Friday: 0900 to 1145,
1215 to 1515, and 1545 to 1800.

(2) Two hours on Saturday: 0900 to
1145, 1215 to 1515, and 1545 to 1800 vice
0930 to 1200, 1145 to 1400, and 1430 to
1630.

(3) Four hours on Sunday: 0900 to
1145, 1215 to 1515, and 1545 to 1800 vice
1200 to 1400 and 1430 to 1630.

d. Move the upstream boundary of the
closed areas from 200 yards north of the
Capital Avenue Tower Bridge to the
Jibboom/ I Street Bridge, a distance of
approximately 0.3 statute miles.

e. Change the name of the Formula I
Power Boat Race Course Area to
Regatta Area.

The sponsors of the Sacramento
Water Festival wish to make these
changes in order to allow more time for
festival events. In addition, by keeping
spectators further away from the actual
race and event areas where activities
such as high speed powerboat races, jet
ski races, water ski races and
exhibitions, and helicopter
demonstrations take place, they will be
better protected from accident.
Lengthening the closure periods will
also provide scheduling flexibility to
ensure that all events are completed
before the scheduled opening of the
river to traffic. The name of the Formula
I Power Boat Race Course Area would
be changed to properly reflect the actual
use of that area.

Economic Assessment and Certification

These proposed regulations are
considered to be non-major under
Executive Order 12291 on Federal
Regulations and non-significant under
Department of Transportation regulatory
policies and procedures (44 FR 11034:
February 26, 1979). The economic impact
of this proposal is expected tc be so
minimal that a full regulatory evaluation
is not necessary. It involves negligible
cost and will not have significant effect
on recreational vessels, commercial
vessels or other marine interests. Since
the impact of this proposal is expected
to be minimal, the Coast Guard certifies
that, if adopted, it will not have
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 100
Marine gafety, Navigation (water).
Proposed Regulations

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Coast Guard proposes to amend
§ 100.1202 of Title 33, Code of Federal
Regulations as follows:

PART 100—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 100
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1233, 49 CFR 1.46 and
33 CFR 100.35.

2. Section 100.1202 (a) and (b) (1) and
(2) are revised to read as follows:
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§ 100.1202 Sacramento River—
Sacramento Water Festival.

(a) Effective dates. This section is
effective from 0900 to 1800 PDT 3, 4, and
5 July 1987 and thereafter annually on
the first Friday and the following
Saturday and Sunday in July as
published in the LOCAL NOTICE TO
MARINERS.

(b) [ 8 N

(1) Special Events Area. That portion
of the Sacramento River east of the
Sacramento County/ Yolo County line
from the Jibboom/I Street Bridge south
to 200 yards south of the Pioneer
Memorial Bridge, a distance of
approximately one and three tenths (1.3)
statute miles, will be closed to all
navigation from 0200 to 1800 daily.

(2) Regatta Area. That portion of the
Sacramento River from the Jibboom/I
Street Bridge south to 200 yards south of
the Pioneer Memorial Bridge, a distance
of approximately one and three tenths
(1.3) statute miles, will be closed to all
navigation as follows: on the days that
the events are being held: from 0900 to
1145, 1215 to 1515, and 1545 to 1800.

Dates: January 6, 1987.

J. D. Costello,

Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander,
Twelfth Coast Guard District.

|FR Doc. 87-1110 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
[BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 67
|CC Docket No. 83-1376]

Integration of Rates and Services
Between Alaska and Hawalil

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Supplemental notice of
proposed rulemaking.

suMMARY: The Commission by a
Supplemental Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking is referring to the Federal-
State Joint Board in Integration of Rates
and Services (CC Docket No. 83-1376)
issues relating to rate integration
between Alaska and Hawaii that were
raised by Alascom, Inc., in its April 4,
1986, petition requesting an order
directing the American Telephone and
Telegraph Company to immediately
integrate MTS and WATS rates between
Alaska and Hawaii. That Joint Board is
charged with evaluating the alternative
market structures for the Alaska market
and to further evaluate the extent of the
high costs associated with

telecommunication service in Alaska.
Given the interrelationship between the
issues, the resolution of the related
matters at the same time is more
appropriate and will avoid the
possibility of prejudging any of the
issues.

COMMENT DATES: Interested persons
may file comments on these additional
issues on or before February 10, 1987.
Oppositions may be filed on or before
March 10, 1987, and replies may be filed
on or before March 31, 1987.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Douglas L. Slotten, Policy and Program
Planning Division, Common Carrier
Bureau, (202) 632-9342.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission
Supplemental Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking referring issues relating to
rate integration between Alaska and
Hawaii to the Federal-State Joint Board
in CC Docket No. 83-1376 (the Alaska
Joint Board) adopted December 30, 1986,
and released January — 1987.

The full text of this Joint Board order
is available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
Docket Branch (Room 230), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this order may also be
purchased from the Commission’s copy
contractors, International Transcription
Service, (202) 857-3800, 2100 M Street,
NW., Suite 140, Washington, DC 20037.

Summary of Order Requesting Data and
Inviting Comments

On April 4, 1986, Alascom, Inc.
(Alascom), filed a petition requesting
this Commission to order the American
Telephone and Telegraph Company
(AT&T) to integrate rates for MTS and
WATS service between Alaska and
Hawaii effective May 31, 1986. Rate
integration is the Commission policy
adopted to provide services between the
contiguous states and Alaska, Hawaii,
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands (the
noncontiguous points) at rates that are
equivalent to those prevailing for
comparable distances in the contiguous
states. Alascom indicates that this
action is required because on May 31,
1986, equal access would become
available to interested interexchange
carriers in several end offices in Hawaii,
subject to certain technical limitations.
Alascom asserts that if rate integration
is not ordered, the possibility of Alaska-
Hawaii rate integration may disappear
with the establishment of new operating
arrangements in Hawaii. After several
parties had filed comments, Alascom
and AT&T advised this Commission on

June 5, 1986, that they had reached an
interim agreement providing for the
provision of joint Alaska-Hawaii service
until December 31, 1987, at rates that
would compensate both parties for their
costs of providing the service. On July 2,
1986, Alascom filed a motion requesting
that we refer the issues concerning
Alaska-Hawaii rate integration that
were raised in connection with its
petition to the Alaska Joint Board.

The Commission observed that it had
asked the Alaska Joint Board to prepare
recommendations concerning, inter alia:
(1) What, if any, market structure
changes are necessary to harmonize the
Commission's rate integration and pro-
competitive policies for the Alaska
telecommunication market; and (2} what
separations or other Commission rule
changes, if any, would be necessary to
implement any market structure
changes. The issues presented by
Alascom's petition raise similar issues
of harmonizing rate integration and
competition as those already referred to
the Alaska Joint Board. To address the
Alaska-Hawaii aspect of rate
integration in isolation from the rate
integration and competition issues
before the Alaska Joint Board would be
a piecemeal approach to solving the
broader questions. More importantly,
any attempt to address these issues al
this point could prejudge issues that the
Alaska Joint Board will be examining.
No party has opposed referring the
Alaska-Hawaii rate integration and
competition issues raised by the
Alascom petition to the Alaska Joint
Board. Accordingly, Alascom’s motion
to refer the Alaska-Hawaii rate
integration and competition issues to the
Alaska Joint Board is granted.

4. The Alaska Joint Board is
accordingly directed to consider the
issues relating to Alaska-Hawaii rate
integration and competition in
connection with its consideration of the
issues relating to service between
Alaska and the contiguous states.

Ex Parte Statement

For purposes of this nonrestricted
notice and comment rulemaking
proceeding, members of the public are
advised that ex parte contacts, excep!
as modified by the Joint Board for the
Joint Board portion of this proceeding
are permitted from the time the
Commission adopts a notice of proposed
rulemaking until the time a public notice
is issued stating that a substantive
disposition of the matter is to be
considered at a forthcoming meeting. In
general, an ex parte presentation is any
written or oral communication (other
than formal written comments or
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pleadings and formal arguments)
between a person outside the
Commission and a Commissioner or a
member of the Commission’s staff that
addresses the merits of the proceeding.
(State Commissioners and staff
members will be treated as FCC
Commissioners and staff for purposes of
the ex parte rules.) Any person who
submits a written ex parte presentation
must serve a copy of that presentation
on the Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission, for
inclusion in the public file. Any person
who makes an oral ex parte
presentation addressing matters not
fully covered in any previously filed
written comments in the proceeding
must prepare a written summary of that
presentation. On the day of the oral
presentation, that written summary must
be served on the Commission Secretary
for inclusion in the public file, with a
copy to the Commission official
receiving the oral presentation. Each ex
parte presentation summary described
above must state on its face that the
Secretary hasg been served, and must
also state, by docket number, the
proceeding to which it relates. Policies
and Procedures Regarding Ex Parte
Communications During Informal
Rulemaking Proceedings, 78 FCC 2d
1384 (1980). The Federal-State Joint
Board in CC Docket No. 80-286 has
modified the Commission’s ex parte
rules somewhat for purposes of the
proceedings before it. Amendment of
Part 67 of the Commission’s Rules and
Establishment of a Joint Board, FCC 82~
106 (released March 5, 1982). To avoid
confusion, the Alaska Joint Board has
been asked to use the same ex parte
procedures as the CC Docket No. 80-286
Joint Board unless it finds that those
procedures should be modified.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

Pursuant to section 605(h) of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C.
section 605(b), this Commission certifies
that section 603 and 604 of the Act do
not apply because the proposals made
in this item will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Exchange
carriers will not, in all likelihood, be
affected by any action on the proposals
presented in the supplemental notice.
Nor is this Commission required to
consider, pursuant to the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, the impact of these
proposals on customers of the regulated
carriers. A copy of this certification will
be provided to the Chief Counsel for
Advocacy of the Small Business
Administration,

Paperwork Reduction Act

The proposal contained herein has
been analyzed with respect to the
Papework Reduction Act of 1980 and
found to contain no new or modified
form, information collection and/or
record keeping, labeling, disclosure, or
record retention requirements; and will
not increase or decrease burden hours
imposed on the public.

Ordering Clauses

Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuant to
sections 1, 4(i) and (j) , 201-205, 221, and
410(c) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. sections
151, 154(i) and (j), 201-205, 221, and
410(c), that this Supplemental Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking is adopted
referring the issues raised in the petition
of Alascom, Inc., relating to Alaska-
Hawaii rate integration and competition
to the Federal-State Joint Board in CC
Docket No. 83-1376. The pleadings filed
in response to the Alascom, Inc., petition
are hereby incorporated in the record of
CC Dacket No. 83-1378.

It is further ordered, that the motion ot
Alascom, Inc., to refer the issues relating
to Alaska-Hawaii rate integration and
competition to the Federal-State Joint
Board in CC Docket No. 83-13786 is
granted.

" It is further ordered, that the motion to
hold in abeyance filed by the American
Telephone and Telegraph Company is
dismissed as moot.

Federal Communications Commission.
William |. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1194 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

47 CFR Part 97
[PR Docket No. 86-397]

Authorization of Additional Privileges
in the 40 Meter Band to Novice and
Technician Control Operators at
Amateur Stations in Alaska, Hawali,
Region 2 Pacific Insular Areas and the
Caribbean Insular Areas; Correction

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule; corrections.

SUMMARY: This document corrects an
error in the next to the last sentence in
paragraph 4 of the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making in this proceeding. A
portion of the text in the subject
sentence was omitted when printed.

ADDRESS: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maurice J. DePont, Private Radio
Bureau, (202) 632-4964.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

In the matter of amendment of Part 97 to
authorize additional privileges in the 40 meter
band to novice and technician control
operators at amateur stations in Alaska,
Hawaii, Region 2 Pacific Insular areas and
the Caribbean Insular areas; PR Docket No.
86-397 and RM-5361.

Erratum
Released: October 30, 1988,

The next to the last sentence in
paragraph 4 of the Notice of Proposed
Rule Making (FCC 86-431) adopted
October 6, 1986, in the above-entitled
proceeding is corrected to read as
follows:

We took this action because we
believed it will significantly improve
international amateur
radiocommunication in the Caribbean
Insular areas without creating undue
congestion in the continental United
States.

Federal Communications Commission.
William J. Tricarico,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1195 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

—_——

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Findings on Petitions and
Initiation of Status Reviews

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of petition findings and
status review.

SUMMARY: The Service announces 90-
day findings for seven petitions and 12-
month findings for five petitions to
amend the Lists of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants. A
status review is initiated for the Nile
crocodile for possible reclassification
from endangered to threatened.

DATES: The findings announced in this
notice were made during the period from
June 12, 1986, to September 25, 1986,
Comments and information may be
submitted until further notice.

ADDRESSES: Information, comments, or
questions should be submitted to the
Assistant Director—Fish and Wildlife
Enhancement (OES), U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Washington, DC 20240,
The petitions, findings, supporting data,




2240

Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 13 / Wednesday, January 21,

1987 | Proposed Rules

and comments are available for public
inspection, by appointment, during
normal business hours at the Service's
Office of Endangered Species, Suite 500,
1000 North Glebe Road, Arlington,
Virginia.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Marvin E. Moriarty, Chief, Office of
Endangered Species, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Washington, DC 20240
(703/235-2771 or FTS 235-2771).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Section 4(b)(3)(A) of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended in 1982
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), requires that the
Service make a finding on whether a
petition to list, delist, or reclassify a
species presents substantial scientific or
commercial information to demonstrate
that the petitioned action may be
warranted. To the maximum extent
practicable, this finding is to be made
within 90 days of the receipt of the
petition, and the finding is to be
published promptly in the Federal
Register. If the finding is positive, the
Service is also required to promptly
commence a review of the status of the
involved species.

Section 4(b)(3)(B) of the Act, as
amended, requires that, for any petition
to revise the Lists of Endangered and
Threatened Wildlife and Plants that
contains substantial scientific or
commercial information, a finding be
made within 12 months of the date of
receipt of the petition on whether the
petitioned action is (a) not warranted,
(b) warranted, or (c) warranted, but
precluded from immediate proposal by
other pending proposals. Section
4(b)(3)(C) requires that petitions for
which the action requested is found to
be warranted but precluded should be
treated as though resubmitted on the
date of such finding, i.e. requiring a
subsequent finding to be made within 12
months. Such 12-month findings are to
be published promptly in the Federal
Register. The most recent announcement
of miscellaneous petition findings was
published on August 20, 1986 (51 FR
29671), and included findings made by
April 16, 1986. Subsequent petition
findings are announced below.

In recent months the Service has
received and made 90-day findings on
the following petitions:

Dr. Thomas O. Lemke submitted two
petitions, both dated February 24, 1986,
and both received by the Service on
March 4, 1986. One of the petitions
requested determination of endangered
status for those populations of Marianas
fruit bats (Pteropus mariannus
mariannus and P. m. paganensis) that

occur in the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands. The other
petition requested determination of
endangered status for the Mariana
sheath-tailed bat (Emballonura
semicaudata rotensis). Both petitions
contain detailed documentation that
suggests the involved bats have declined
drastically in numbers and are
jeopardized by a variety of severe
problems. The Service found that both
petitions did present substantial
information indicating that the
requested actions may be warranted. In
the case of positive findings, the Service
is required to initiate status reviews of
the involved species. However, status
reviews of the bats covered by the
subject petitions are already in progress,
as those bats were included in the
Service's Review of Vertebrate Wildlife
in the Federal Register of September 18,
1985 (50 FR 37958-37967).

Mr. Tom R. Johnson, representing the
Missouri Department of Conservation,
submitted a petition to determine
threatened status for the Oklahoma
salamander, Eurycea tynerensis. This
petition was dated March 10, 1986, and
was received by the Service on March
19, 1988. This salamander occurs in the
tri-state region of Arkansas, Missouri,
and Oklahoma. The petition contained
documentation indicating that this
salamander has been severely affected
by habitat loss associated with pollution
and cattle grazing. All information
presently available to the Service tends
to confirm that claim, The Service
therefore found that this petition did
present substantial information
indicating that the requested action may
be warranted. Additional information is
needed, especially regarding certain
parts of the species' range, before proper
status determination can be made. A
status review of the Oklahoma
salamander is already in progress, as it
was included in the Service's Review of
Vertebrate Wildlife in the Federal
Register of September 18, 1985 (50 FR
37958-37967). The Service seeks
additional information concerning this
species.

Mr. Richard M. Parsons, representing
the Safari Club International, submitted
a petition to reclassify the Nile crocodile
(Crocodylus niloticus) from endangered
to threatened. The petition also
requested the Service to adopt a special
rule regulating the importation of sport-
hunted trophies. This petition was dated
March 18, 1986, and was received by the
Service on March 20, 1986. The petition
contained documentation suggesting
that the Nile crocodile is no longer in
danger of extinction. This status is
reflected by the transfer of the Nile
crocodile in nine African nations from

Appendix I to Appendix II (allowing
some regulated trade) by the parties to
the Convention on International Trade
in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna
and Flora (CITES) in 1985. The Service
found that this petition did present
substantial information indicating that
the requested action may be warranted.
In the case of positive findings, status
reviews of the involved species are
required.

Therefore, the Service hereby initiates
a review of the status of the Nile
crocodile throughout its range.

A petition from Mr. Thomas P.
Kohanski of Vallejo, California
requested delisting of the bald eagle
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus). The
petition, dated April 7, 1986, and
received on April 10, 1986, included a
brief summary of information that the
petitioner cited in support of a delisting
action. The Service considers all
available data when determining if
substantial information exists to suggest
the petitioned action may be warranted.
The Service completed a 5-year review
of this species, as required by the Act, in
the summer of 1984. At that time, all the
recognized experts on this species were
contacted for their views on the status
of the bald eagle. Virtually all agreed
that the bird has made very substantial
improvements since the early 1970's.
However, because of the eagle's
relatively low reproductive rate and the
required time for young birds to mature
and enter the breeding population, the
consensus was that the eagle is
presently properly classified. Since 1984,
no new body of data has been presented
to the Service to suggest that
reclassification of the eagle is now
warranted.

There is agreement nearly everywhere
that the eagle is not only recovering, but
that it could possibly reach at least the
“threatened" level nationwide in a few
years. The threshold for recovery is
explicitly described and quantitatively
defined as goals and objectives in the
five regional Bald Eagle Recovery Plans
(Northern States, Pacific, Chesapeake
Bay, Southeast, and Southwest), which
were prepared by the Service. None of
the bald eagle populations have reached
the recovery goals and objectives for
delisting in any of the five recovery
regions. As the recovery goals and
objectives for each plan have been
defined by Service-appointed recovery
teams of experienced eagle biologists.
they are believed to be accurate and
reasonable assessments of regional
recovery levels. The Service believes
that delisting of the bald eagle is not
warranted until these goals and
objectives have been met. The Service
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found, therefore, that no substantial data
are available to conclude that delisting
the bald eagle may be warranted at this
time.

Mr. Ken Ruhnke, of Fort Worth,
Texas, requested addition of the
woodland vole (Microtus pinetorum) to
the List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife. His petition is dated April 19,
1986, and was received by the Service
on April 23, 1986. This species occurs
over almost the entire eastern half of the
United States. The petition, however,
contained detailed information only on
one site of occurrence, in Iowa, and
indicated that the possible construction
of a lake would destroy this site. The
Service found that this petition failed to
present substantial information
indicating that the requested action may
be warranted.

Representatives of nine conservation-
oriented organizations signed a petition
that requested the Service to list the
western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coceyzus
americanus occidentalis in California,
Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and Nevada
as an endangered species. It was dated
May 15, 1986, and was received by the
Service on May 20, 1986. The Service
considers the entire subspecies
throughout its range as a candidate
species for listing (in category 2,
comprising species for which listing is
possibly appropriate but for which
conclusive data are not available to
support a proposed rule). Difficulties
exist in defining separate biologically
defensible populations of this
subspecies for possible listing, and gaps
remain in our knowledge of its status in
certain portions of its range. The
petition presented evidence that the
species is in trouble in the States listed
above. Efforts are underway, however,
especially in Arizona, western New
Mexico, and southern Utah to gather
additional status information. On the
basis of the best scientific and
commercial information available the
Service found that the petition did
present substantial information
indicating that the requested action may
be warranted.

In the last few months the Service has
made one-year findings for the following
two petitions:

In a petition dated May 3, 1985, and
received May 7, 1985, the U.S.D.A.
Forest Service petitioned the Fish and
Wildlife Service to delist the plant
Agave arizonica, on the grounds that it
is a hybrid and therefore not eligible for
protection under the Endangered
Species Act. An administrative finding
that substantial information exists
indicating that the action requested may
be warranted was made on August 7,
1985. The finding and a status review of
this species were announced in the

Federal Register on May 2, 1986 (51 FR
16363). The Service initiated a peer
review of all available data concerning
this plant, which included two
unpublished reports: "Agave arizonica
Status Report Supplement” by R.
Fletcher (1985) and “Natural
Distribution and Status of Agave
arizonica in Arizona" by R. Delamater
(1984), and a published work by Donald
|. Pinkava and Mark A. Baker:
"Chromosome and Hybridization
Studies of Agaves." The Service
contacted 15 plant taxonomists and
Agave experts and requested that they
review the available data and provide
the Service with their assessment of the
taxonomic status of Agave arizonica.

After careful assessment of the data
available and the response to the peer
review, the Service decided the current
information is not conclusive. The
Service will support an in-depth study of
the taxonomic questions that exist. The
Desert Botanical Garden in Phoenix,
Arizona, will conduct additional
chromosome, pollen stainability, and
cross-breeding studies to determine the
appropriate taxonomic rank of Agave
arizonica. If it is confirmed to be a
hybrid, the Service will proceed
immediately to delist it. The action
requested by this petition is considered
not warranted at this time on the basis
of the best scientific and commercial
information available.

A one-year finding was also required
on a petition from Mr. Bruce S.
Manheim, Jr., of the Environmental
Defense Fund. This petition was dated
May 21, 1985, and was received by the
Service on May 28, 1985. It requested
listing of two moth species, Eucosma
hennei and Lorita abornana, as
endangered species. An administrative
finding that substantial information
exists indicating that the action
requested may be warranted was made
on August 7, 1985. The finding and a
status review of Lorita abornana were
announced in the Federal Register on
May 2, 1986 (51 FR 16363). Both moth
species are presently known only from
El Segundo Sand Dunes in Los Angeles
County, California, and have been found
in portions of the dunes included in
planning for development by the City of
Los Angeles, Department of Airports.
Review of the best available information
indicates that listing is warranted.
However, additional information is
needed before the species are given high
priority for listing, and status survey
work is planned for the coming fiscal
vear. The action requested by this
petition is considered to be warranted
on the basis of the best information
available at this time.

The following three petitions required
subsequent one-year findings to be
made:

In a petition dated June 19, 1984, and
received July 2, 1984, the Service was
requested by Mr. Douglas H. Chadwick
to extend the endangered status of the
woodland caribou, Rangifer tarandus
caribou, to populations that might be
encountered in Montana. A 90-day
finding that the petitioned action may be
warranted was reported in the Federal
Register for December 10, 1984, initiating
a status review for this area/population.
A 12-month finding was made on July 2,
1985, and reported in the Federal
Register for January 1, 1986, that the
petitioned action was warranted but
precluded by other listing actions having
higher priority. The finding included
justification for maintaining a low
priority for such listing until a more
adequate basis for action could be
developed. However, no satisfactory
evidence that a listable population of
woodland caribou actually exists in
Montana has been forthcoming.

A status review of the woodland
caribou in Montana was completed May
23, 1986. Although convincing evidence
has been found of occasional caribou
presence in Montana, Service biologists
have concluded that (A) no recognizable
resident population of this species exists
in Montana, (B) transient animals in the
state did not belong to the listed
endangered Selkirk population of
northern Idaho, and (C) recent
occurrences of this species in Montana
are most likely to represent southerly
movements from a known caribou
population usually found about 40 km to
the northeast in British Columbia, where
the species is considered a game animal
and “common.” The animals
presumably have left the State by the
same route they used to enter. On the
basis of the best scientific and
commercial information available, the
action requested by this petition is
considered to be not warranted.

In a petition dated July 23, 1984, and
received July 24, 1984, the Service was
requested by W. D. Sumlin, [II and
Christopher D. Nagano to list Barbara
Anne's tiger beetle, Cicindela politula
barbaraannae, and the Guadaloupe
Mountains tiger beetle, Cicindela
politula ssp., of Texas, as endangered.
The petition was accepted as an action
that may be warranted, with a 90-day
finding made on October 17, 1984, and
reported in the Federal Register for
December 12, 1984 (49 FR 49118). A 12-
month finding was made July 26, 1985,
and reported in the Federal Register for
January 9, 1986 (51 FR 996), that the
petitioned action was warranted but
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precluded by other listing actions having
higherpriority. Additional status werk
for these two species was conducted
during summer 1986. The best scientific
and commercial information available
supports a continuation of the original
12-month finding for this pelition, that
the requested actionis warranted for
both species, but precluded by work en
other species having higher prierity for
listing.

In a petition dated August 13, 1984,
and received August 22,1984, the
Service was requested by the American
Malacolegical Union to list the spiny
river snail (lo fluvialis) as an
endangered or threatened species. The
spiny river snail is an aquatic species
believed to have ranged once through
much of the Tennessee River system,
but it is now restriced to three tributary
rivers, the Nolichucky River in
Tennessee, the Clinch River in Virginia
and Tennessee, and the Powell River in
Virginia and Tennessee. An
administrative finding that the action
requested may be warranted was
announced in a Federal Register notice
published on April 2,1985 (50 FR 13054).
A 12-month finding that the action
requested is warranted but precluded by
pending proposals to add other species
to the lists was announced in a Federal
Register notice published on January 9,
1986 (51 FR 996).

The status of /o fluvialis has been
monitored during the past year and no
significant changes were apparent. The
best:scientific and commercial
information available supports a
continuation of the original 12-menth
finding for this species. The action
requested by this petition is:considered
to be warranted according to the best
infoermation available, but precluded by
work on other species having higher
priority for listing.

Section 4[{b)(3)(B)(iii) of the Act states
that petitioned actions may be found to
be warranted but precluded by other
listing actions when it is also found that
the Service is making expeditious
progress-in revising the lists.
Expeditious progress in listing
endangered and threatened species is
being made, and is reported annually in
the Federal Register. The most recent
progress report was published on
January 9, 1986 (51 FR 996).

The Service would appreciate any
additional data, comments, and
suggestions from the public, other
concerned governmental agencies, the
scientific community, industry, or any
other interested party concerning the
status of the Nile crocodile.

Author

This notice was prepared by Dr.
George Drewry, Office of Endangered
Species, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Washington, DC 20240 (703/235-1975 or
FTS 235-1975).

Authority

The autherity for this action is the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (18°US.C. 1531 et seq.; Pub. L.
93-205, 87 Stat. 884; Pub. L. 84-359, 90
Stat. 911; Pub. L. 95-632, 92 Stat. 3751;
Pub. L.'96-159, 93 Stat. 1225; Pub. L. 97—
304, 96 ‘Stat. 1411).

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and threatened wildlife,
Fish, Marine mammals, Plants
(agriculture).

Dated: November 28, 1986.

P. Daniel Smith,
Acting Secretary for'Fish and Wildlife and
Parks.

|FR Dec.'87-1283 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45:am]
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

50 CFR Part 17

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Proposed Threatened
Status for Two Florida Lizards

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Service proposes to
determine the sand skink (Neoseps
reynoldsi) and the blue-tailed mole
skink (Eumeces egregius lividus) to be
threatened species, pursuant to the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973.
Critical habitat is not being proposed. A
special rule allowing take for certain
purposes in.accordance with Florida
State laws and regulations is proposed.
The sand skink is restricted to Marion,
Orange, Lake, Polk, and Highlands
Counties, Florida; and the blue-tailed
mole skink is known only from Polk and
Highland Counties. both skinks are
threatened by conversion of their
habitat for agricultural, residential, and

commercial purposes. This proposal, if

made final, would implement the
protection and recovery provisions of
the Act for the two lizards. The Service
seeks data and comments from the
publicron this proposal.

DATES: Comments from all interested

parties must be received by March 23,

1987. Public hearing requests must be
received by March 9, 1987.

ADDRESSES: Comments and materials
congcerning this proposal should be sent
to the Field Supervisor, Endangered

Species Field Station, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, 2747 Art Museum
Drive, Jacksanville, Flerida 32207.
Comments and materials received will
be available for public inspection, by
appointment, during normal business
hours at the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David J. Wesley, Endangered Species
Field Supervisor, at the above address
(904/791-2580 or FTS 946-2580).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The sand skink (Neoseps reyroldsi)
was described by Stejneger (1910). He
established a new genus for this unique
lizard, which is adapted to a fossorial
(underground) existence. The sand skink
is the only North American skink
completely specialized for “swimming”
through loose sandy soils. The sand
skink measures 10-13 centimeters (4-5
inches) in total length and is gray to tan
in color. The forelegs are tiny and bear
only one toe; the hind legs are small and
have two toes. The tail comprises about
half the animal's total length. The sand
skink has a wedge-shaped head, a
partially countersunk lower jaw, body
grooves into which the forelegs can be
folded, and small eyes which have
transparent windows in the lower lids.
These features enable the sand skink to
“swim' beneath the surface of loose
sand. This lizard is known only from the
high sandy ridges of Lake, Marion,
Orange, Polk, and Highlands Counties,
Florida.

The sand skink has been studied by
Cooper (1953), Telford (1958, 1962),
Myers and Telford (1965), Campbell and
Christman (1982), and Smith (1982).
Areas ogcupied by the lizards are
primarily vegetated with the sand pine
(Pinus clausa)-rosemary (Ceratiola
ericoides) scrub or the longleaf pine
(Pinus palustris)-turkey oak (Quercus
laevis) association. The sand skink
spends most of its time beneath the soil
surface, burrowing to a depth of 5-10
centimeters (24 inches), and it feeds on
a variety of small arthropads,
principally beetle larvae, termites,
spiders, and larval antlions. The species
appears to be most active from March to
May. Mating occurs during this period,
and females deposit two elongate eggs,
probably under logs or other cover, in
early summer, The female nemains with
the eggs and probably protects or cares
for them (broods).

Sand skinks ‘are host to three endemic
endoparasites, including two flagellate
protozoans, Menocercomonas
neosepsorum and Rigidomastix
scincorum and an undescribed species
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of oxyurid nematode, Thelandros spp.
(Telford 1969).

The blue-tailed mole skink (Eumeces
egregius lividus) was described by
Mount (1965). The species has a long
cylindrical body with small legs. It
reaches 9-15 centimeters (3-6 inches) in
total length, the body making up
somewhat less than half this length. The
tail is blue in young animals, but may
become pinkish with age or if
regenerated. The blue-tailed mole skink
is known only from Polk and Highlands
Counties, Florida. Like the sand skink, it
is found in sand pine-rosemary
vegetation, or, less frequently, in
longleaf pine-turkey oak communities.
Little is known about the life history of
the blue-tailed mole skink. Mount (1963)
provided life history information based
primarily on studies of the closely
related peninsular mole skink (Eumeces
egregius onocrepis). The life history of
the blue-tailed mole skink is probably
similar to that of the peninsular mole
skink. This includes (1) mating during
fall and winter, (2) clutch sizes ranging
from three to seven eggs which are laid
underground in the spring, and (3) the
achievement of sexual maturity during
the first year. Mole skinks forage on the
surface or up to 5 centimeters (2 inches)
underground, and feed principally on
roaches, spiders, and crickets.

The distribution and availability of
moisture seem to be important factors
that account for distributional patterns
of sand and blue-tailed mole skinks
within sand scrub communities. Telford
(1959) suggested that food supply and
moisture are important factors in the
selection of areas by sand skinks within
sand scrub communities. He found that
skinks did not inhabit substrates where
the sand was dry and porous. Rather,
skinks were most frequently found in
the ecotone between rosemary scrub
and palmetto-pine flatwoods where
moisture was present beneath surface
litter (e.g., bark), and in sand starting at
a depth of 2 centimeters (1 inch). These
moisture regimes described above may
be important for this lizard to maintain
internal body temperatures within a
preferred range, and they may also
provide a microclimate necessary for
egg incubation and an abundant food
source,

Christman (1978) noted that blue-
tailed mole skinks were not dispersed
throughout seemingly suitable habitat,
but rather in localized pockets. He also
noted that these skinks were often found
u‘nder surface litter, Considering
Telford's (1959) observation of moisture
under litter, the uneven distribution of
blug-tailed mole skinks, as noted by
Christman, may be a function of the

nonrandom distribution of surface litter:
moisture associated with litter is
probably important for
thermoregulation, feeding (abundant
food resource), and nesting. The Arizona
skink (Eumeces gilberti arizonensis), a
lizard that also inhabits areas with sand
substrates, is highly dependent on
surface litter for occurrence in riparian
habitats within the Sonoran Desert: its
distribution is closely tied to the
occurrence of surface litter (Jones and
Glinski 1985).

Although blue-tailed mole and sand
skinks can be found together under
surface litter within the range of the
former, they appear to occupy different
microhabitats most of the time (see
previous discussion). This conclusion is
supported by comparing the diets of the
two species; sand skinks eat mostly
fossorial invertebrates and mole skinks
eat mostly surfacorial invertebrates.
Comparison of these two species’ diets
also suggest that these species do not
compete for food.

Sand pine scrub and sandhill areas
where the sand skink and blue-tailed
mole skink occur are threatened by a
variety of factors. These high, well-
drained sites are suitable for citrus
groves, and residential, commercial, and
recreational development. From 1960 to
1978 Florida's citrus production doubled,
and most of the increase in acreage for
these crops were in southern counties
(Fernald 1981). Peroni and Abrahamson
(1985) estimated that 64 percent of these
xeric upland habitats in the southern
Lake Wales Ridge had been converted
to improved pasture, cultivation, or
housing by 1981. An additional ten
percent of the uplands had been
moderately disturbed. This trend of land
use has continued since 1981, with
increased pressure on the citrus industry
to move southward down the Florida
peninsula following severe freezes
during the winters of 1983-1984 and
1984-1985. The Lake Wales ridge
includes most of the range of the sand
skink, and the entire range of the blue-
tailed mole skink.

Because of isolation of the higher
portions of the Florida peninsula by
higher sea levels at various periods
since the Pliocene, considerable plant
and animal endemism has occurred. The
conversion of these upland areas for
agricultural, residential, recreational
and commercial purposes in recent
times has caused the ranges of many
endemic Florida plants and animals to
become greatly reduced and fragmented.

Eleven federally listed plant species
are restricted to Florida's scrub areas:
Lakela's mint (Dicerandra immaculata),
scrub mint (D. frutescens), longspurred

mint (D. cornutissima), four-petal
pawpaw (Asimina tetramera), pygmy
fringe tree (Chionanthus pygmaeus),
snakeroot (Eryngium cuneifolium),
Highlands scrub hypericum (Hypericum
cumulicola), wireweed (Polvgonella
basiramia), scrub plum (Prunus
geniculata), Carter's mustard (Warea
carteri) and Paronychia chartacea. The
scrub lupine (Lupinus aridorum),
another endemic scrub plant, and the
Florida scrub jay (Aphelocoma
coerulescens coerulescens) have also
been proposed for listing. Numerous
other plants and animals of Florida's
scrub habitats are candidates for
Federal listing.

The sand skink and the blue-tailed
mole skink were considered Category 2
candidates for listing in the Service's
December 30, 1982 (47 FR 58454), and
September 18, 1985 (50 FR 37958),
vertebrate review notices.

Summary of Factors Affecting the
Species

Section 4(a)(1) of the Endangered
Species Act (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and
regulations (50 CFR Part 424)
promulgated to implement the listing
provisions of the Act set forth the
procedures for adding species to the
Federal Lists. A species may be
determined to be an endangered or
threatened species due to one or more of
the five factors described in section
4(a)(1). These factors and their
application to the sand skink (NVeoseps
reynoldsi) and the blue-tailed mole
skink (Eumeces egregius lividus) are as
follows:

A. The present or threatened
destruction, modification, or curtailment
of its habitat or range

The sand skink is known from Marion,
Lake, Orange, Polk, and Highlands
Counties, Florida. The Florida Natural
Areas Inventory has records of 31 sites
for this species. The lizard probably also
occurs at a few other sites where
suitable habitats remain. These habitats,
however, have been reduced to a small
amount of their original extent, and
destruction of much of the remainder is
ongoing or likely in the foreseeable
future, particularly at privately owned
sites. Some degree of habitat protection
occurs for the sand skink at the
following six locations:

1. Ocala National Forest, Marion
County—the species is known from
several sites, although the distribution is
apparently spotty.

2. Lake Louisa State Park, Lake
County—less than 50 acres of suitabie
habitat exists at this site.
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3. Tiger Creek Preserve, Polk
County—this site, owned by the Nature
Conservancy, supports several hundred
acres which may be suitable for the
sand skink.

4. Archbold Biological Station—this
private research institution
encompasses about 3900 acres; about
2400 acres are xeric habitats inhabited
by the sand skink in varying densities
(Dr. James N. Layne, pers. comm.),

5. Wekiwa Springs State Park, Orange
County—the status of the sand skink
here is uncertain, but there may be
several hundred acres of xeric habitat
suitable for the species.

8. Saddle Blanket Lakes Preserve—
this site, owned by The Nature
Conservancy, includes only 55 acres of
scrub, but the State of Florida proposes
to acquire about 750 additional acres
nearby under its Conservation and
Recreation Land Program.

The sank skink is likely to occur at
Lake Arbuckle State Park and Wildlife
Management Area, Polk County, which
includes about 13,500 acres; but only a
portion of this is scrub.

The blue-tailed mole skink is
restricted to Polk and Highlands
Counties, Florida. It occurs at many of
the same sites as the sand skink, but
north of Polk County it is replaced by
the peninsula mole skink (Eumeces
egregius onocrepis) or by intergrades
with that subspecies (Mount 1965,
Christman 1970). The Florida Natural
Areas Inventory records only 20 sites for
this subspecies, but it probably occurs
at additional sites where scrub and
sandhill habitats remain. Dr. Steve
Christman (pers. comm) has found the
blue-tailed mole skink to be much less
numerous than the sand skink where the
two species coexist in scrub habitats.
Nonetheless, the total habitat for the
blue-tailed mole skink has greatly
declined, paralleling the 64 percent
decline in xeric habitats of the south
Lake Wales ridge documented by Peroni
and Abrahamson (1985). Mount (1965)
estimated that less than 50,000 acres of
habitat for the blue-tailed mole skink
remained in the 1960's. According to
Peroni and Abrahamson (1985), 23,200
acres of xeric habitats remained in
Highlands County in 1981, but not all of
this acreage would be expected to
support the blue-tailed mole skink. The
rates of pessible habitat destruction is
serious and much of this species' range
occurs on private lands. This species is
protected on Archbold Biological
Station, and it is also recorded from
Lake Kissimmee State Park, where its
status is unknown. The blue-tailed mole
skink is also likely to occur onthe
protected lands mentioned above near

Lake Arbuckle, Saddle Blanket Lakes,
and Tiger Creek.

B. Overutilization for commercial,
recreational, scientific, or educational
purposes

Both the sand skink and the blue-
tailed mole skink are unique Florida
endemics with limited ranges. They are
therefore of interest to both amateur
reptile collectors and scientific
collectors, although there is currently no
known serious impact due to-collecting.

C. Disease or predation
No threats are known.

D. The inadequacy of existing
regulatory mechanisms

The sand skink and the blue-tailed
mole skink are consideed threatened by
the Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish
Commission {Chapter 39-27, Florida
Administrative Code). This legislation
prohibits take, except under permit, but
does not provide any direct habitat
protection to these species. Therefore,
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended, would provide additional
protection for the blue-tailed mole and
sand skinks and their habitat through
Section 7 (interagency cooperation), as
well as through the prohibitions of
sections 4(d) and 9(a)(1) and provisions
for recovery planning.

E. Other natural or manmade factors
affecting its continued existence

Sand pine scrub and longleaf pine
communities are both fire dependent.
The sand pine is adapted to fire at long
(20-50 year) intervals; the peninsular
populations of this tree do not shed
seeds until the cones are opened by fire.
¥ fire is suppressed in sand pine scrub,
succession to xeric hardwood foreat
eventually occurs. Because of the large
expanses of open sand and the slow
accumulation of litteriin sand pine
scrub, fires occur only at infrequent
intervals. Longleaf pine communities are
dependent on more frequent fires (1-8
year intervals). Lack of fire will result in
these communities succeeding to scrub
or eventually to hardwoods. Therefore,
lack of fire or changes in land use could
eventually-eliminate the sand skinkor
blue-tailed mole skink from localities
where they currently exist.

Campbell .and Christman (1982)
studied the reptiles and amphibians
occurring in sandhills and scrub. They
suggested that this fauna was not
associated with particular plant
associations but with physical factors,
namely, well-drained sands with open
areas free of rooted vegetation. They
found that the sand skink and mole
skink populations on Ocala National

Forest (ONF) were most abundant in
early successional stages of sand pine
scrub. The clear-cutting and even-age
stand management of sand pines in ONF
appeared to have a similar effect to the
natural fire regime typical of sand pine.
Although both lizards seem to benefit
from the opening and clearing of sand
pine communities, it may be important
to leave widely scattered surface litter
when clear-cutting (see earlier
discussion on the importance of litter in
the Background section).

The Service has carefully assessed the
best scientific and commercial
information available regarding the past,
present, and future threats faced by
these species in determining to propose
this rule. Based on this evaluation, the
preferred action is to list the sand skink
and the blue-tailed mole skink as
threatened species. Neither species is
currently in danger of extinction,
because both ocouron protected lands.
Both, however, have already lost
substantial portions of their original
habitat throughout their range and could
decline even on the protected areas
where they occur. Both species could
become endangered over all ora
significant portion of theirrange in the
foreseeable future, Therefore, they meet
the Act's definition of threatened
species. The reasons for not proposing
critical habitat for these species are
discussed below in the "Critical
Habitat" section.

Critical Habitat

Section 4(a)(3) of the Act, as amended,
requires that to the maximum extent
purdent.and determinable, the Secretary
designate any habitat of a species which
is consisered to be critical habitat at the
time the species is determined to be
endangered or threatened. The Service
finds that designation of critical habitat
is not prudent for the sand skink and
blue-tailed mole skink at this time.
Although the primary threat to both
species is habitat destruction, the
number of localities at which each
species ocours is limited. Excessive
collecting could adversely affect these
skinks. Because of its unusual
morphology and behavior, the sand
skink could be of considerable interest
both to amateur reptile collectors and
scientific collectars. Taking prohibitions
on these species would be difficult to
enforce. Publication of critical habitat
descriptions would increase the
vulnenability of these species and
increased enforcement problems. All
involved Federal agencies will be
notified of the location and importance
of protecting these species’ habitat.
Habitat protection can be adequately
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addressed through the recovery process
and through the section 7 jeopardy
standard. Therefore, it would not be
prudent to determine critical habitat for
the sand skink and the blue-tailed mole
skink at this time.

Available Conservation Measures

Conservation measures provided to
species listed as endangered or
threatened under the Endangered
Species Act include recognition,
recovery actions, requirements for
Federal protection, and prohibitions
against certain practices. Recognition
through listing encourages and results in
conservation actions by Federal, State,
and private agencies, groups, and
individuals. The Endangered Species
Act provides for possible land
acquisition and cooperation with the
States and requires that recovery
actions be carried out for all listed
species. Such actions are initiated by the
Service following listing. The protection
required of Federal agencies and the
prohibitions against taking and harm are
discussed, in part, below.

Section 7(a) of the Act, as amended,
requires Federal agencies to evaluate
their actions with respect to any species
that is proposed or listed as endangered
or threatened and with respect to its
critical habitat, if any is being
designated. Revised regulations
implementing this interagency
cooperation provision of the Act were
published on June 3, 1986 (51 FR 19926).
Section 7(a)(4) requires Federal agencies
to confer informally with the Service on
any action that is likely to jeopardize
the continued existence of a proposed
species or result in destruction or
adverse modification of proposed
critical habitat. If a species is listed
subsequently, section 7(a)(2) requires
Federal agencies to insure that activities
they authorize, fund, or carry out are not
likely to jeopardize the continued
existence of such a species or destory or
adversely modify its critical habitat. If a
Federal action may affect a listed
species or its critical habitat, the
tesponsible Federal agency must enter
into formal consultation with the
Service. The sand skink occurs on Ocala
National Forest. Present forest
management practices (block
clearcutting) appear to result in
Successional changes favorable to the
continued existence of the sank skink
there (Campbell and Christman 1982).

anges in management practices could
result in section 7 consultation between
the Forest Service and the Fish and
Wildlife Service. This situation already
exists, however, because of a variety of
federally listed species already
oceurring on Ocala National Forest.

The Act and implementing regulations
found at 50 CFR 17.21 and 17.31 set forth
a series of general prohibitions and
exceptions that apply to all threatened
wildlife. These prohibitions, in parts,
make it illegal for any person subject to
the jurisdiction of the United States to
take, import or export, ship in interstate
commerce in the course of commercial
activity, or sell or offer for sale in
interstate or foreign commerce any
listed species. It also is illegal to
possess, sell, deliver, carry, transport, or
ship any such wildlife that had been
taken illegally. Certain exceptions apply
to agents of the Service and State
conservation agencies.

The above discussion generally
applies to threatened fish and wildlife.
However, the Secretary has the
discretion under section 4(d) of the Act
to issue special regualtions for a
threatened species that are necessary
and advisable for the conservation of
the species. The blue-tailed mole and
sand skinks are threatened primarily by
habitat disturbance or alteration, not by
intentional direct taking or by
commericalization. Given this fact and
the fact that the State of Florida
currently regulates direct taking of these
species through the requirement of State
collecting permits, the Service has
concluded that the State of Florida's
collection permit system is more than
adequate to protect the species from
excessive taking, so long as such takes
are limited to: Educational purposes,
scientific purposes, the enhancement of
propagation or survival of these species,
zoological exhibition, and other
conservation purposes consistent with
the Endangered Species Act. Therefore,
a special rule is proposed which allows
take to occur for the above stated
purposes, without the need for a Federal
permit, if a State collecting permit is
obtained and all other State wildlife
conservation laws and regulations are
satisfied. Taking of these species for
purposes other than those described
above, including taking incidental to
carrying out otherwise lawful activities,
would be prohibited except when
permitted under 50 CFR 17.23 and 17.32.
This special rule would allow for more
efficient management of these lizards,
and thus would enhance the
conservation of these species. For these
reasons, the Service concludes that this
regulatory proposal is necessary and
advisable for conservation of the blue-
tailed mole and sand skinks.

General regulations governing the
issuance of permits to carry out
otherwise prohibited activities involving
threatened wildlife species, under

certain circumstances are set out at 50
CFR 17.22, 1723, and 17.32.

Public Comments Solicited

The Service intends that any final
action resulting from this proposal will
be as accurate and as effective as
possible. Therefore, any comments or
suggestions from the public, other
concerned governmental agencies, the
scientific community, industry, or any
other interested party concerning any
aspect of this proposal are hereby
solicited. Comments particularly are
sought concerning:

(1) Biological, commercial trade, or
other relevant data concerning any
threat (or lack thereof) to these species;

(2) The location of any additional
populations of these species and the
reasons why any habitat should or
should not be determined to be critical
habitat as provided by section 4 of the
Act;

(3) Additional information concerning
the range and distribution of these
species; and

(4) Current of planned activities in the
subject area and their possible impacts
on these species.

Final promulgation of the regulation
on these species will take into
consideration the comments and any
additional information received by the
Service, and such communications may
lead to adoption of a final regulation
that differs from this proposal.

The Endangered Species Act provides
for a public hearing on this proposal, if
requested. Requests must be filed within
45 days of the date of the proposal. Such
request must be made in writing (see
ADDRESSES section).

National Environmental Policy Aci

The Fish and Wildlife Service has
determined that an Environmental
Assessment, as defined under the
authority of the National Environmental
Polciy Act of 1969, need not be prepared
in connection with regulations adopted
pursuant to section 4(a) of the
Endagered Species Act of 1973,
amended. A notice outlining the
Services's reasons for this determination
was published in the Federal Register on
October 25, 1983 (48 FR 49244),
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The primary author of this proposed
rule is Dr. Michael M. Bentzien (see
ADDRESSES section).

Proposed Regulations Promulgation
PART 17—[AMENDED]

Accordingly, it is hereby proposed to
amend Part 17, Subchapter B of Chapter
I, Title 50 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, as set forth below:

1. The authority citation of Part 17
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 93-205, 87 Stat. 884; Pub,
L. 94-359, 90 Stat. 911; Pub. L. 95-632, 92 Stat.
3751; Pub. L. 98-159, 93 Stat. 1225; Pub. L. 97-
304, 96 Stal. 1411 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

2, It is proposed to amend § 17.11(h)
by adding the following, in alphabetical
order under Reptiles, to the List of
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife:

§ 17.11 Endangered and threatened
wildlife.

of Neoseps, the Florida sand skink. Quart. List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 17 » - * * .
]. Florida Acad. Sci. 28(2):190-194. e "
Peroni, P.A., and W.G. Abrahamson. 1985. A Endangered and threatened wildlife, (h) * *
rapid method for determining losses of Fish, Marine mammals, Plants
native vegetation. Nat. Areas J. 5(1):20-24. (agriculture).
: vz:wmﬁem Critical S |
e Historic POPSSYON o Status When listed e REC
c name Scientitic name (80ge U\I?‘fasnagg:gd or habitat rules
Reptiles s . :
Skink, blue-tailed MOIE ... EUMOCES OGIOGIUS INVIUS.....cnvccrevne. USA. (FL) Entire.. AR T NA 17.42(c)
Skink, sand A reynoidi . USA (FU) Entire T NA 17.42(c)

3, It is further proposed to amend
§ 17.42 by adding new paragraph (c), as
follows:

§ 17.42 Special rules—reptiles.

- - * - .

(c) Blue-tailed mole skink (Eumeces
egregius lividus), and skink (Neoseps
reynoldsi). (1) No person shall take
these species. except in accordance with
applicable State fish and wildlife
conservation laws and regulations for
educational purposes, scientific
purposes, the enhancement or survival
of the species, zoological exhibition, and

other conservation purposes consistent
with the Act.

(2) Any violation of applicable State
fish and wildlife conservation laws or
regulations with respect to taking of
these species is also a violation of the
Endangered Species Act.

(3) No person shall possess, sell,
deliver, carry, transport, ship, import, or
export, by any means whatsoever, any
such species taken in violation of
applicable State fish and wildlife
conservation laws or regulations.

(4) It is unlawful for any person to
attempt to commit, solicit another to
commit, or cause to be committed, any

_offense defined in paragraph (c) (1)

through (3) of this section.

(5) Taking of these species for
purposes other than those described in
paragraph (c)(1) of this section,
including taking incidental to carrying
out otherwise lawful activities, is
prohibited except when permitted under
§§17.23 and 17.32.

Dated: December 31, 1986.

P. Daniel Smith,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks.

[FR Doc. 87-1282 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Office of the Secretary
Privacy Act; System of Records

AGeNCY: Office of the Secetary, USDA.

AcTION: Notice of revision of Privacy
Act system of records.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
USDA is revising one of its Privacy Act
Systems of Records maintained by the
Farmers Home Administration, USDA/
FmHA-1, "Applicant/Borrower or
Grantee File, USDA/FmHA.” This
action is necessary to permit financial
consultants, advisors, or underwriters
access to FmHA records for the purpose
of developing packaging and marketing
strategies for the sale of FmHA loan
assets, The intended effect is to enable
FmHA to provide information from an
applicant's, borrower’s, or grantee's file
to effectively market its loan assets.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This notice will be
adopted without further publication in
the Federal Register on February 20,
1987, unless modified by a subsequent
notice to incorporate comments received
from the public.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Virgle L. Cunningham, Jr., Freedom of
Information Officer, Administrative
Services Division, Farmers Home
Administration, USDA, Room 6865,
South Building, Washington, DC 20250;
telephone (202) 382-9638.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: USDA
hereby amends its System of Records,
USDA/FmHA-1, by amending the
“routine uses of the records maintained
in the system, including categories of
users and the purposes of such uses" to
permit referral of information to
financial consultants, advisors, or
underwriters for the purpose of
developing packaging and marketing

strategies for the sale of FmHA Loan
assets,

By this action FmHA clarify its
authority to turn over applicant,
borrower, or grantee files to financial
consultants, advisors, or underwriters in
effectively marketing its loan assets.
Accordingly, USDA adds the following
routine use to the FmHA System of
Records, “Applicant/Borrower or
Grantee File, USDA/FmHA" published
in 50 FR 25727, June 21, 1985:

USDA /FmHA-1

System name: Applicant/Borrower or
Grantee Filed, USDA/FmHA.

Routine uses of records maintained in
the system, including categories of users
and the purposes of such uses:

- - * - -

Referral to financial consultants,
advisors, or underwriters, when FmHA
determines such referral is appropriate
for developing packaging and marketing
strategies involving the sale of FmHA
loan assets required by the Omnibus
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986, Pub.
L. 99-509.

Signed at Washington, DC, on January 15,
1987.
Richard E. Lyng,
Secretary of Agriculture.

[FR Doc. 87-1249 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-07-M

Food and Nutrition Service

Summer Food Service Program for
Children; Program Reimbursement
Rates for 1987

AGENCY: Food and Nutrition Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice informs the public
of the annual adjustments to the
reimbursement rates for meals served in
the Summer Food Service Program for
Children. These adjustments reflect
changes in the Consumer Price Index
and are required by the statute
governing the Program.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lou Pastura, Chief, Policy and Program
Development Branch, Child Nutrition
Division, Food and Nutrition Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Alexandria, Virginia 22302, (703) 756~
3620.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Classification

This notice has been reviewed under
Executive Order 12291 and has not been
classified as major because it will not
have an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million, will not cause a major
increase in costs or prices, and will not
have a significant economic impact on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation or on the ability
of U.S. enterprises to compete with
foreign based enterprises in domestic or
foreign markets. This notice has also
been reviewed with regard to the
requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601-612). Robert
E. Leard, Administrator of the Food and
Nutrition Service, has certified that this
notice will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

This notice is subject to the provisions
of Executive Order 12372 which requires
intergovernmental consultation with
State and local officials. (See 7 CFR Part
3015, Subpart V (48 FR 29112, June 24,
1983).) In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44
U.S.C. 3507), no new recordkeeping or
reporting requirements have been
included that are subject to approval
from the Office of Management and
Budget.

Definitions

The terms used in this Notice shall
have the meaning ascribed to them in
the regulations governing the Summer
Food Service Program for Children (7
CFR Part 225).

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Programs No. 10.559)

Background

Pursuant to section 13 of the National
School Lunch Act (42 U.S.C. 1761) and
the regulations governing the Summer
Food Service Program for Children (7
CFR Part 225), notice is hereby given of
adjustments in program payments for
meals served to children participating in
the Summer Food Service Program for
Children during the 1987 Program.
Adjustments are based on changes in
the food away from home series of the
Consumer Price Index for All Urban
Consumers for the period November
1985 through November 19886. The new
reimbursement rates in cents are as
follows:
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Maximum Per Meal Reimbursement
Rates

Operating Costs

Breakfast 92.00
Lunch or Supper.. .165.00
Supplement..... 43.25

Administrative Costs

a. For meals served at rural or self-
preparation sites:

Breakiast oot cadersmimrmssissisrs 8.50
Lunch or Supper 15.75
Supplemenl.. 4.25

b. For meals served at other types of
sites:

Breakf{asl...... 75
Lunch or Supper 13.00
Supplement wres .25

The total amount of payments to State
agencies for disbursement to Program
sponsors will be based upon these
Program reimbursement rates and the
number of meals for each type served.
The above reimbursement rates, before
being rounded-off to the nearest quarter-
cent, represented a 4.13 per cent
increase during 1986 (from 351.3 in
November 1985 to 365.8 in November
1986) in the food away from home series
of the Consumer Price Index for All
Urban Consumers, published by the
Bureau of Labor Statistics of the
Department of Labor.

Authority: Secs. 803, 807, 809, 816 and 817,
Pub. L. 97-35, Secs. 203 and 206, Pub. L. 96—
499, secs. 5. 7, 10, Pub. L. 95-627, 95 Stat. 3603
(42 U.S.C. 1771); sec. 2, Pub. L. 95-166, 91 Stal.
1325 (42 U.S.C. 1761); sec. 7. Pub. L. 91-248, 84
Stal, 211 (42 U.S.C. 1859a), unless othewise
noted.

Dated: January 15, 1987,

Robert E. Leard,

Administrator, Food and Nutrition Service.
[FR Doc. 87-1262 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 3410-30-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Agency Form Under Review by the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB)

DOC has submitted to OMB for
clearance the following proposal for
collection of information under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35).

Agency: National Bureau of Standards
Title: Energy-Related Invention

Evaluation Request
Form Number: Agency—NBS-1019;

OMB-0652-0020
Type of Request: Extension of the

expiration date of a currently

approved collection
Burden: 2,000 respondents; 200 reporting
hours

Needs and Uses: Section 14 of the
Federal Nonnuclear Energy Research
and Development Act of 1974 requires
NBS to evaluate all energy-related
inventions submitted by individuals
and small companies for the purpose
of obtaining a grant. The information
is used for evaluating the inventions
submitted and in communicating with
the inventor or their representative.

Affected Public: Individuals; businesses
or other for-profit institutions; small
businesses or organizations

Frequency: On occasion

Respondent's Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain a benefit

OMB Desk Officer: Sheri Fox, 395-3785
Copies of the above information

collection proposal can be obtained by

calling or writing DOC Clearance

Officer, Edward Michals, (202) 3774217,

Department of Commerce, Room 6622,

14th and Constitution Avenue, NW.,

Washington, DC 20230.

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent to
Sheri Fox, OMB Desk Officer, Room
3235, New Executive Office Building,
Washington, DC 20503.

Dated: January 14, 1987.
Ed Michals,
Departmental Clearance Officer, Information
Management Division, Office of Information
Hesources Management.
|FR Doc. 87-1187 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-CW-M

International Trade Administration

Automated Manufacturing Equipment
Technical Advisory Commititee;
Partially Closed Meeting

A meeting of the Automated
Manufacturing Equipment Technical
Advisory Committee will be held
February 11, 1987, 9:30 a.m., Herbert C.
Hoover Building, Room 1092, 14th Street
& Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington D.C. The Committee
advises the Office of Technology and
Policy Analysis with respect to technical
questions that affect the level of export
controls applicable to automated
manufacturing equipment and related
technology.

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman.

2. Presentation of papers or comments
by the public.

3. Discussion of Numerically
Controlled Machines.

4. Discussion of Programmable
Controllers.

5. Discussion of Shop Floor
Networking.

6. Discussion of Recommendations for
Revised Export Controls.

Executive Session

7. Discussion of matters properly
classified under Executive Order 12356,
dealing with the U.S. and COCOM
control program and strategic criteria
related thereto.

The general session of the meeting
will be open to the public and a limited
number of seats will be available. To the
extent time permits, members of the
public may present oral statements to
the Committee. Written statements may
be submitted at any time before or after
the meeting.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 10, 1986,
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended
by Section 5{c) of the Government in the
Sunshine Act, P.L. 94409, that the
matters to be discussed in the Executive
Session should be exempt from the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act relating to open meeting
and public participation therein,
because the Executive Session will be
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) and are properly classifed
under Executive Order 12356.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions thereof is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Telephone: 202/377-4217. For further
information or copies of the minutes,
call Betty Ferrell at 202/377-4959.

Margaret A. Cornejo,

Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of
Technology and Policy Analysis.

[FR Doc. 87-1188 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 23510-DT-M

Computer Systems Technical Advisory
Committee; Closed Meeting

A closed meeting of the Computer
Systems Technical Advisory Committee
will be held February 11, 1987, 1:00 p.m.
in the Herbert C. Hoover Building, Room
5230, 14th Street & Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC. The Committee
advises the Office of Technology &
Policy Analysis with respect to
questions that affect the level of export
controls applicable to computer systems
or technology.

The Committee will meet only in
Executive Session to discuss matters
properly classified under Executive
Order 12356, dealing with the U.S. and
COCOM program and strategic criteria
related thereto.
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The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 10, 1986,
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended
by Section 5(c) of the Government in the
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94409, that the
matters to be discussed in the Executive
Session should be exempt from the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act relating to open meetings
and public participation therein,
because the Executive Session will be
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified
under Executive Order 12356.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions thereof is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Telephone: 202/377-4127. For further
information or copies of the minutes,
call Betty Ferrell at 202/377-2583.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Margaret A. Cornejo,

Director, Technical Support Staff Office of
Technology & Policy Analysis.

[FR Doc. 87-1189 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

Software Subcommittee of the
Computer Systems Technical Advisory
Committee; Closed Meeting

A closed meeting of the Software
Subcommittee of the Computer Systems
Technical Advisory Committee will be
held February 11, 1987, 9:00 a.m. in the
Herbert C. Hoover Building, Room 5230,
14th Street and Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC. The Software
committee was formed to study
computer software with the goal of
making recommendations at the
Department of Commerce relating to the
appropriate parameters for controlling
exports for reasons of national security.

The Committee will meet only in
Executive Session to discuss matters
propertly classified under Executive
Order 12356, dealing with the U.S. and
COCOM program and strategic criteria
related thereto.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 10, 1986,
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended
by Section 5(c) of the Government in the
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the
matters to be discussed in the Executive
Session should be exempt from the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act relating to open meeting

and public participation therein,
because the Executive Session will be
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified
under Executive Order 12356.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions thereof is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Telephone: 202/377-4127. For futher
information or copies of the minutes,
call Betty Ferrell at 202/377-2583

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Margaret A. Cornejo,

Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of
Technology & Policy Analysis.

[FR Doc. 87-1190 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

Hardware Subcommittee of the
Computer Systems Technical Advisory
Committee; Particularly Closed
Meeting

A meeting of the Hardware
Subcommittee of the Computer Systems
Technical Advisory Committee will be
held February 10, 1987, 9:30 a.m. in the
Herbert C. Hoover Building, Room B-
841, 14th Street and Constitution Avenue
NW., Washington, DC 20230.

The Hardware Subcommittee was
formed to study computer hardware
with the goal of making
recommendations to the Department of
Commerce relating to the appropriate
parameters for controlling exports for
reasons of national security.

Open Session

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman.

2. Presentation of papers or comments by the
public.

3. Discussion of PRC Greeen Line—Notes 17~
21 in ECCN 1565 to include array tranform
Processors.

4. Comments on figure of merit measures for
computers.

5. Discussion of Computer System TAC
proposals for revised export controls to
include medical equipment.

Executive Session
6. Discussion of matters properly classified
under Executive Order 12356, dealing with

the U.S. and COCOM control program and
strategic criteria related thereto.

The General Session of the meeting
will be open to the public and a limited
number of seats will be available. To the
extent time permits, members of the
public may present oral statements to
the Committee. Written statements may
be submitted at any time before or after
the meeting.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of

the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 10, 1986,
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended
by section 5(c) of the Government in the
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the
matters to be discussed in the Executive
Session should be exempt from the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act relating to open meetings
and public participation therein,
because the Executive Session will be
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c)(1) and are properly classified
under Executive Order 12356.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions thereof is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Telephone: 202/377-4127. For further
information or copies of the minutes,
call Betty Ferrell at 202/377-2583.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Margaret A. Cornejo,

Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of
Technology & Policy Analysis.

[FR Doc. 87-1191 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

Licensing Procedures and Regulations
Subcommittee of the Computer
Systems Technical Advisory
Committee; Partially Closed Meeting

A meeting of the Licensing Procedures
and Regulations Subcommittee of the
Computer Systems Technical Advisory
Committee will be held February 10,
1987, 1:00 p.m., in the Herbert C. Hoover
Building, Room 3407, 14th Street &
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC. The Licensing Procedures and
Regulations Subcommittee was formed
to review the procedural aspects of
export licensing and recommend areas
where improvements can be made.

Open Session

1. Opening Remarks by the Chairman.

2. Presentation of papers or comments by the
public on proposed equipment decontrol
and discussions on problems experienced
in obtaining export licenses.

3. Discussion of proposed changes to revise
U.S. export license procedures.

Executive Session
4. Discussion of matters properly classified
under Executive Order 12356, dealing with

the U.S. and COCOM control program and
strategic criteria related thereto.

The General Session of the meeting
will be open to the public and a limited
number of seats will be available. To the
extent time permits, members of the
public may present oral statements to the
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Committee. Written statements may be
submitted at any time before or after the
meeting.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the delegate of the General Counsel,
formally determined on January 10, 1986,
pursuant to section 10{d) of the Federal
Advisary Committee Act, as amended
by section 5(c) of the Gevernment in the
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94409, that the
matters to be discussed in the Executive
Session should be exempt from the
provisiens of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act relating to open meetings
and public participation therein,
because the Executive Session will be
concerned with matters listed in 5 U.S.C.
552b{c])(1) and are properly classified
under Executive Order 12356.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions thereof is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6628,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Telephone: 202/377-4127. For further
information or copies of the minutes,
call Betty Ferrell at 202/377-2583.

Dated: January 14, 1987,
Margaret A. Cornejo,

Director, Technical Support Staff, Office of
Technology & Policy Analysis.

[FR Doc. 87-1192 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DT-M

Consolidated Decision on Applications
for Duty-Free Entry of Scientific
Articles; Agricultural Research

Service et al.

This is a decision consolidated
pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Matlerials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR Part 301).
Related records can be viewed between
8:30 AM and 5:00 PM in Room 1523, U.S.
Department of Commerce, 14th and
Constitution Avenue NW., Washington,
DC.

Decision: Denied. Applicants have
failed to establish that domestic
instruments of equivalent scientific
value to the foreign instruments for the
intended purposes are not available.

Reasons: Section 301.5(e)(4) of the
regulations requires the denial of
applications that have been denied
without prejudice to resubmission if
they are not resubmitted within the
specified time period. This is the case
for each of the listed dockets.

Docket No.: B6-161. Applicant: USDA-
ARS-NSA, Grand Forks, ND 58201.
Instrument: Thermal lonization Mass
Spectrometer System, Model 261.
Manufacturer: Finnigan MAT, Wesl

Germany. Date of Denial Without
Prejudice to Resubmission: September
24, 1986.

Docket No.: 86-267. Applicant:
Univesity of California, Santa Barbara,
Santa Barbara, CA 93106. Instrument:
Soldering Robot; 4-axes with Seldering
Gun and Teaching Box. Manufacturer:
Apollo Seiko, Japan. Date of Denial
Without Prejudice to Resubmission:
September 22, 1986.

Docket No.: 86-268. Applicant
University of California, Santa Barbara,
Santa Barbara, CA 93106. Instrument:
Cylindrical Coordinate Robot System
with Panadac Controller. Manufacturer;
Panasonic, Japan. Date of Denial
Without Prejudice to Resubmission:
September 22, 1986.

Frank W. Creel,

Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 87-1241 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

Notice of Applications for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Instruments; Mount
Sinai School of Medicine et al.

Pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Education, Scientific and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 {(Pub.
L. 89-651; 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR Part 301),
we invite comments on the question of
whether instruments of equivalent
scientific value, for the purposes for
which the instruments shown below are
intended to be used, are being
manufactured in the United States.

Comments must comply with
§ 301.5(a)(3) and (4) of the regulations
and be filed within 20 days with the
Statutory Import Programs Staff, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
DC 20230. Applications may be
examined between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00
p.m. in Room 1523, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC.

Docket No.: 86-202R. Applicant:
Mount Sinai School of Medicine, One
Gustave L. Levy Place, New York, NY
10029. Instrument: Laser Microprobe
Mass Analyzer. Manufacturer: Leybold-
Heraeus GmbH, West Germany.
Intended Use: The instrument is
intended to be used for ongoing research
program investigating the potential role
of aluminum and other trace elements as
being related to the cause of Alzheimer's
disease as well as other forms of
degenerative disorders of the nervous
system.

This research involves the
determination of the trace elemental
content of individual nerve cells
identified in autopsy derived brain
specimens. The original notice of this

resubmitted application was published
in the Federal Register of May 28, 1986.

Docket No.: 86-249R. Applicant;
University of Illineis, 601 S. Morgan,
Chicago, IL 80607. Instrument: Electron
Microscope, Model JEM 100CX with
Accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL Co.,
Ltd., Japan. Intended Use: The
instrument will be used for the study of
metals, semiconductors, and ceramics in
research that invaelves; (1) Abrasion and
wear of semiconductor silicon, (2)
examination of corresion films of
amorphous metals and (3) study of the
structural integrity of ceramics such as
silicon carbide and silicon nitride. The
original notice of this resubmitted
application was published in the Federal
Register of July 22, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-076. Applicant: Boston
University, Center for Adaptive
Systems, 111 Cummington Street, Boston
MA 02215. Instrument: Three-
Dimensional Digitizing System, Model
WATSMART. Manufacturer: Northern
Digital, Inc., Canada. Intended Use: The
instrument will be used for studies of
human multi-joint movements with focus
on kinematic and electromyographic
properties. Experiments will be
conducted to collect data capable of
testing quantitative neural and neuro-
muscular models of the human
movement planning and execution
system and to establish a parametric
data base, pertinent to individual
differences, that may used to constrain
further development. Application
Received by Commissioner of Customs:
December 16, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-077. Applicant: Texas
A&M University, Department of
Chemistry, College Station, TX 77843.
Instrument: Stopped Flow/Preparative
Quench Spectrophotometer, Model PQ-
53 with Accessories. Manufacturer: Hi-
Tech Scientific Ltd., United Kingdom.
Intended Use: The instrument is
intended to be used for studies of
enzyme catalyzed reactions. The change
in absorbance upon rapid mixing of
enzyme and the various ligands will be
monitored at various wavelengths. In
addition, the instrument will be used to
teach chemistry Ph.D. candidates how to
manipulate enzymes and elucidate
enzyme reaction mechanism in the
courses: Chemical Research, Theory of
Chemical Research and Undergraduate
Chemical Research. Application
Received by Commissioner of Customs:
December 16, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-079. Applicant:
University of Hawaii, Institute of
Geophysics, 2525 Correa Road,
Honolulu, HI 96822. Instrument: Thermal
Ionization Mass Spectrometer, Model
VG Sector. Manufacturer: VG Isotopes,
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Ltd., United Kingdom., Intended Use: The
article is intended to be used in a range
of earth science research programs and
collaborative research. The areas of
investigation include:

(1) Precise measurement of the
isotopic composition of the elements Nd,
Sr, and Pb in rocks and minerals from
the earth's crust and mantle.

(2) Measurement of the rate-earth
element abundances in crustal and
mantle rocks and minerals.

(3) Precise determination of the ages
of crustal rocks using Sm-Nd, Rb-Sr, and
U-Pb geochronological technigues.

In addition, the instrument will be
used in geology courses for student
research and teaching. Application
Received by Commissioner of Customs:
December 17, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-080. Applicant:
Harvard University, Purchasing
Department, 1350 Massachusetts
Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02138.
Instrument: Atmospheric Gas Analyzer,
Model LMA-3. Manufacturer: Scintrex,
Canada. Intended Use: The instrument
is intended to be used to measure NO,
concentrations in the air in a tropical
forest, in order to learn about the
chemistry of NO, in that environment.
Application Received by Commissioner
of Customs: December 17, 1986.

Docket No.: 86-056R. Applicant: SRI
Internatioinal, 333 Ravenswood Avenue,
Menlo Park, CA 94025. Instrument; CO,
Laser, Model #5822. Manufacturer: Ultra
Lasertech, Canada, Original notice of
this resubmitted application was
published in the Federal Register of
January 3, 1986.

Frank W. Creel,

Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 87-1242 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

Consolidated Decision on Applications
for Duty-Free Entry of Electron
Microscopes; University of Florida et
al.

This is a decision consolidated
pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR Part 301).
Related records can be viewed between
8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. in Room 1523,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th and
gonstitution Avenue NW., Washington,

C.

Docket No.: 87-003. Applicant:
University of Florida, Gainesville, FL
32610. Instrument: Electron Microscope,
Model JEM-100CX with Accessories.
Manufacturer: JEOL, Japan. Intended
Use: See notice at 51 FR 40242.
Instrument Ordered: June 9, 1986

Docket No.: 87-004. Applicant; Yale
University School of Medicine, New
Haven, CT 06510. Instrument: Electron
Microscope, Madel CM 10 with
Accessories. Manufacturer: N.V. Philips,
The Netherlands. Intended Use: See
notice at 51 FR 40243. Instrument
Ordered: May 22, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-007. Applicant: Temple
University School of Medicine,
Philadelphia, PA 19140. Instrument:
Electron Microscope, Model CM 10 with
Accessories. Manufacturer: N.V. Philips,
The Netherlands. Intended Use: See
notice at 51 FR 40243. Instrument
Ordered: April 28, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-012. Applicant: New
England Medical Center Hospitals,
Boston, MA 02111. Instrument; Electron
Microscope, Model CM 10/PC with
Accessories. Manufacturer: Philips
Electronic Instruments Inc., The
Netherlands. Intended Use: See notice at
51 FR 40244. Instrument Ordered: June
27, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-013. Applicant:
University of Connecticut Health Center,
Farmington, CT 06032. Instrument:
Electron Microscope, Model CM10/PC
with Accessories. Manufacturer: Philips
Electronic Instruments, The
Netherlands. Intended Use: See notice at
51 FR 40244. Instrument Ordered: July
11, 1986.

Docket No.: 87-020. Applicant:
Thomas Jefferson University,
Philadelphia, PA 19107. Instrument:
Electron Microscope (Side Entry
Goniometer), Model H-7000.
Manufacturer: Hitachi Scientific
Instruments, Japan. Intended Use: See
notice at 51 FR 41379. Instrument
Ordered: May 19, 1986.

Comments: None received.

Decision: Approved. No instrument of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
instrument, for such purposes as these
instruments are intended to be used,
was being manufactured in the United
States at the time the instruments were
ordered.

Reasons: Each foreign instrument is a
conventional transmission electron
microscope (CTEM) and is intended for
research or scientific educational uses
requiring a CTEM. We know of no
CTEM, or any other instrument suited to
these purposes, which was being
manufactured in the United States either
at the time of order of each instrument
or at the time of receipt of application
by the U.S. Customs Service.

Frank W. Creel,
Director. Statutory Import Programs Staff.
|FR Doc. 87-1243 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-M

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Marine Mammals; Permit Modification;
Dr. Darlene R. Ketten (P289);
Modification No. 1 to Permit No. 368

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of § 216.33 (d) and (e)
of the Regulations Governing the Taking
and Importing of Marine Mamals (50 CF
Part 216), and § 222.25 of the regulations
governing endangered species permits
(50 CFR Part 222), Scientific Research
Permit No. 368 issued to Dr. Darlene R.
Ketten, Eation-Peabody Laboratory,
Massachusetts Eye and Ear Infirmary,
243 Charles Street, Boston,
Massachusetts 02114, on January 27,
1982 (47 FR 4721) is modified as follows:

Section B.5 is replaced by:

“5. The authority to import the material
described herein shall extend through
December 31, 1987."

The effective date of this modification
is December 31, 1988.

Issuance of this Modification, as
required by the Endangered Species Act
0f 1973, is based on the finding that such
Modification: (1) Was applied for in
good faith; (2) will not operate to the
disadvantage of the endangered species
which are the subject of this
Modification; and (3) will be consistent
with the purpose and policies set forth
in section 2 of the Endangered Species
Act of 1973.

The Permit, as modified, and
documentation pertaining to the
modification are available for review in
the followng offices:

Office of Protected Species and
Habitat Conservation, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW., Rm. 805, Washington, DC:
and

Director, Northeast Region, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 14 Elm Street,
Federal Building, Gloucester,
Massachusetts 01930.

Dated: January 12, 1967,
Nancy Foster,

Director, Office of Protected Species ond
Habitat Conservation, National Marine
Fisheries Service,

|FR Doc. 87-1213 Filed 1-20-87: 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Marine Mammals; Permit Modification;
Southwest Fisheries Center, National
Marine Fisheries service (P77Y);
Modification No. 1 to Permit No. 372

Notice is hereby given that. pursuant
to the provisions of § 216.33 (d) and (e)
of the Regulations Governing the Taking
and Importing of Marine Mamals (50
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CFR Part 216) and § 222.25 of the
regulations governing endangered
species permits (50 CFR Part 222), Permit
No. 372 issued to Southwest Fisheries
Center, National Marine Fisheries
Service, P.O. Box 271, La Jolla,
California 82038, on March 12, 1982 (47
FR 11755) is modified as follows:

Section B.6 is replaced by:

8. This Permit is valid with respect to the
taking authorized herein until Decembre 31,
1987."

This medification became effective
December 31, 1986.

As required by the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 issuance of this
modification is based on a finding that
such modification (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; and
(3) will be consistent with the purposes
and policies set forth in section 2 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973. This
Modification was also issued in
accordance with and is subject to Parts
220 through 222 of Title 50 CFR, the
National Marine Fisheries Service
regulations governing endangered
species permits.

Documents submitted in connection
with the above Permit and modification
are available for review in the following
offices:

Office of Protected Species and Habitat
Conservation, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW., Room 805, Washington,
DC; and

Director, Southwest region, National
Marine Fisheries Service, 300 South
Ferry Street, Terminal Island,
California 90731-7415.

Dated: January 12, 1987,
Nancy Foster,
Director, Office of Protected Species and
Habitat Consevation, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 87-1212 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

Draft Supplemental Eavironmental
Impact Statement; Trawling Efficiency
Device During Commercial Shrimp
Fishing Operations

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), NOAA, Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a
draft supplemental environmental
impact statement (DSEIS).

summARY: NOAA /NMFS intends to
prepare a draft supplemental
environmental impact statement for
regulations that will require shrimp
trawlers to use devices to exclude

endangered and threatened sea turtles
from their nets. Scoping meetings will
not be held prior te publishing the DSEIS
and regulations because the public has
been afforded full opportunity to advise
on the issues which need to be
addressed in these documents.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles A. Oravetz, NMFS, Southeast
Regional Office, 9450 Koger Boulevard,
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702 (813/826-
3366), or David Cottingham, NOAA,
Ecology and Conservation Division,
HCHB 6814, Washington, DC 20230 (202/
377-5181).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Endangered and threatened sea turtles
are caught incidental to U.S. shrimp
fishing operations in the Gulf of Mexico
and southeastern U.S. Atlantic, resulting
in significant sea turtle mortality. To
reduce this source of mortality, NOAA/
NMFS developed a Trawling Efficiency
Device (TED) which releases sea turtles
caught in shrimp trawls. NOAA/NMFS
is initiating a rulemaking process to
require TED use under the Endangered
Species Act.

Representatives of several
environmental organizations and shrimp
associations met to negotiate a
recommendation as to when and where
the Secretary of Commerce should
require shrimpers to use TEDs. The
participants agreed that NOAA/NMFS
should phase in, over the next three
years, areas in the Gulf of Mexico and in
the Atlantic Ocean from North Carolina
to Florida, where shrimpers would be
required to use TEDs. NOAA/NMFS
plans to promulgate regulations based
on agreements reached during the
negotiations and to issue a draft
supplemental environmental impact
statement on the regulations.

Scoping meetings will not be held
prior to issuing the regulations and draft
supplemental environmental impact
statement. Negotiation meetings were
held in New Orleans, LA {October 16—
18), Jekyll Island, GA (October 31-Nov.
2), Washington, DC (November 10-13),
and Houston, TX (December 1-4).

The sessions were open to the public.
NOAA /NMFS believes that the
participants were aware of and
considered the full range of issues
concerning incidental mortality of sea
turtles and TEDs. These issues will be
addressed in the draft supplemental
environmental impact statement.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
William E. Evans,

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 87-1215 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

National Marine Fisheries Service;
Issuance of Letter of Authorization

Notice is given that on January 14,
1987, the National Marine Fisheries
Service issued a Letter of Authorization
under the authority of section 101(a)(5)
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 and 50 CFR Part 228, Subpart B—
Taking of Ringed Seals Incidental to On-
Ice Seismic Activities, to the following:
Geophysical Service Inc., 5801 Silverado
Way, Anchorage, Alaska 93502.

This Letter of Authorization is valid
for 1987 and is subject to the provisions
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.5.C. 1361-1407) and the
Regulations Governing Small Takes of
Marine Mammals Incidental to Specified
Activities (50 CFR Part 228, Subparts A
and B).

Issuance of this letter is based on a
finding that the total taking will have a
negligible impact on the ringed seal
species or stock, its habitat and its
availability for subsistence use.

This Letter of Authorization is
available for review in the following
offices:

Office of Protected Species and Habitat
Conservation, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1825 Connecticut
Avenue NW., Room 805, Washingtan,
DC; and

Director, Alaska Region, National
Marine Fisheries Service, P.O. Box
1668, Juneau, Alaska 99802.

Dated: January 14, 1987.
Nancy Foster,
Director, Office of Protected Species and
Habitat Conservation, National Marine
Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 87-1214 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

North Pacific Fishery Management
Council; Meeting; Amendment

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service, NOAA, Commerce.

The agenda as published in the
Federal Register (52 FR 127, January 2,
1987), for the North Pacific Fishery
Management Council’'s public meeting
(January 21-23, 1987), has been amended
to include review by the North Pacific
Council of the decision made on
December 12, 1986, to set the 1987
Pacific ocean perch target quota at 2,000
metric tons in the Eastern Gulf of
Alaska. All other information remains
unchanged. For more information
contact Jim H. Branson, North Pacific
Fishery Management Council, P.O. Box
103136, Anchorage, AK; telephone: (907)
274-4563.
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Dated: January 14, 1987.
Richard B Roe,
Director, Office of Fisheries Management,
National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 87-1246 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Army Science Board; Open Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a){2) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 82-463), announcement is made
of the following Committee Meeting:
Name of the Committee: Army Science Board

(ASB).

Dates of Meeting: 26-27 February 1987.
Time: 0900-1700 each day.

Place: Pentagon, Washington, DC.

Agenda: The Army Science Board's Ad Hoc

Subgroup on Water.

Resources will conduct their kickoff
meeling to discuss water resource
problems at Western US Army
installations. The group will study the
terms of reference and receive initial
briefings on the Corps of Engineers' role
of installation planning. This meeting is
open to the public. Any interested
person may attend, appear before, or file
statements with the committee at the
time and in the manner permitted by the
commitiee. The ASB Administrative
Officer, Sally A. Warner, may be
contacted for further information at
(202) 695-3039/7048.

Sally A. Wamer,

Administrative Officer, Army Science Board.
[FR Doc. 87-1177 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

Department of the Navy

Chief of Naval Operations Executive
Panel Advisory Committee; Closed
Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act [5
U.S.C. app.), notice is hereby given that
the Chief of Naval Operations (CNO)
Executive Panel Advisory Committee
Constrained Resources Task Force will
meet February 12-13, 1987, from 9 a.m.
to 5 p.m. each day, at 4401 Ford Avenue,
Alexandria, Virginia. All sessions will
be closed to the public.

The purpose of this meeting is to
review the Navy's approaches to
maritime operations and readiness in
the management of resoarces, and
related intelligence. These matters
constitute classified information that is
specifically authorized by Executive
order to be kept secret in the interest of

national defense and is, in fact, properly
classified pursuant to such Executive
order. Accordingly, the Secretary of the
Navy has determined in writing that the
public interest requires that all sessions
of the meeting be closed to the public
because they will be concerned with
matters listed in section 552b(c)(1) of
Title 5, United States Code. For further
information concerning this meeting,
contact Lieutenant Paul G. Butler,
Executive Secretary of the CNO
Executive Panel Advisory Committee,
4401 Ford Avenue, Room 601,
Alexandria, Virginia 22302-0268. Phone
(703) 756-1205.

Dated: January 14, 1967,
Harold L. Stoller,
Commander, JAGC, U.S. Naval Reserve
Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 87-1206 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M

National Environmental Policy Act;
Record of Decision to Homeport Four
Frigate Class Naval Reserve Force
Ships, Two Mine Countermeasure
Ships and Complete Other Support
Facilities in the San Francisco Bay
Region, California

Pursuant to section 102{2)(c) of the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 and the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations (40
CFR Part 1500), the U.S. Navy reaffirms
its previous decision (Federal Register,
Vol. 50, No. 79 of Wednesday, April 24,
1985 (50 FR 16123)) to homeport four
frigate class Naval Reserve Force (NRF)
ships and two mine countermeasure
(MCM) ships at the Naval Station
Treasure Island and announces the
decision to locate shoreside support
facilities for the training of active and
reserve force maintenance personnel to
the Naval Station Treasure Island
Annex, formerly known as Hunters
Point Naval Shipyard.

The Final Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement filed
for this project was announced in the
Federal Register, Vol. 51, No. 238 of
Friday, December 12, 1986 {51 FR 44834).

Alternative concepts originally
considered included the no-project
alternative (Alternative I); four NRF
frigate class ships, one pier and
associated shoreside facilities at Naval
Station Treasure Island (Alternative I);
thirteen ships, two piers and associated
shoreside facilities at Naval Station
Treasure Island which included the four
NRF ships of Alternative II (Alternative
1IT); and four NRF frigate class ships,
two mine countermeasure ships and
associated shoreside facilities at
Hunters Point (Alternative IV).

The decision to adopt concepts
presented in Alternative IV for new
construction shoreside facilities and
thereby provide the required shoreside
support is consistent with the existing
industrial complex at Hunters Point
which has recently returned to Navy
coniral. Based on the FEIS, Navy
operational concerns and public
environmental concerns no construction
dredging will occur at Hunters Point at
this time. When periodic maintenance
effort is required, the NRF ships will
berth on the north side of the south pier
at Hunters Point which does not require
construction dredging.

Correspondingly, any decisions
regarding construction dredging or other
major proposed action at Hunters Point
will be subject to additional
environmental documentation and will
not be adopted until that documentation
supporting future proposals are made
available to the public.

Significant adverse impacts will be
avoided or reduced by the proper siting,
design, construction, maintenance and
operation of facilities and any ground
pollutants identified will be disposed of
in compliance with applicable Federal
and State regulations.

Implementation of this decision will
be initiated in February 1987.

Dated: January 14, 1987.
Harold L. Stoller,
CDR, JAGC, Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 87-1207 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-AE-M

e

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

Meeting and Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the
Delaware River Basin Commission will
hold a public hearing on Wednesday,
January 28, 1987 beginning at 1:30 p.m. in
Banquet Room B of the Holiday Inn,
Route 100 and West King Street,
Pottstown, Pennsylvania. The hearing
will be part of the Commission's regular
business meeting which is epen to the
public.

An informal pre-meeting conference

the Commissioners and staff will
be open for public observation at about
11:00 a.m. in Banquet Room A of the
Holiday Inn.

The subjects of the hearing will be as
follows:

Current Expense and Capital Budgets.
A revised proposed current expense
budget for the fiscal year beginning July
1, 1987, in the aggregate amount of
$2,261,000 and a capital budget for the
same period in the amount of $1,173,400
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in revenue and $737,100 in expenditures.
Copies of the current expense and
capital budget are available from the
Commission on request. This hearing
continues that of December 23, 1986.

Applications for Approval of the
Following Projects Pursuant to Article
10.3, Article 11 and/or Section 3.8 of the
Compact

1. Philadelphia Electric Company
(PECO) D-69-210 CP Final: Revisions 5
and 6

Applications to extend through
December 31, 1987 the Delaware River
Basin Commission (DRBC) temporary
approvals granted by DRBC Dockets No,
D-69-210 CP (FINAL) (Revision No. 5)
and D-69-210 CP (FINAL) (Revision No.
6). Revision No. 5 provided for the
substitution of dissolved oxygen
limitations in place of the temperature
restriction and allowed the transfer of
existing authorized consumptive use
from Cromby Unit 2 and Titus Units 1, 2
and 3, to the Limerick Unit 1 facility.
Revision No. 6 provided temporary
authorization for consumptive use at
Limerick regardless of other constraints
in original Docket No. D-69-210 CP
(FINAL) whenever the consumptive use
has been replaced in equal volume by
water released from Still Creek and/or
Owl Creek Reservoirs. The facilities and
reservoirs are located in Montgomery
and Schuylkill Counties, Pennsylvania,

2. Tarkett, Inc. D-77-32 (Revised)

An application to modify an industrial
waste treatment process at a previously
approved treatment facility at the
applicant's manufacturing plant in
Whitehall Township, Lehigh County,
Pennsylvania. The plant, which
manufactures substrate for vinyl
flooring, was previously owned by
G.AF. Corporation and has been
purchased by the applicant. The
manufacturing process has been
modified to eliminate the use of
asbestos and this has led to increased
TSS and BODs concentrations in the
waste water. Effluent discharges to the
Lehigh River.

3. Meter Services Company D-85-35 CP

A ground water withdrawal project to
supply the first phase of a proposed 972
unit housing development named “The
Village of Buckingham Springs" in
Buckingham Township, Bucks County,
Pennsylvania. The combined
withdrawal rate from Well No. 1
(standby) and No. 2 (primary source)
will be 60,000 gallons per day (gpd). The
wells are located south of Route 413
between the villages of Pineville and
Buckingham and are in the Southeastern

Pennsylvania Ground Water Protected
Area.

4. Evesham Municipal Utilities
Authority D-86-368 CP

An application for a sewage treatment
plant expansion project. The applicant's
existing 1.25 mdg facility requires an
additional 0.25 mgd flow capacity to
serve the projected future growth in the
service area. The Woodstream Sewage
Treatment Plant provides tertiary
treatment for a portion of Evesham
Township, Burlington County, New
Jersey. The expanded plant is designed
to serve residential and commercial
users, amounting to an equivalent
population of approximately 15,000
persons, through the year 2000, Treated
effluent will continue to discharge to
South Branch Pennsauken Creek at
River Mile 105.4-3.4-10.2.

5. Hercules Incorporated D-86—45

An application for approval of an
existing ground water withdrawal not
previously approved by the DRBC and
seven new ground water withdrawal
wells. The increased withdrawal and
additional wells are required as part of
a ground water decontamination project.
Related treatment plant modifications
are included in this project. The former
0.072 mgd biological wastewater
treatment plant is now designed to
process an additional 0.288 mgd of
contaminated ground water that will be
pumped from beneath the Higgins Plant
site. The treatment plant effluent will
continue to be discharged to the
Delaware River in Water Quality Zone 4
through outfall 001, The treatment plant
also processes the sanitary waste from
50 employees. The project is located in
Greenwich Township, Gloucester
County, New Jersey.

6. Hilltown Township Water and Sewer
Authority D-86-60 CP

An application for approval of a
ground water withdrawal project to
supply up to 4.05 mg/30 days of water to
the applicant’s public water system from
new Well No. 2. The project is located in
Hilltown Township, Bucks County,
Pennsylvania and is in the Southeastern
Pennsylvania Ground Water Protected
Area.

7. Historical Developers of
Pennsylvania, Inc. D-86-73

A revised application by the project
developers to reduce the flood damage
potential for the Union Mills
condominium project which was
rejected by the Commission on
December 23, 1986. The applicant has
revised the project plans which
incorrectly identified the 100 year base

flood elevation as 68.25 feet. The 100
year flood elevation established in the
Flood Insurance Study for the Borough
of New Hope, Pennsylvania is 67.0 feet
(NVGD), making DRBC's flood
protection elevation 68.0 feet (NGVD).
The first floor of Building “A" is at
evalation 67.0. The applicant proposed
to flood-proof these five units in
Building "A"” to the 68.0 foot flood
protection elevation and has raised the
first floor level in all other residential
buildings to elevation 69.0 feet (NGVD).
The applicant also proposed to provide
the condo owners with an upgraded
facility to withdraw water from the
Delaware River, and treat a daily
average of 13,000 gallons for domestic
water supply.

8. AT&T Technology Systems D-86-79

An application for approval of a
ground water withdrawal project to
supply up to 22.3 mg/30 days of water to
the applicant's manufacturing facility
from existing Well No. 1 not previously
approved by the Commission. The
project is located in Muhlenberg
Township, Berks County, Pennsylvania.

Documents relating to these items
may be examined at the Commission's
offices. Preliminary dockets are
available in single copies upon request.
Please contact David B. Everett
concerning docket-related questions.
Persons wishing to testify at this hearing
are requested to register with the
Secretary prior to the hearing.

Susan M. Weisman,

Secretary.

January 13, 1987.

[FR Doc. 87-1179 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6360-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

[CFDA No. 84.128G]

Applications Invited for New Awards
Under the Handicapped Migratory
Agricultural and Seasonal Farmworker
Vocational Rehabilitation Service
Projects Program for Fiscal Year 1987

AGENCY: Department of Education.
ACTION: Correction notice.

SUMMARY: On December 8, 1986, a
notice establishing closing dates for the
Handicapped Migratory Agricultural
and Seasonal Farmworker Vocational
Rehabilitation Service Projects Program
was published in the Federal Register.
On page 44104, in the second column,
the deadline for intergovernmental
review comments should read April 6,
1987 instead of March 16, 1987.
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Dated: Janunary 15, 1987,
Madeleine Will,
Assistant Secretary, Office of Special
Education and Rehabilitative Services.
[FR Doc. 87-1263 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Dockets Nos. Ci83-10-001, C183-11-001,
Cl187-188-000]

FMP Operating Company, a Limited
Partnership; Application for Limited-
Term Abandonment and Blanket
Limited-Term Certificate With Pre-
Granted Abandonment

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 19,
1986, FMP Operating Company (FMP) of
1615 Poydras Street, P.O. Box 60004,
New Orleans Louisiana 70160-0004 filed
an application pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act, 15 U.S.C. 717
(1982) (NGA), and Part 157 of the
regulations of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission),
18 CFR Part 157, for: (1) Autharization to
abandon for a limited term sales in
interstate commerce for resale of gas
from Matagorda Island Blocks 527 and
555 and (2) blanket limited-term
certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing spot-market sales
for resale in interstate commerce of such
gas with pre-granted abandonment
authorization. The authority requested is
for a limited term expiring on September
1, 1989. FMP also requests waiver of
certain Commission regulations in Part
154 and 271 of the Commission’s
regulations, and requests expedited
approval of the application pursuant to
the procedures of § 2.77 of the
Commission's regulations, 18 CFR 2.77.

FMP filed for limited-term
abandonment of sales to Florida Gas
Transmission Company certificated in
Docket Nos. CI83-10 and CI83-11
(abandonments are more fully set forth
on Appendix A), and filed for blanket
limited-term certificate in Docket No.
Cl87-188-000. FMP terminated the
contracts effective December 7, 1986,
pursuant to the contracts' market out
clause. Florida Gas has ceased taking
gas from FMP's interest; thus FMP states
itis experiencing substantially reduced
takes without payment. FMP's
deliverability is 38 MMcf/day and all of
the subject gas qualifies under NGPA
section 102(d).

The circumstances presented in the
application meet the criteria for

consideration on an expedited basis,
pursuant to § 2.77 of the Commission's
rules as promulgated by Order No. 436
and 436-A, issued October 9, and
December 12, 1985, respectively, in
Docket No. RM85-1-000, all as more
fully described in the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said application should on
or before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to the proceeding herein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s Rules.

Under the procedures herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

Appendix A.—FMP Abandonment
Applications

Rate
Docket No,

Location sched-
and date filed ule No.
C183-10-001, | Matagorda Island, Blocks 527 15

12-19-86 and 555, Offshore Texas.
CIB3-11-001, Matagorda Island, Blocks 527 22
12-19-86. and 555, Offshore Texas.

[FR Doc. 87-1173 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket Nos. Ci83-39-001, C183-43-002,
C1187-187-000]

FMP Operating Company, a Limited
Partnership, Application for Limited-
Term Abandonment and Blanket
Limited-Term Certificate With Pre-
Granted Abandonment

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 18,
1986, FMP Operating Company (FMP) of
1615 Poydras Street, P.O. Box 60004,
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0004 filed
an application pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act, 15 U.S.C. 717
(1982) (NGA), and Part 157 of the
regulations of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission),

18 CFR part 157, for (1) authorization to
abandon for a limited term interstate
sales in excess of Tennessee Gas
Pipeline Company's (purchaser) needs
(abandonments are more fully set forth
on Appendix A) and (2) blanket limited-
term certificate of public convenience
and necessity in Docket No. CI87-187-
000 to make spot-market sales for resale
in interstate commerce of such gas with
pre-granted abandonment authorization.
The authority requested is for a limited
term expiring on September 1, 1989. FMP
also requests waiver of certain
Commission regulations in Parts 154 and
271 of the Commission's regulations, and
requests expedited approval of the
application pursuant to the procedures
of § 2.77 of the Commission’s
regulations, 18 CFR 2.77.

The gas to be abandoned is from
Vermilion blocks 225 and 226 and is
presently dedicated to Tennessee Gas
Pipeline Company under certificate
authorizations in Docket Nos. CI83-39
and CI83-43. FMP states that Tennessee
has not taken any of the subject gas
since April 1986 and Tennessee has not
paid any take-or-pay amounts,
consequently FMP states that it is
experiencing substantially reduced
takes without payment. Tennessee has
agreed to release gas produced from
FMP's interest in excess of monthly
volumes taken by Tennessee. In
connection with the release, FMP
granted Tennessee take-or-pay credit for
volumes of gas released and sold to
third parties. Deliverability attributable
to FMP's interest is 13 MMcf/day, if all
other interest owners also produce gas
ratably. All of the subject gas qualifies
under NGPA section 102 (d).

The circumstances presented in the
application meet the criteria for
consideration on an expedited basis,
pursuant to § 2.77 of the Commission’s
rules as promulgated by Order No. 436
and 436-A, issued October 9, and
December 12, 1985, respectively, in
Docket No. RM85-1-000, all as more
fully described in the application which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said application should on
or before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Comission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
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be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to the proceeding herein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission's Rules.

Under the procedures herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

Appendix A.—FMP Abandonment
Applications

Rate
Docket No.

Location sched-
and dale hied ule No
Ci83-39-001, Vermihon Blocks, 225 and 226, 16

12-19-86 Offshore Lousiana
Ci83-43-002, | Vermibon Blocks, 225 and 226, 23
12-19-86 Oftshore Lowsiana

[FR Doc. 87-1174 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. C161-1708-000, et al.]

Odeco Oil and Gas Co.; Merger
January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on January 5, 1987,
Odeco Oil and Gas Company (Odeco) of
P.O. Box 61780, New Orleans, Louisiana
70161, filed an application in accordance
with the Natural Gas Act and the
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission’s regulations to amend
Natural Gas Act Certificates, which is
on file with the Commission and is open
to public inspection.

Effective December 31, 1986, Ocean
Oil and Gas Company (Ocean) merged
into its parent company, Odeco Oil and
Gas Company (Odeco). Odeco proposes
to amend the certificates currently being
held by Ocean so as to substitute Odeco
as certificate holder and to redesignate
the rate schedules in the name of Odeco,
all as more fully shown on the attached
Exhibit “A".

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said

applications should on or before Januvary
28, 1987, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
in any proceeding herein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s rules.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary,

Exhibit "A"”
Odeco 0il and Gas Company

Formerly: Ocean Oil and Gas Company,
Effective December 31, 1986

Centficate Docket No

Purchaser

Rale Schedule No. Freld
South Pelto 20.............. | C1 61-1708
East C Y118 Cl 75-94
.| So. Marsh Island 249/250 Cl 76-184
Stup Shoal 146 N/2 Cl 76-187
-{ South Timbatier 86........ | C 77-735%
.| High Island 369/370..... .| Cl 78-438
High Isiand 327/332.. C\ 78-777
.| Ship Shoal 167 ... Cl 78-1100
.| Ship Shoal 246 S/2 | €l 78-702
' n 325 .. Cl 79-160
East Cameron 38 ............ Cl 79-551
.| Mississippr Ca 31V S N L A R 1" WS T C! 80-60
w.C 537/551/552 Cl 80-247
W. Cameron 22......... Ci 80-254
So. Marsh Island 265.......... Cl 80-259
E G 351/353 .. Cl 81-183
ey W Cameron 115/116 C1 81-219
. Ship Shoal 247/248/248 Cl 81-485
J EUgene ISIand 24 .. ...........sssimiissssssmieesss Cl 82-388
Cl 83-16
Cl 83-85
Cl 84-448

Transcontinental Gas Pipetine Corporation
Transcontimental Gas Pipeline Corporanon
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
Trunkiine Gas Company

ANR Pipeline Company.

ANR Pipeline Company

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company.
Tennessee Gas Pipelne Company.
Transcontnental Gas Pipeline Corporation
ANR Pipeline Company

ANR Pipeline Company.

ANR Pipeline Company

ANR Pipeline Company.

ANR Pipeline Company.

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company
Tennessee Gas Pipeiine Company
Columbsia Gas Transmssion

Tennessee Gas Pipeine Company
Trunkline Gas Company.

ANR Pipehne Company

Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation.

|FR Doc. 87-1171 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 9064-001]

Robert Jay Yeadon; Surrender of
Preliminary Permit

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that Robert Jay Yeadon,
permittee for the proposed Long Ravine
Project No. 9064, has requested that its
preliminary permit be terminated. The
preliminary permit was issued on
August 26, 1985, and would hve expired
on July 31, 1988. The project would have
been located on Long Ravine, a tributary
of the West Branch Feather River, near
Stirling City, in Butte County, California.

The permittee filed the request on
December 29, 1986, and the preliminary
permit for Project No. 9064 shall remain
in effect through the thirtieth day after
issuance of this notice unless that day is
a Saturday, Sunday or holiday as
described in 18 CFR 385.2007, in which
case the permit shall remain in effect
through the first busines day following
that day. New applications involving
this project site, to the extent provided
for under 18 CFR Part 4, may be filed on
the next business day.

Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 87-1175 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. C187-85-000 et al.]

Rosewood Resources et al.;
Applications for Abandonment

January 13, 1987. Q04

Take notice that each of the
Applicants listed herein have filed
applications pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act for authorization to
abandon service, as described herein.

The circumstances presented in the
applications meet the criteria for
consideration on an expedited basis
pursuant to § 2.77 of the Commission’s
rules as promulgated by Order No. 436
and 436-A, issued October 9, and
December 12, 1985, respectively. in
Docket No. RM85-1-000, all as more
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fully described in the applications which
are on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applications should on or before 15 days
after the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register, file with
the Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission, Washington, DC 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission's rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 385.211, 385.214). All
protests filed with the Commission will
be considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants

parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party in any
proceeding herein must file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's rules.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

Docket No. and date filed

Applicant

Purchaser and location

Pressure

Price Per Mc! base

Ci87-85-000, B, October 28,
1986} *

Ci87-197-000, B, December 22,
1986

Rosewood Resources, Inc
300, Dallas, Texas 75201,

Oklahoma 73533,

Wiliam S. Richardson, P.O. Box 1341, Duncan,

., 200 Crescent, Suite
Terrebone, Parish, Lousiana.

Sec
County, Oklahoma.

United Gas Pipe Line Company, Lapeyrouce Field,

Lone Star Gas Company, Grimes #2, SE/4 SW/4,
1-TWP 1S-ANG2W, Kaly Field, Garvin

' Additional information received November 20, 1986.

* Applicant, @ small producer certificate holder in Docket No. CS84-72, requests authorization for a two-year limited-term abandonment to United and for pregranted abandonment for sales

under Its small producer centficate.

In support of its application Applicant states that the contract dated Seplember 12, 1985, was canceled by United and United will cease taking gas under their contract after Januarx 1.
1987. Two of the wells have been recompleted but United has been unable to take any delfivenies from these welis. Applicant is subject to substantially reduced takes without payment. The

wetis and NGPA price categories are shown

Wall

NGPA Price Category

J.C. Exposito #2.

JC Exposito #2-D ...

Section 106{a) Rollover.

Invincible Fee #4.

Section 107(c)(5) Recompletion
Section 106(a) Rollover.

0. Theriot #1.

LLAE #B-5

S 107(c)(5) Recomptetion.

| Section 106(a) Rollover.

The wells are capable of producing approximately 8 MMct per day. Applicant proposes to sell the gas to UER Marketing.

? Additional information receved January 6 and 9, 1987

* Appiicant, a small producer certificate holder in Docket No. CS73-350, requests authorization to permanently abandon a sale of gas to Lone Star.

Applicant states in support 1o its application that effective with the granting of abandonment authornization herein its contract will be terminated Lone Star has a?reed 1o the release of this
Lal

st 6, 1986. Applicant is subject to substantially reduced takes withou! payment, the gas is NGPA section 106(a) gas and poten!
oduction.

gas by letter agreement dated A

par day, Applican! intends 10 sell the gas to Standard Oil Pr

Filing Code: A—Initial Service, B—Abandonment; C—Amendment to add acreage; D—Amendment to delete

[FR Doc. 87-1172 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. CI87-190-000 and CI187-195-
000]

Cities Service Oil and Gas Corp;
Application

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 22,
1986, Cities Service Oil and Gas
Corporation (“Applicant”), 110 West 7th
Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119, filed
applications requesting that the
Commission issue an order that grants
Applicant the necessary authorizations
for a limited-term (1) to abandon sales
for resale in interstate commerce of
NGA-gas produced by Applicant from
sources covered by contracts listed on
Appendix "A" attached, to the extent
that such gas is released by its interstate
pipeline purchaser, Sea Robin Pipeline
Company; and (2) to makes sales for
resale with pre-granted abandonment in
Interstate commerce of such NGA-gas.
In that regard Applicant requests the
authorizations described in said
applications for a limited term beginning

daliverability is 30-60 Mct

on the date authorization is granted and
ending June 1, 1988. Applicant further
requests that the Commission handle the
applications on an expedited basis in
accordance with Order No. 436 in
Docket No. RM85-1-000.

Applicant states that the
authorizations requested in its
applications are necessary so that it can
begin to make sales at market
responsive prices of NGA gas. Applicant
reports that during 1986 Sea Robin
purchased only 9.3% of the total
available deliverability and as such
Applicant is experiencing substantially
reduced takes from these sources
without payment under its long-term
contracts with its purchaser. Applicant
states that approximately 1,756 Mcf/d of
NGPA section 102(d) gas and 751 Mcf/d
of NGPA section 104 gas would be
eligible for inclusion in the NGPA
authorizations requested herein,

The circumstances presented in the
applications meet the criteria for
consideration on an expedited basis,
pursuant to section 2.77 of the
Commission's rules as promulgated by
Order Nos. 436 and 436-A, issued
October 9, and Deceniber 12, 1985,
respectively, in Docket No. RM85-1-000,

ge; E—Total §

n, F—Partial Succession.

all as more fully described in the
applications which are on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said applications should on
or before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
to the proceeding herein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s Rues.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
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APPENDIX “A”

Rate schedule

Docket No. No.

Field location

Purchaser

Applicable

Contract date vintage

C177-421..
C181-353..

C186-359

0OCSG-2486, W. Cameron Blk. 586

.| OCSG-2879 and OCSG-2880, S.
Marsh Isl., Blks. 112 and 113.

OCSG-1525, Ship Shoal Blk. 222

Sea Robin
Sea Robin

3/11/77
4/6/81

11/10/69

104
102(d)
102(d), 104,

Small
Producer

*Cities Service Oil and Gas Corporation.

[FR Doc. 87-11865 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. CI61-1094-000 and CI87-191~
000]

Oxy Cities Service NGL Inc.;
Application

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 22,
1986, Oxy Cities Service NGL Inc. ("Oxy
Cities Service" or "Applicant"), 110
West 7th Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119,
filed an application requesting that the
Commission issue an order granting Oxy
Cities Service the necessary limited-
term blanket authority (1) to abandon
temporarily the certificated sale for
resale in interstate commerce of residue
gas from the East Texas Plant, Gregg
County, Texas, subject to the
Commission's NGA jurisdiction, to the
extent that such gas is released by
United Gas Pipe Line Company
("United")' (2) to make sales for resale
in interstate commerce of the released
gas; and (3) to abandon, pursuant to pre-
granted abandonment authority, any
sale for resale of gas. Oxy Cities Service
requests the authority described in its
application for a term ending June 1,
1989, commencing the date on which
Oxy Cities Service's application is
granted, Oxy Cities Service further
requests that the Commission consider
the application on an expedited basis.

Oxy Cities Service states that the
authority requested in its application
will permit Cities Service to make spot
sales of gas produced from certain
supply sources at market responsive
prices. The gas for which Oxy Cities
Service seeks abandonment and sales
authority qualifies for the NGPA Section
104 and 106(a) ceiling prices.

Any person desiring to be heard of to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before 15 days
after the date of publication of this
notice in the Federal Register file with
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in

accordance with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 or 385.214).
All protests filed with the Commission
will be considered by it in determining
the appropriate action to be taken but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file a petition
to intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s Rules.

Under the procedure herein provided,
unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary
|FR Doc. 87-1116 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project Nos. 2994-002, 5146-001, 5833-
000]

Borough of Lehighton, City of
Allentown, PA; Pennsylvania Hydro
Development Corp.; Availability of
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

January 13, 1987.

In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and
the Regulations of the Council for
Environmental Quality, the Office of
Hydropower Licensing, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission),
has reviewed the applications for major
license and minor license, listed below
for proposed hydroelectric projects
within the Lehigh River Basin. The
Commission's staff has determined the
significance of potential cumulative
adverse impacts on target resources in
the basin.

I. Lehigh River Basin

State

Water body

Nearest town or Applicant

PA

Hamilton Street...........

.| Lehigh River

Allentown

Lehigh River ............

Northampton County .

Borough of
Lehighton

.| City of Allentown,

PA
Pennsylvana Hyoro

Dev. Corp.

An environmental assessment (EA)
was prepared on the potential
cumulative impacts associated with
hydropower development in the Lehigh
River Basin. Based on independent
analyses presented in the EA, the
Commission's staff concludes that the
three proposed projects in the Lehigh
River Basin would have cumulative
adverse impacts to the target resources.
These impacts, however, would not be
significant and would not constitute a
major Federal action significantly
affecting the quality of the human
environment. Therefore, an
environmental impact statement will not
be prepared for these projects. Copies of
the EA are available for review in the
Commission's Public Reference Section,

Room 1000, 825 North Capilol Street NE.,
Washington, DC 20426.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
[FR Daoc. 87-1168 Filed 1-20-87: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. QF87-135-000 et al]

Charles Cogen Partners et al.; Small
Power Production and Cogeneration
Faclilities; Qualifying Status; Certificate
Applications, etc.

Comments date: Thirty days from
publication in the Federal Register, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.
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January 13, 1987.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission.

1. Charles Cogen Partners
[Docket No. QF87-135-000]

On December 12, 1986, Charles Cogen
Partners (Applicant), c/o Kornmeier,
McCarthy, Lepon & Harris, of 2011 Eye
Street NW,, Suite 401, Washington, DC
200086, submitted for filing an application
for certification of a facility as a
qualifying cogeneration facility pursuant
to § 292.207 of the Commission's
regulations. No determination has been
made that the submittal constitutes a
complete filing.

The combined-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in White Plains,
Maryland. The facility will consist of a
combustion turbine generating unit, a
heat recovery steam generator and an
extraction/condensing steam turbine
generating unit. Steam produced by the
facility will be used for heating and
cooling of a shopping mall and for
heating and drying in a manufacturing
process. The electric power production
capacity of the facility will be 240 MW.
The primary energy source will be
natural gas Installation of the facility
will begin in 1987.

2. Central Virginia Energy Associates,
Limited Partnership

[Docket No. QF87-170-000)

On December 19, 1986, Central
Virginia Energy Associates, Limited
Partnership (Applicant), of 87 Elm
Street, Cohasset, Massachusetts 02025,
Submitted for filing an application for
cerlification of a facility as a qualifying
cogeneration facility pursuant to
§ 292.207 of the Commission's
regulations. No determination has been
made that the submittal constitutes a
complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in
Mechanicsville; Virginia and will consist
of two combustion turbine generators,
two heat recovery steam generators and
one extraction/condensing turbine
generator. Thermal energy recovered
from the facility in the form of steam
will be utilized via heat exchangers for
production of hot water and via
absorption refrigeration for space
heating and cooling and production of
refrigerant for the cold/freezer storage
facility by the Richfood Inc. for the
production of hot water. The net electric
power production capacity of the facility
will be 300 MW. The primary sources of
energy will be natural gas and synthetic
gas. Construction of the facility will
begin July 1, 1988.

3. Environmental Waste Resources, Inc.
[Docket No. QF87-169-000]

On December 19, 1986, Environmental
Waste Resources, Inc. (Applicant), of
130 Freight Street, Waterburg,
Connecticut 06702, submitted for filing
an application for certfication of a
facility as a qualifying cogeneration
facility pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The proposed topping-cycle
congeneration facility will be located at
the Applicant's address. The facility will
consist of a steam generator, a back-
pressure turbine, a condensing turbine
and a double-ended induction-type
generator. The steam will be for process
and office space heating. The maximum
power production capacity of the facility
will be 750 kW. The primary energy
source will be waste oil and solvent-
fuels generated at the facility.

4. Foster Wheeler Power Systems, Inc.
[Docket No. QF87-185-000]

On December 29, 1986, Foster Wheeler
Power Systems, Inc. {Applicant), of 110
South Orange Avenue, Livingston, New
Jersey 07039 submitted for filing an
application for certification of a facility
as a qualifying cogeneration facility
pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission’s regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The proposed topping-cycle
cogeneration facility will be located at
or adjacent to the manufacturing facility
of General Electric Company, Inc. in
Lynn, Massachusetts. The facility will
consist of a combustion turbine
generator, and a heat recovery steam
generator (HRSG). Steam recovered
from the HRSG will be delivered to the
General Electric’s in-house extraction
steam turbine-generator. The extracted
steam will be used for space heating,
heating and cooling of instrumentation,
and other thermal process uses. The net
electric power production capacity of
the facility will be 11.5 MW. The
primary source of energy will be either
natural gas or distillate fuel oil. The
installation of the facility is expected to
commence in mid-1987.

5. Fredericksburg Energy Associates,
Limited Partnership
[Docket No. QF87-205-000]

On January 5, 1987, Fredericksburg
Energy Associates (Applicant), of 87 Elm
Street, Cohasset, Massachusetts 02025,
submitted for filing an application for
certification of a facility as a qualifying
cogeneration facility pursuant to
§ 292.207 of the Commission's
regulations. No determination has been

made that the submittal constitutes a
complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in
Fredericksburg, Virginia. The facility
will consist of two (2) combustion
turbine generators, two (2) waste heat
recovery steam generators and one (1)
extraction/condensing turbine
generator. Thermal energy recovered
from the facility will be utilized by
Delco Moraine, a division of General
Motors Corporation and Lee Hili
Industrial Complex for space heating
and cooling. In addition Delco Moraine
will use steam for cleaning and
conditioning of fabricated transmission
parts. The primary energy source will be
synthetic gas and natural gas, with oil
used when natural gas is not available.
The net electric power production
capacity will be 300 megawatts.
Construction of the facility will begin or:
July 1, 1988.

6. Gordonsville Energy Associates,
Limited Partnership

[Docket No. QF87-182-000]

On December 23, 1986, Gordonsville
Energy Associates, Limited Partnership
(Applicant), of 87 Elm Street, Cohasset,
Massachusetts 02025, submitted for
filing an application for certification of &
facility as a qualifying cogeneration
facility pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal consitutues a complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facitity will be located in Gordonsville,
Virginia. The facility will consist of two
(2) combustion turbine generators, two
(2) waste heat recovery steam
generators and one (1) extraction/
condensing turbine generator. Thermal
energy recovered from the facility will
be utilized by Liberty Fabric for space
heating/cooling, drying/dyeing of fabric
material and by Arctic Circle Cold
Storage Corporation to provide
refrigerant for the cold/freezer storage
facility. The net electric power
production capacity will be 300
megawatts. The primary energy sources
will be synthetic gas and natural gas,
with old used when natural gas is not
available. Construction of the facility
will begin on July 1, 1987.

7. Middlesex Cogen Associates
[Docket No. QF87-172-000)

On December 22, 1986, Middlesex
Cogen Associates (Applicant), of 187
Mountain Avenue, Summit, New Jersev
07901, submitted for filing an application
for certification of a facility as a
qualifying cogeneration facility pursuant
to § 292.207 of the Commission's
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regulations. No determination has been
made that the submittal constitutes a
complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in Middlesex
County, New Jersey and will consist of a
combustion turbine generator and a heat
recovery steam generator. The thermal
energy recovered from the facility in the
form of steam will be used for space
heating and cooling and in an industrial
process for drying an heating. The
electric power production capacity of
the facility will be 99 MW. The primary
energy source will be natural gas,
Construction of the facility will being in
1987.

Standard Paragraph

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street NE., Washington,
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s rules of
practice and procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. 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 motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1169 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 10004-000, etc.]

City of Ypsilanti et al.; Availability of
Environmental Assessment and
Finding of No Significant Impact

January 13, 1987,

In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the
Office of Hydropower Licensing, Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission
(Commission), has reviewed the
applications for major and minor
licenses (or exemptions) listed below
and has assessed the environmental
impacts of the proposed developments.

EXEMPTIONS
Project No. Project name State Water body Nearg:’:'or;m o Applicant
10004-000............ Pemnsular Request ML.......cc.....| Huron River Ypsilanti City of Ypsik
Dam.
9823-000 .., Rosamond Water CA.....cccnnr.| California Aqueduct- | Rosamond.....................| Antelope Valley-East
Treatment Plant East Branch. Kern Water
Agency.
LICENSES
Project No. Project name State Water body mm‘x’" 0 Applicant
9319-000.. Circle Arrow MT ... Clearwater River ....... Seeley Lake...............| Keith & Maniyn
Petarson.
9685-000...0cien| Cranbermy Lake .o NY coiiciiiisnians Cranberry Lake.......... Cranberry Lake ..........| Trafalgar Power,
Inc.
9758-000. ........... Gold Hill Power _.......| CA ...corererrenr.| BeAI River o AUDUM ] GOMd Hill Power.
AMENDMENTS
Project No Project name State Water body Neavgg:"lgywn o Applicant
1930-003 Democrat Dam..........| CA .| KM River, B field Southemn California
Edison.

Environmental assessments (EA's)
were prepared for the above proposed
projects. Based on independent analyses
of the above actions as set forth in the
EA's, the Commission's staff concludes
that these projects would not have
significant effects on the quality of the
human environment. Therefore,
environmental impact statements for
these projects will not be prepared.

Copies of the EA's are available for
review in the Commission's Division of
Public Information, Room 1000, 825
North Capitol Street NE., Washington,
DC 20426.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1167 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. QF85-311-001 et al.]

Cogeneration National Corporation et
al.; Small Power Production and
Cogeneration Facilities; Qualifying
Status; Certificate Applications, etc.

Comment date: Thirty days from
publication in the Federal Register in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

January 12, 1987,

Take notice that the following filings

have been made with the Commission.

1. Cogeneration National Corporation
[Docket No. QF85-311-001)

On December 17, 1986, Cogeneration
National Corporation (Applicant), of
1200 Concord Avenue, Suite 100,
Concord, California 94520, submitted for
filing an application for certification of a
facility as a qualifying cogeneration
facility pursuant to § 292.207 of the
Commission’s regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility located in the City of Stockton,
California was originally denied without
prejudice on July 2, 1985 (Docket No.
QF85-311-000, 32 FERC { 61.012 (1985))
for lack of information needed to
determine the ownership requirements
of § 292.208 of the Commission's
regulations,

The facility will consist of two coal-
fired circulating fluidized bed combustor
steam generators and a controlled
extraction condensing steam turbine-
generator. The extracted steam from the
turbine will be sold to nearby industrial
users for process application. The net
electric power production capacity of
the facility will be 43,800 kW. The
primary energy source will be low-
sulphur bituminous coal. The
installation of the facility commenced in
August, 1986.

2. Power Resources, Inc. (Big Spring)
[Docket No. QF86-930-002]

On December 18, 1986, Power
Resources, Inc. of 2200 Post Oak
Boulevard, Suite 509, Houston, Texas
77056, submitted for filing an application
for recertification of a facility as a
qualifying cogeneration facility pursuant
to §292.207 of the Commission's
regulations. No determination has been
made that the submittal constitutes a
complete filing.

The Big Spring topping-cycle
cogeneration facility was originally
certified as a 125.8 MW cogeneration
facility on October 10, 1986, (Docket No.
QF86-930-000, 37 FERC { 62,030 (1986)).
The application for recertification

B L VG i VS SN
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requests that the facility be develaped in
two phases instead of three phases
proposed in the original application. In
addition, the maximum net electric

power production capacity will be 224.2
MW. The construction of the facility will
gommence on or about January 1987. All
other details and descriptions of the
facility described in the original
application remain the same.

3. Rio Grande Cogen, Inc.

[Docket No. QF87-171-000]

On December 22, 1986, Rio Grande
Cogen, Inc. (Applicant), of P.O Box
19398, Houston, Texas 77224, submitted
for filing an application for certification
of a facility as a qualifying cogeneration
facility pursuant to §282.207 of the
Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The topping-cycle cogeneration
facility will be located in Cameron
Country, Texas and will consist of three
combustion turbine generators, three
heat recovery steam generators, and one
extraction/condensing turbine
generator, Thermal energy recovered
from the factility in the form of steam
will be used as process steam and for
the production of hot water in an
industrial plant complex. The net
electric power production capacity of
the facility will be 302,000 kW. The
primary source of energy will be natural
gas. Construction of the facility will
begin June 1987.

4. Wormser Engineering, Inc.

{Docket No. QF87-130-000]

On December 9, 1986, Wormser
Engineering, Inc. (Applicant), of 225
Merrimac Street, Woburn,
Massachusetts 01801, submitted for
filing an application for certification of a
facility as a qualifying small power
production facility pursuant to §292.207
of the Commission’s regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing,

The small power production facility
will be located on Fourth Street;
Lebanon, Pennsylvania. The facility will
consist of four fluidized-bed boilers and
a steam turbine generating unit. The net
electric power production capacity of
the facility will be 80 MW. The primary
energy source will be anthracite culm.

5 Wormser Engineering, Inc.

[Docket No. QF87-131-000]

On December 9, 1986, Wormser
Engineering, Inc. (Applicant), of 225
Merrimac Street, Woburn,
Massachusetts 01801, submitted far
filing an application for certification of a

Tacility as a qualifying small power
production facility pursuant to § 292.:207
of the Commission's regulations. No
determination has been made that the
submittal constitutes a complete filing.

The small power production facility
will be Jocated on Rexmont Road in
Cornwall, Pennsylvania. The facility
will consist of four fluidized-bed boilers
and a steam turbine generating unit. The
nel electric power production capacity
of the facility will be 80 MW. The
primary energy source will be anthracite
culm.

Standard Paragraph

E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington,
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's rules of
practice and procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. 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 motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenenth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1159 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. ER85-720-001 etal.]
Connecticut Light & Power Co.; Filing

January 9, 1987.

Take notice that.on December 29,
1986, Cennecticut Light & Power
Company filed what it terms an
amendment to the offer of settlement
filed on July 17, 1986 and amended on
September 12, 1986 with respect to
Bozrah Light and Power Company. The
filing company states in its cover letter
that it is making the filing in erder to
resolve all of the issues in the
proceeding between itself and Bozrah
Light and Power Company. The filing
company states that it has sent copies of
the filing to all parties to the proceeding
and to the presiding administrative law
judge.

Any person desiring te comment on
this filing should file comments with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street NE.,

Washington, DC 20426. All such
comments should be filed on or before
January 27, 1987. -Any reply comments
should be filed on or before February 8,
1987. Comments will be considered by
the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but will
not serve to make commenters parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file a motion to
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file
with the Commission and are available
for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1160 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. G-12234-000 et al.]

Kerr-McGee Corporation et al;
Applications for Certificates,
Abandonments of Service and
Petitions To Amend Certificates !

January 13, 1987.

Take notice that each of the
Applicants listed herein has filed an
application or petition pursuant to
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for
-authorization to sell natural gas in
interstate commerce or to abandon
service as described herein, all as more
fully described in the respective
applications and amendments which are
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applications should on or before January
27, 1987, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, petitions to intervene or
protests in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure {18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Persons wishing to become parties to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file petitions to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

1 This notice does no! provide for vonsaliddtion
for hearing of the several matters covered herein.




2262

Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 13 /| Wednesday, January 21, 1987 / Notices

Docket No. and date filed

Applicant

Purchaser and location

Price per Mcf

Pressure
base

G-12234-000, D, Dec. 11, 1986 .......

G-12235-003, D, Dec. 15, 1986.......

G-12235-004, D, Dec. 15, 1986........

Ci61-785-002, D, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Cl61-785-001, D, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Ci64-148-000, D, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Cli68-1375-000, D, Dec. 15, 1986 ....

Kerr-McGee Corp., P.O. Box
25861, Oklahoma City, OK
73125.

Ci73-66-001, D, Dec. 15, 1986

G-3894-026, F, Dec. 15, 1986..........

G-17836-000, D, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Cl160-657-000, Dec. 24, 1986............

Ci87-171-000 (CI78-805), B, Dec.
8, 1986.

Ci87-179-000 (Cl63-772), B, Dec.
15, 1986.

C185-34-001, Dec. 15, 1986..............

Cl87-172-000 (C175-482), B, Dec.
8, 19886.

Ci87-178-000 (G-11713), B, Dec.
15, 1986.

CI87-181-000, B, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Ci87-180-000, B, Dec. 15, 1986.......

ARCO Oil and Gas Co., Division
of Atlantic Richfield Co., P.O.
Box 2819, Dallas, TX 75221.

Mobil Qil Exploration & Produc-
ing Southeast Inc., Nine
Greenway Plaza, Suite 2700,
Houston, TX.

ARCO 0Oil and Gas Co., Division
of Atlantic Richfield Co.

Sun Exploration and Production
Co., P.O. Box 2880, Dallas,
TX 75221-2880.

Mobil Exploration & Producing
North America Inc., Nine
Greenway Plaza, Suite 2700,
Houston, TX 77046.

Union Oil Company of California
P.O. Box 7600, Los Angeles,
CA 90051.

Coquina Oil Corp., Bengal 72-A,
Bengal 72-B and Nautilus
Venture, TR LTD, P.O.
Drawer 2960, Midland, TX
79702.

Samedan Oil Corp., P.O. Box
909, Ardmore, OK 73402,

Southern Natural Gas Co., State
Lease 1268 Well #12, Block
47 and State Lease 1272 Well
#12, Block 52, Main Pass 47,
Offshore Louisiana.

Southern Natural Gas Co., State
Lease 1227 and 2000, Breton
Sound Blocks 20-32, Ofi-
shore Louisiana.

Southern Natural Gas Co., State
Lease 1997 Well #J-1, and
State Lease 1998 Well #H-1,
Breton Sound Block 20, Off-
shore Louisiana.

ANR Pipeline Co., Calloway
State #2, Sec. 16-22N-16W,
Major County, OK.

ANR Pipeline Co., Schlarb #1,
Sec. 22-22N-16W, Major
County, OK.

Northern Natural Gas Co., Divi-
sion of Enron Corp., Brillhart
1-907 SWD well in Kiowa
Creek Field, Lipscomb
County, TX.

Phillips 66 Natural Gas Co., Bur-
nett Lease and Burnett B
Lease, Section 114, Block 5,
I&GN Survey, Carson County,
TX

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Begert
#7-1 N/2 Section T, Block Z-
1, Hooper & Wade Survey,
Hemphill County, TX.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp., Greta Field, Refugio
County, TX.

Northern Natural Gas Co., Hans-
ford Field, Hutchinson County,
OK.

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.,
Calhoun  Field, Ouachita
Parish, LA.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Lane-
hart 22 #1 Well, Lea County,
NM.

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.,
North Hayes Field, Calcasieu
Parish, LA.

Northwest  Central  Pipeline
Corp., Sun's Goldsby Plant,
McClain & Cleveland Coun-
ties, OK.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp., Crowiey Field, Acadia
Parish, LA.

Northern Natural Gas Co., Divi-
sion of Enron Corp., N.E. Eim-
wood Field, Beaver County,
OK.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Burton
Flat Field, Eddy County, NM.

United Gas Pipe Line Co., South
Yougeen Field, Bee County,
™
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Docket No. and date filed Applicant Purchaser and location Price per Mcf P"g:;":'e

Cl68-674-001, Dec. 24, 1986............

Cl87-174-000, B, Dec. 11, 1986.......

G-11713-000, D, Dec. 15, 1986........

G-16719-D00, D, Dec. 18, 1986.......:

Cl66-143-000, D, Dec. 18, 1986.......

Cis7-182-000 (Ci84-458-000), B,
Dec. 15, 1986.

CiB5-184-001, C, Dec. 19, 19886.......

G-2831-003, Dec. 19, 1986 ..............

G-12128-000, D, Dec. 18, 1986.......

G-19509-001, Dec. 19, 1986............

Cig7-214-000, A, Dec. 31, 1986.......

G-12004-005, Dec. 19, 1986............

Cig1-485-002,.C, Dac. 19, 1986......,

CI62-603-000, D, Dec. 22, 1986......,
G-7009-004, D, Dec. 22, 1986 .........

Ci87-193-000, E, Dec. 22, 1986.......

Ci87-177-000, B, Dec. 15, 1986.......

Ci87-186~000, E, Dsc. 19, 1866.......

Ci87-196-000, B, Dec. 22, 1986.......

CiB7-215-000 (CI75-293), B, Jan.
2, 1987,

Mobil @il Exploration & Produc-
ing Southeast inc.

James M. Condra, Jr,, Diana C.
Condra and DiCon Enter
prises, inc., P.Q, Box 396,
Sonora, TX 76950.

Union Oil Co., of Calitemia ‘P.0.
Box 7600, Los Angeles, CA
80051.

Kerr-McGee Corp., P.Q. Box
25861, Oklahoma City, OK
73125,

Exxon Corp., P.O. Box 2180,
Houston, TX 77252-2180.

ARCO Oil and Gas Co., Division
of Atlantic 'Richfield Co.

The Louisiana ‘Land and Explo-
ration Co. and LLOXY Hold-
ings, ‘Inc., P.O. Box 60350,
New Orleans, LA 70160.

Mobil Oil Exploration & Produc-
ing Southeast Inc., Nine
Greenway Plaza, Suite 2700,
Houston, TX 77046.

Odeco Oil & Gas Co., P.O. Box
61780, New Orleans, LA
70161,

Mobil Oil Corp., Nine Greenway
Plaza, ‘Suite 2700, Houston,
TX 77046.

Cities Service Oil and Gas
Corp., P.O. Box 300, Tulsa,
OK 74102.

Koch Exploration Co. (Succ. iin
Interest to the Estate of
Claude R. Lambe), P.O. Box
2256, Wichita, KS 67201.

Reed-Hildreth, et al, P.O. Box
19, Spencer, WV 25276.

TXO Production Corp. (Partial
Succ. in Interest to Terra Re-
sources, Inc.), Firt City Center,
LB 10, 1700 Pacific Avenue,
Dallas, TX 75201-4686.

McLain J. Forman, d/b/a
Forman Exploration Co., 1010
Common Street, Suite 500,
New Orleans, LA 70112.

Mobil ‘Exploration & Producing
North America Inc., Nine
Greenway Plaza, Suite 2700,
Houston, TX 77046.

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.,

Calhoun Field, ‘Quachita
Parish, LA.

El Paso Natural Gas Co.,
Sonora  (Canyon  Upper),

Sutton County, TX.

Northern Natural Gas Co., Divi-
sion of Enron Corp., N.E. Eim-
wood Field, Beaver County,
OK.

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a
Division of Tennmeco Inc.,
State Lease 1170 portion of
Block 1, East Cameron Area,
Cameron Parish, LA.

ANR Pipeline Co., Hog Bayou
Field, Block 1, Offshore Cam-
oron Parish, LA,

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of
America OCS-G 3258 Well
#2, West Cameron Block 81,
Offshore LA.

Southern Natural Gas Co., Big
Escambia Creek TField, Es-
cambia County, AL.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Head-
lee Field, Ector County, TX.
United ‘Gas Pipe Line Co.,
Bayou Rambo Field, Terre-

bonne Parish, LA.

El Paso Natural Gas Co., Head-
lee Field, Ector County, TX.
Transcontinental Gas Pipe 'Line
Corp., Blocks 173, 174, 175
and 176, South Marsh island

Area, Offshore Louisiana.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp., West Gueydan Field,
Vermilion Parish, LA.

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp., Ship Shoal Blocks 247,
248 and 249, Gulf of Mexico,
Offshore Louisiana.

ANR Pipeline Co., Laverne
Field, Harper County, OK.

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp., Big Sandy Field, Pike
County, KY.

El Paso Natural Gas and North-
west Pipeline Corp., Certain
acreage in San Juan County,
NM.

Consolidated Gas Transmission
Corp., Little Creek Field,
Roane County, WV.

Southen Natural Gas Co., Napo-
leonville Field, Assumption
Parish, LA.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp., Romeville Field, St
James Parish, LA.

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp., Crowley Field, Acadia
Parish, LA,

(*)

(')

(*?)

2.

(29)

e

(*2)

(*2)

)G

(*?)
(*4)

(*%)

*9)

(*)

(*7)

(%)
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G-3281-001, D, Dec. 29, 1986 ......... ARCO Oil & Gas Co., Division of | El Paso Natural Gas Co., Jalmat | (33).....cccuiiinnivinniniiinnes
Atlantic Richfield Co. Field, Lea County, NM.

Cl62-1497-001 Dec. 29, 1986..........| ...... 0 v essssivonasionsssssnsomborisisotastbstsnss Panhandle Eastern Pipeling Co., | (3*). ccvcvicomimnmvennsninnnee
Mocane-Laverne Area,
Beaver County, OK.

Cl163-576-000, D, Dec. 29, 1986.......| ...... O rsiorsmetinsasn .| Williston Basin Interstate Pipe- | (*5).ccccociiiiiimmicneninnne
line Co., Riverton, Dome Area,
Freemont County, WY.

C163-1491-000, D, Dec. 29, 1966....| ...... do Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co., | (3%).cerecrimrarmmnimnecnsinans
North Hokit Field, Dewey
County, OK.

Cl187-200-000, B, Dec. 23, 1986.......

Edwin L. Cox and Tenneco Qil

ANR Pipeline Co., Hunton for-

Co., 3800 InterFirst One,
Dallas, TX 75202.

mation in the Cox Gould No. 2
Unit, Section 20-T22N-R14W
and Mississippi formation in
0. Williams No. 1 Well, Sec.

29-T22N-R14W, Major
County, OK.
CI87-201-000 (G-18619), B, Dec. | Cabot Corp., P.O., Box 9901, | Transwestern Gas Pipeline | (*®)...ccomiiiiniin,
23, 1986. Amarillo, TX 79105. Corp., Certain acreage in
Ward County, TX.
Cl87-202-000 (Cie0-110), B, Dec. | ...... A0 i it ade i s sy Transwestern Gas  Pipeline | (38)..c.cciiiminiciimn
23, 1986. Corp., Certain acreage in
Winkler County, TX.
G-7642-017, D, Dec. 24, 1986 ......... Mobil Oif COMp ....cciimriicsiiomssaisnasass Northern Natural Gas Co., HU- | (3%)..ciiiciiniiniimismmsnennicesins

goton Field, Stevens County,
KS.

Southern Natural Gas Co,
Loisel Field, Iberia Parish, LA.

Benedum-Trees Oil Co., Kerr-
McGee Center, Oklahoma
City, OK 73125.

ARCO Qil and Gas Co., Division
of Atlantic Richfield Co.

ARCO Oil and Gas Co., Division
of Atiantic Richfield Co.

CI87-145-000, B, Nov. 28, 1986.......

Cities Service Gas Co., EUreka | (#1).....ccoerresisasosraensrasmanssyesess
Area, Grant County, OK. |
Texas Easten Transmission
Corp., East White Point Field, (
Nueces County, TX. ]'

|

Ci87-213-000 (G-12318), B, Dec.
29, 1986.
G-10269-001, C, Jan. 5, 1987 ..........

! Wells are permanently abandoned.

2 Partial Release of Oil and Gas Leases.

3Wells are permanently plugged and abandoned.

4+ Well has been plugged and abandoned with no further utility.

5 The leases have been assigned to a third party.

8 By partial release of leases dated 5-21-85, Kerr-McGee Corporation has released and surrendered all of its interest insofar as to all depths
and formations located below the stratigraphic equivalent of 100 feet below the base of the Cleveland formation, as found at 11,150 feet beneath
the surface of the ground in the Begert #7-1 well.

7 By assignment dated 2-18-83, effective 3-1-83, Amoco Production Company assigned certain acreage to Applicant.

8 Assignment executed 6-27-86, corrected 7-25-86 in certain acreage to Vernon E. Faulconer.

? Applicant is filing to add an additional delivery point.

10 Acreage subject to Rate Schedule No. 730 was leased to Lewis Burleson and Jack Huff effective 9-1-86. )

11 The Gas Contract expired 1-22-83. ARCO leases were surrendered July, 1973. ARCO has no plans for leasing or production in this area.

12 Applicant is filing for a change in delivery point.

13 Reserves depleted and contract terminated. )

14By Sale and Assignment, effective 12-1-84, Union sold, assigned, transferred, conveyed and set over unto Richard L. Parker certain
acreage.

15 Primary term of gas contract has expired and current gas purchaser has advised its inability to continue purchases, except on a monthly
spot basis.

16 Contract terminated by purchaser.

17 Not used.

18 £| Paso Natural Gas Company has stated that they do not have a market for gas from our well. We would like to sell on the spot market.

19By Sale and Assignment, effective 12-1-84, Union sold, assigned, transferred, conveyed and set over unto Richard L. Parker certain
acreage.

20 Acreage released in lieu of development.

21 Well went off production 11-23-85. Operator has advised that the 9750’ is economically depleted and there are no recompletion
possibilities. Chevron has no plans for further drilling on the lease. This is the only well in West Cameron Block 81.

22 By Conveyance, Assignment and Bill of Sale dated 9-25-86, Exxon acquired certain acreage from PanCanadian Petroleum Company.

23 Deletion of acreage. ARCO no longer holds an interest in acreage to be deleted.

24 Applicant is filing under Gas Purchase and Sales Agreement dated 11-18-86.

25 Applicant is filing under Gas Purchase Agreement dated 8-10-81, amended by Amendment dated 10-17-86 and Letter Agreement dated
10-22-86.

26 By Oil and Gas Lease dated 6-20-86, MObil, Lessor, let unto Shar-Alan Oil Company, Lessee, all of its working interest in certain acreage.

278y Assignment and Bill of Sale effective 12-1-86, Cities Service Oil and Gas Corporation soid all of its interest in certain acreage 10 C.D.
and G. Development Company. Py X

28 By agreement dated 9-30-82, the Estate of Claude R. Lambe assigned to Koch Exploration Company all its right, title and interest in
certain acreage effective 8-1-82.

2% Well is dead.

30 By an Assignment effective 7-29-83, Applicant acquired from Terra Resources, Inc., certain interests.

31 Workover was performed on well and well produced 100% salt water.
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32 Not used.

43 A portion of the acreage was assigned to Lewis Burleson and Jack Huff effective 9-1-86.

¥4 Partial Assignment executed 11-13-67, ARCO assigned its interest in certain acreage to Ralph L. Harvey

33 Partial Assignment dated 6-10-70 to Lawrence Materi and Robert E. Hudson.

38 Partial Assignment executed 4-4-66 to W. C. Pickens.

37 Formations and wells not economically productive to contracting parties, either because of insufficient reserves to lay line or because
remaining reserves do not justify adding compression.

38 Pyrchaser no longer wants or needs the residue gas.

3% To release gas for irrigation fuel.

1o Well plugged and abandoned and due to lack of production leases were released.

! Lease surrendered and remaining interest assigned to Vernon E. Faulconer, Inc.

42 ARCO personnel responsible for filings with the Commission were unaware ARCO had leased one of the tracts back from the State of
Texas on 2-7-78. ARCO lease number 42-355-070329-000 covering State Nueces Bay Tract #977 should be placed back under its Certificate
Authorization and Rate Schedule 398. Applicant requests that the Certificate be amended effective 2-7-78 (date of new release).

Filing Code: A—Initial Service; B—Abandonment; C—Amendment to add acreage; D—Amendment to delete acreage; E—Total Succession;

F—Partial Succession.

[FR Doc. 87-1170 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8717-01-M

[Docket Nos. Ci87-184-000 and Ci87-185~
000]

Mid Louisiana Gas Co.; Blanket
Limited-Term Abandonment and
Blanket Limited-Term Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity
With Pre-Granted Abandonment
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on December 17,
1986, Mid Louisiana Gas Company
(Applicant), 1010 Milam, Houston, Texas
77002, filed applications pursuant to
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act and
§ 2.77 of the Commission’s Rules
requesting that the Commission issue an
order (1) authorizing blanket limited-
term abandonment of sales for resale of
company-owned gas that is subject to
the Commission's NGA jurisdiction and
qualifies under section 108 of the NGPA,
to the extent such gas is sold by
Applicant; and (2) authorizing sales for
resale with preornated abandonment in
interestate commerce, without market
limitations, of such company-owned
stripper well production, all for the
period April 1, 1987, through February
28.1990. Applicant states that the
sources of gas eligible for the sales and
abandonment authority requested herein
will be from company-owned stripper
wells located in the Monroe Field in
Louisiana; provided, however, that
Applicant is requesting abandonment,
and resale authorization for stripper
well gas only to the extent the gas
dually qualifies under sections 104 and
108 of the NGPA. Applicant states it is
not requesting any authorizations herein
for wells which qualify solely under
section 104 of the NGPA. Applicant has
1307 active wells located in the field, of
which over 600 of such wells daily
qualify under sections 104 and 108 of the
NGPA and are capable of producing
approximately 7 MMcf per day.

Applicant states that the volumes sold
will be based on the market demands of
s spot market customers; provided,

however, that Applicant shall sell gas
under such authorization only to the
extent that such gas is surplus to the
needs of Applicant's system supply
customers, Applicant will retain an
express call on all production to the
extent necessary to serve such system
supply customers' gas supply needs on
any day of the year. Likewise, the sales
proposed hereunder will not involve a
dedication of any reserves to any spot
sale customer.

Applicant states that all
transportation necessary to implement
the authorizations herein will be
implemented pursuant to Order No. 4386.
Transportation arrangements will be
made by Mid-La or Mid-La's customer,
as individual circumstances require.

Applicant submits that no reporting
requirements should be imposed
hereunder. The reporting requirements
adopted pursuant to Order No. 436
should provide the Commission with all
necessary information concerning the
transactions contemplated in this
application, and any further reporting
requirements would appear to be
unnecessary and duplicative. For these
reasons, Applicant believes that the
Commission can adequately monitor the
jurisdictional activities described herein
under the reporting requirements
adopted in Order No. 436.

Applicant requests expedited
consideration pursuant to the
procedures established in § 2.77 of the
Commission’s regulations, as adopted in
Docket No. RM85-1-000. Such expedited
treatment is justified due to the fact that
for a large portion of each year,
generally in the warmer months, the
stripper wells that are subject to these
applications may be subjected to
substantially reduced takes without
payment. This is due to the fact that
purchases by Applicant's system supply
customers are significantly lower during
such months, forcing Applicant to
curtail, and in some instances shut-in,
certain production. As such, Applicant
may be forced to curtail takes from the
Monroe Field from 23 MMcf per day
down to 5 MMcf per day, and such

curtailments are likely to occur nine out
of the 12 months of the year.

For this reason, during periods of
reduced purchases by Applicant's
system supply customers, an alternative
market is required for the production
from Applicant's stripper wells.
Allowing Applicant to sell such gas on
the spot market under this authorization
will allow Applicant to continue
production from such stripper wells
even when purchases from Applicant's
system supply customers decline. This
will result in a benefit to Applicant and
its customers, as such continued
production will reduce the likelihood of
the loss of the wells and the associated
deliverability and reserves that can be
recoverd by such wells.

Applicant requests a waiver of any
and all otherwise applicable orders,
rules, regulations and reporting
requirements now effective or
hereinafter promulgated or issued by the
Commission to the extent that such
order, rules, regulations or reporting
requirements are or may be inconsistent
with the authority sought in these
applications, including, without
limitation, filings required under Parts
157 and 271. Finally, Applicant envisions
that it may file in the future an
application under section 7(b) of the
NGA to abandon all of the Monroe Field
production by transfer to an affiliate of
Applicant to permit a reorganization of
Applicant and its affiliates. As part of
such a reorganization, all of the Monroe
Field production would continue to be
contractually committed to Applicant
with all NGA production dedicated to
Applicant under section 7(c) of the
NGA. Accordingly, Applicant requests
that the authorization requested herein
apply with equal force to any affiliate
who succeeds to Applicant's interest in
the Monroe Field.

The circumstances presented in the
applications meet the criteria for
consideration on an expedited basis,
pursuant to § 2.77 of the Commission’s
rules as promulgated by Order No. 436
and 436-A, issued October 9, and
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December 12, 1985, respectively, in
Docket No. RM85-1-000, all as more
fully described in the applications which
are on file with the Commisison and
open to public inspection.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said applications should on
oir before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20428, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
§§ 385.211, 385.214), All protest filed
with the Commission will be considered
by it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party in any proceeding herein
must file a petition to intervene in
accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless othewise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing,
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary
[FR Doc. 87-1167 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. CP87~152-000 et al.]

National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
et al; Natural Gas Certification Filings

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation

[Docket No. CP87-152-000]

January 8, 1987.

Take notice that on January 6, 1987,
National Fuel Gas Supply Corporation
(National), Ten Lafayette Square,
Buffalo, New Nork 14203, filed in Docket
No. CP87-152~-000 a request pursuant to
§ 157.205 of the Commission's
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
for authorization to construct and
operate a new delivery point to National
Fuel Gas Distribution Corporation
(Distribution) under its blanket
authorization issued in Docket No.
CP83-4-000 pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

National proposes to add a new
delivery point to Distribution, which is
located south of U.S. Route 120 in
Ridgeway Township, Elk County,
Pennsylvania. National states that it

would deliver 8.3 dt of natural gas per
average day to Distribution at the
Ridgeway deliver point. National states
that the addition of this delivery point
would have no impact on National's
peak day and annual deliveries.

National also states that its FERC Gas
Tariff does not prohibit the addition of
new delivery points and that it has
sufficient capacity to accomplish the
deliveries proposed herein without
detriment or disadvantage to its other
costomers. Because the Ridgeway
delivery point would serve existing
customers of Distribution, National
states that would have no impact on
National’s peak day and annual
deliveries. National asserts that the total
volumes delivered would not exceed the
volumes National is authorized to
deliver to Distribution.

Comment date: February 23, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
at the end of this notice.

2. Black Marlin Pipeline Co.

[Docket No. CP86-333-001]

January 13, 1887.

Take notice that on December 23,
1986, Black Marlin Pipeline Company
(Black Marlin), 1200 Travis Street,
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket
No. CP66-333-001 a petition to amend
the Commission order pursuant to
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act
issued June 13, 1966, in Docket No.
CP66-333-000, to allow the
transportation of additional volumes of
natural gas for Union Carbide
Corporation (Union Carbide), under
Rate Schedule T-1 of Black Marline's
FERC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1
(Rate Schedule T-1) from a proposed
point of receipt on Black Marlin's
pipeline in State Tract 98-L, High Island
Area Offshore, Galveston County, Texas
(State Tract 98-L) to Union Carbide's
plant in Texas City, Texas, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

By its application, Black Marlin seeks
to amend the existing certificate issued
in Docket No. CP66-333-000 which, inter
alia, authorized the transportation of
Union Carbide’s High Island (HI) Blocks
135, 136, 160 and 161 purchases from the
Shell Offshore Inc. (Shell) Den Field
platform located in Federal High Island
Area, Offshore Texas HI Block 136.
Black Marlin seeks authorization to
include within the existing certificated
volumes such volumes as are produced
by Pelto Oil Company, et al. (Pelto) from
HI Block 105 and purchased by Union
Carbide. Black Marlin states that in
order to receive such gas, Black Marlin

would construct and operate a sub-gea
tap on its pipeline at States Tract 98-L,

Black Marlin states that it would
receive, transport and deliver pursuant
to its Rate Schedule T-1 a daily contract
quantity of 14,000 Mcf purchased by
Union Carbide from Pelto’s HI Block 105
reserves (subject to adjustment up to
40% within one year of the effective date
of the service agreement), and
additional volumes of such gas under
the effective excess quantity provisions
contained in Rate Schedule T-1. It is
stated that Union Carbide would cause
the delivery of such gas to Black Marlin
at State Tract 98-L through a pipleline
constructed by Pelto from the HI Block
105 platform(s) to Black Marlin's
pipeline in State Tract 98-L, and that
Black Marlin would redeliver such gas
to Union Carbide at its Texas City plant,
which is the point of delivery authorized
by our June 13, 1966, order in Docket No.
CP66-333-000.

Black Marlin further states that in
order to permit the delivery of
additional volumes of gas in a firm basis
for Union Carbide and volmes in excess
of all firm shippers’ daily contract
quantities under its Rate Schedule T-1
as proposed by its application, and in
order to place such excess quantity
service under its Rate Schedule T-1 on
an equal footing with interruptible
service provided under its Rate
Schedules T-2 and T-3, it is proposing
certain revisions to its FERC GAS Tariff,
Original Volume No. 1,: (1) In Rate
Schedule T-1, Black Marlin would
increase Union Carbide's daily contract
quantity from 5,136 Mcf to 19,136 Mcf
and eliminate the currently effective 125
percent limitation on excess quantity
gas; (ii) in rate Schedules T-2 and T-3,
Black Marlin would eliminate the
“impairment of deliveries" sections
currently contained therein; and (iii) in
the General Terms and Conditions,
Black Marlin would include, in place of
the foregoing provisions in (ii) above, a
provision providing for the allocation of
capacity on a pro rata basis for excess
quantity service under Rate Schedule T-
1 and interruptible service, and further
provide for deliveries of Union
Carbide's HI Block 105 gas in the table
of receipt and delivery points.

Black Marlin proposes to render
service to Union Carbide at the
currently effective T-1 rate, which is 5.0
cents per day per Mcf of daily contract
quantity with and overrun charge during
any month of 5.0 cents per Mcf of gas
transported.

Comment date: February 3, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.
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3. Southern Natural Gas Co.

|Docket No. CP87-140-000)
January 13. 1987.

Take notice that on December 23,
1986, Southern Natural Gas Company
(Southern), P.O. Box 2563, Birmingham,

Alabama 35202-2563, filed in Docket No.

CP87-140-000 a request pursuant to

§ 157.205 of the Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act for authorization to
replace certain metering and piping
facilities under the certificate issued in
Docket No. CP82-406-000 pursuant to
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, all as
more fully set forth in the request with
the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Southern proposes to abandon certain
metering facilities and related piping at
its Lincoln No. 2 Meter Station (Lincoln
No. 2] in St. Clair County, Alabama and
lo construct replacement metering and
piping facilities at Lincoln No. 2. The
total estimated cost of replacing the
metering facilities ins $32,600.

Southern indicates that the facilities
would be replaced to accommodate a
request by Alabama Gas Corporation
[Alagasco). Southern states that
Alagasco has experienced growth in the
number of industrial customers that
Alagasco services from gas it receives
from Southern at Lincoln No. 2.
Accordingly, Alagasco has requested
that Southern replace the facilities
referenced above to increase the
capacity of Lincoln No. 2.

Southern indicates that Alagasco
would pay Southern $21,000 to
reimburse it for the cost of the
replacement facilities that Southern
would install pursuant to Alagasco’s
request. Southern states that it would
bear the remainder of the cost of
installing the replacement facilities.

Southern indicates that it has
sufficient capacity to accomplish the
deliveries proposed by the replacement
without detriment or disadvantage to
Southern's other customers.

Comment date: February 27, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
dt the end of this notice,

1. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a
Division of Tenneco Inc.

|Docket No. CP87-131-000]
January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 18,
1986, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
# Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee),
P.0. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001,
filed in Docket No. CP87-131-000 an
application pursuant to section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
authorizing (1) the construction and
Operation of facilities necessary lo

expand the capacity of Tennessee's
Niagara Spur to enable Tennessee to
handle a total of 292,500 dt equivalent of
natural gas per day from Canada and (2)
the firm transportation of natural gas for
Canadian Gateway Pipeline System
(Canadian Gateway) through the
expanded Niagara Spur facilities, all as
more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

Tennessee states that the Niagara
Spur is an existing 20-inch pipeline
facility originating at the point of
interconnection between the facilities of
Tennessee and TransCanada PipeLines
Ltd. (TransCanada) at the Niagara River
near Lewiston, New York, and
extending to a point near East Aurora,
New York, where the Spur ties in to
Tennessee's existing 200 system.
Tennessee proposes in its application to:

(1) Install measurement and
odorization facilities for approximately
300.000 dt equivalent of natural gas per
day at the Niagara River;

(2) Operate, on a permanent basis, the
3,500 horsepower compressor facilities
installed for interim service under
Docket No. CP86-251-000 at MLV 233
near Geneseo, New York; and

(3) Replace the 1,000 horsepower
compressor facilities installed for
interim service under Docket No. CP86-
251-000 at East Aurora, New York, with
permanent 3,500 horsepower compressor
facilities.

It is stated that the 3,500 horsepower
compressor facilities at Station 233
would permit the movement of
approximately 100,000 dt equivalent of
natural gas per day to Tennessee's
northern storage fields, It is further
stated that the proposed expansion
would enable Tennessee to accept
deliveries of 292,500 dt equivalent of
natural gas per day at Niagara for
redelivery to various points within the
United States. Tennessee states that it
contemplates using the capacity as
follows:

(1) 92,500 dt equivalent of natural gas
per day would be delivered to National
Fuel Gas Supply Corporation (National
Fuel) at Clarence (upstream of East
Aurora). National Fuel would redeliver
90,000 dt equivalent of natural gas per
day to Tennessee at Ellisburg,
Pennsylvania, as part of the Boundary
Project (Boundary) (as proposed in
Docket No. CP86-677-000) and would
purchase the remaining 2,500 dt
equivalent of natural gas per day from
Boundary for its own uses.

(2) 50,000 dt equivalent of natural gas
per day would be delivered to
Consolidated Gas Transmission
Corporation (Consolidated) at Marilla
(upstream of East Aurora) for redelivery

to the Canadian Gateway Project (which
is pending in Docket No. CP86-513-000):
and

(8) 150,000 dt equivalent of natural gas
per day would be for Tennessee's uses,
anticipated to be to supply Canadian
gas to incremental markets in New
England through future sales or
transportation arrangements.

Tennessee estimates the total cost of
the project to be $14,567,000 which
Tennessee proposes to finance with
internally generated funds. Tennessee
states that because the facilities in
Docket No. CP86-251-000 were
certificated on an interim basis, the total
estimated cost of the expansion
proposed herein includes a transfer of
the costs of installing the 3,500
horsepower compression facilities at
MLV 233 near Geneseo, New York, and
the 1,000 horsepower compression
facilities at East Aurora, New York,
authorized for interim service at Docket
No. CP86-251-000. Tennessee aserts
that, once the compression facilities
proposed herein are certificated,
Tennessee would make any necessary
filings to reflect the removal of the
interim compression costs approved in
Docket No. CP86-251-000 so there
would be no duplication with the costs
of this application.

Tennessee also requests authority to
transport up to 50,000 dt equivalent of
natural gas per day (plus optional
capacity quantities if Tennessee does
not require its full 150,000 dt equivalent
of natural gas per day) on a firm basis
for Canadian Gateway. It is stated that
the gas would be transported through
the expanded Niagara Spur from the
existing interconnection between
Tennessee and TransCanada near
Niagara Falls, New York, to a point of
interconnection between Tennessee and
Consolidated at Marilla, New York.

Tennessee proposes to charge
Canadian Gateway (1) a reservation
charge of 57.75 cents multiplied by the
sum of the transportation quantity and
average monthly option capacity
quantity and (2) a commodity charge
equal to the product of 3.48 cents
multiplied by the total quantities in
dekatherms of gas delivered for the
account of Canadian Gateway.
Tennessee asserts that the proposed
niagara Spur expansion provides an
opportunity to increase its ability to
handle deliveries of Canadian gas at
minimal cost. Tennessee states that the
incremental cost of service for the
292,500 dt equivalent of natural gas per
day of throughput on the expanded
Niagara Spur in the first year of
operations is only $3,740,731.
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Tennessee requests that the authority
requested herein be granted on an
expedited basis so that construction can
be completed on or before November 1,
1987, the date on which the 92,500 dt
equivalent of natural gas per day of
Boundary gas is scheduled to flow for
redelivery to National Fuel.

Comment date: February 3, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

5. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a
Division of Tenneco Inc.

[Docket No. CP87-132-000]

January 13, 1987,

Take notice %hat on December 18,
1988, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
a Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee),
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001,
filed in Docket No. CP87-132-000 an
application pursuant to section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
seeking authority (1) To transport on a
firm basis a maximum quantity of 50,000
dt equivalent of natural gas per day
from the U.S.—Canadian border near
Niagara, New York, to the facilities of
Ocean State Power (Ocean State) in
Burrilliville, Rhode Island; and (2) to
construct and operate the facilities
necessary to transport and deliver this
quantity, all as more fully set forth in the
application which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Tennessee states that Ocean State is a
general partnership organized under the
laws of Massachusetts and that, at the
time Ocean State executes its proposed
gas transportation contract with
Tennessee, Ocean State's partners
would consist of affiliates of
TransCanada PipeLines Ltd.
(TranCanada), Eastern Utilities
Associates, Newport Electric
Corporation, New England Electric
System, and certain private individuals.
It is stated that Ocean State proposes to
construct and operate a natural gas
fixed combined cycle electric generating
plant initially consisting of a single unit
of approximately 235 megawatts in
Burrillville, Rhode Island. It is further
stated that the electricity generated from
this first unit of the Ocean State plant
would be purchased by Boston Edison
Company (47 percent), New England
Power Company (26 percent), Montaup
Electric Company (21 percent), and
Newport Electric Corporation (6
percent) and that the power purchase
contracts have been filed with the

Commission in Docket No. ER87-23-000.
Tennessee states that Ocean State has
entered into a 20-year contract with
ProGas Ltd. to supply the gas required
by the plant; this gas would be
transported by TransCanada to the
interconnection between Tennessee and
TransCanada at Niagara. It is stated
that the Ocean State project has a
proposed in-service date of May 1, 1989,
for plant testing and November 1, 1989,
for commercial operation.

Tennessee proposes to transport the
50,000 dt equivalent of natural gas per
day for Ocean State on a firm basis for
an initial term of 20 years following the
commercial date of Ocean State’s initial
combined cycle unit, pursuant to the
precedent agreement between
Tennessee and Ocean State. To provide
the incremental capacity needed to
perform the proposed transportation
service, Tennessee proposes to construct
and operate certain pipeline looping of
Tennessee's existing Niagara Spur and
certain mainline looping and
compression facilities on Tennessee's
200 main pipeline from East Aurora,
New York, to the exiension serving
Ocean State. It is stated that
Tennessee's proposed facilities assume
that the maximum allowable operating
pressure has been increased from 730
psig to 877 psig and that Tennessee has
installed a permanent 3,500 horsepower
compressor at East Aurora, New York,
as proposed by Tennessee in Docket No.
CP87-131-000. The proposed facilities
for the Ocean State service are shown
below.

Niagara Spur Facilities
Size Location County Miles
30 inches .| MLV 2308~ Niagara, NY......] 11.2
105450 to M.P.
2308-107.
Mainline Loop
Size Location County Milas
30 inches.~..| MLV 231 to MP. | Wyoming, NY...... 19
231 +1.9.
30 inches.....| MLV 233 to MP. | Livingston, NY...| 57
233+57.
30 inches....| MLV 239+9.9 10 | Onondaga, NY...| 23
M.P 240.
30 inches.....| MP 242456 1o Madison, NY....... 37
MP 242+93.
30 inches...... MLV 253 to M.P. Rensselaer, NY..! 39
253439
30 inches.....| MP 250489 to Hampden, MA....| 44
MLV 260,

Compression
S Horze-
Location County POwer
Station 233....cc.vrnn LIVINGSION, NY..oorrmrssrrned 3,500
Station 264 W , MA 2,000

Tennessee states that, in Docket No.
CP87-75-000, it has proposed a new
pipeline (the Rhode Island Extension)
from Tennessee's 200 mainline at Mile
Post 265 plus 4.4 miles in Worcester
County, Massachusetts, to the gas
distribution system of Providence Gas in
Rhode Island. Tennessee asserts that,
since the new pipeline would cross
through the Ocean State plant site in
Burrillville, Rhode Island, Tennessee
only proposes in this application to
construct a meter station at the plant
site to permit deliveries to Ocean State,
assuming authorization and construction
of the Rhode Island Extension as
proposed. Tennessee further asserts
that, if the Rhode Island Extension is not
authorized, Tennessee also proposes
herein to construct the 20-inch portion of
the Rhode Island Extension extending
from Mile Post 265 plus 4.4 miles to the
Ocean State plant site in Burrillville,
Rhode Island, a distance of 10.7 miles.

Tennessee estimates the total project
cost (excluding the Rhode Island
Extension) to be $52,010,000. Tennessee
further estimates that, if the mainline to
the Burrillville portion of the Rhode
Island Extension is constructed as part
of this project, the total project cost
would increase by $6,559,100.

Tennessee proposes to charge a 100
percent demand rate for the proposed
transportation service based upon the
incremental cost of the facilities
constructed to perform the service. It is
stated that Ocean State would provide
in gas, as part of the 50,000 dt equivalent
maximum daily quantity, the actual fuel
and use quantity (estimated at 2.3
percent) required by Tennessee to
perform the proposed service.
Tennessee states that Ocean State's
combined cycle unit requires a pressure
of 400 psig, rather than Tennessee's
tariff minimum pressure of 100 psig.
Tennessee further states that it has
determined that it can maintain a
pressure of 400 psig by converting
Station 264 from a seasonal to a year-
round compressor station. Tennessee
thus proposes to charge Ocean State a
pressure charge equal to the incremental
cost of maintaining Station 264 in
standby or operating status year round.

Tennessee asserts that, because the
proposed rates would recover all
incremental costs, Tennessee’s proposed
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service would have no adverse effect on
Tennessee's existing customers.

Tennessee proposes to construct the
facilities required to provide
transportation to Ocean State in 1988
and early 1989. Because Ocean State
requires a lead time of approximately
two years, Tennessee requests that the
Commission review and take action on
this application by November 1, 1987, in
order to meet the 1989 in-service date
for this project.

Comment date: February 3, 1986, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs:

F. Any person desiring to be heard or
make any protest with reference to said
filing should on or before the comment
date file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, a motion to intervene or a protest
in accordance with the requirements of
the Commission's rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file 8 motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission's rule of practice
and procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this filing
il no motion to intervene is filed within
the time required herein, if the
Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity, If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for the applicant to appear
or be represented at the hearing.

G. Any person or the Commission’s
staff may, within 45 days after the
Issuance of the instant notice by the
Commission, file pursuant to Rule 214 of
the Commission's procedural rules (18
CFR 385.214) a motion to intervene or

notice of intervention and pursuant to

§ 157.205 of the Regulations under the
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.205) a
protest to the request. If no protest is
filed within the time allowed therefor,
the proposed activity shall be deemed to
be authorized effective the day after the
time allowed for filing a protest. If a
protest is filed and not withdrawn
within 30 days after the time allowed for
filing a protest, the instant request shall
be treated as an application for
authorization pursuant to section 7 of
the Natural Gas Act.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 87-1158 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. Ci87-127-000 and CI87-128-
000]

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co.;
Applications on Behalf of Producer-
Suppliers of Panhandle Eastern Pipe
Line Co. for Blanket Limited-Term
Abandonment and Blanket Limited-
Term Certificates of Public
Convenience and Necessity With Pre-
Granted Abandonment

January 14, 1987,

Take notice that on December 4, 1986,
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1642, Houston,
Texas, 77001, filed applications on
behald of its producer-suppliers
pursuant to sections 7(b) and 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act and §§ 2.76 and 2.77 of
the Commission's Rules requesting
blanket limited-term abandonment
authority of sales and issuance of a
blanket limited-term certificate of public
convenience and necessity with
pregranted abandonment authorizing
sales to others of such limited-term
abandoned supplies, through December
31, 1987, all as more fully set forth in the
applications which are on file with the
Commission and open for public
inspection.

By its applications Applicant seeks
authority for the blanket limited-term
abandonment and a blanket limited-
term certificate for sales for resale to
others of certificate-regulated gas which
Applicant and its producer-suppliers
mutually agree to release. Such gas shall
include producer suppliers dedicated to
Applicant which are in excess of
Applicant’s requirements and which
Applicant is currently willing to release
in order to reduce its exposure to take-
or-pay liabilities and to avoid the
shutting in of certificated gas volumes.
Applicant states it is submitting this
request on behalf of its producer-
suppliers for several reasons: (1) To

better expedite the granting of the
requested authorizations, (2) to reduce
the unnecessary paperwork burden of
filing and processing many similar
requests, (3) to make the requested
authority available generally to
Applicant's producer-suppliers, with the
attendant opportunities to further take-
or-pay relief to Applicant (with ultimate
relief to Applicant’s customers) and (4)
to avoid the shutting in of gas volumes.

These proposed authorizations would
apply to Applicant’s producer-suppliers
which will meet the following qualifying
conditions:

(1) The gas has been committed or
dedicated to Applicant and remains
subject to the Commission's producer
jurisdiction under the Natural Gas Act;

(2} Applicant and the producer-
supplier mutually agree to the release of
the gas and execute an agreement which
provides for the temporary release of the
gas from an existing purchase contract
and for relief of take-or-pay liability
under the existing contract; and

(3) The sale for resale price of the gas
released hereunder by Applicant's
producer-suppliers will not exceed the
applicable maximum lawful price
prescribed by the NGPA as herein
described.

Applicant further states that for 1986
it projected producer contract
requirements of 374 Bef and purchase
requirements of 234 Bcf, and expects
continuing surplus deliverability during
1987 when total contract requirements
are estimated to be 320 Bef compared to
projected purchase requirements of 212
Bcf.

The circumstances presented in the
applications meet the criteria for
consideration on an expedited basis,
pursuant to § 2.77 of the Commission's
rules as promulgated by Order No. 436
and 436-A, issued October 9, and
December 12, 1985, respectively, in the
Docket No. RM85-1-000, all as more
fully described in the applications which
are on file with the Commission and
open to public inspection.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said applications should on
or before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission's rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
sections 385.211, 385.214). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determing the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
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parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party in any
proceeding herein must file a petition to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
|FR Doc. 87-1162 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

| Docket Nos. C183-195-001 and CI87-129-
000]

Tenneco Oil Co.; Application for
Limited-Term Abandonment and
Blanket Sales Authorization With Pre-
Granted Abandonment

January 14, 1987,

Take notice that on December 4, 1986,
Tenneco Oil Company (Applicant or
Tenenco Qil), P.O. Box 2511, Houston,
Texas 77001, filed an application
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Natural
Gas Act and 18 CFR 2.77 and 157.30 of
the Commission’s Regulations
thereunder for authorization to abandon
temporarily the obligations established
under certificates of public convenience
and necessity issued in certain specified
docket covering sales of gas from Outer
Continental Shelf, Gulf of Mexico,
Eugene Island South Addition Area
Block 367 and Ship Shoal South
Addition Area Block 343. The reasons
for the proposed abandonment are more
fully set forth in Tenneco Oil's
application, which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection. In addition, Tenneco Oil
requests authority to make temporary
sales of gas during the term of the
abandonment, with the necessary pre-
granted abandonment authority to
facilitate such sales.

Applicant states it is subject to
substantially reduced takes without
payment, the gas is NGPA section
109(a)(2) gas and potential deliverability
is 8,000 Mcf per day. Applicant proposes
to sell this gas in an alternate market.

Tenneco Oil is a producer and seller
of natural gas. I received certificates of
public convenience and necessity in the
specified docket governing ultimate
sales of natural gas to Florida Gas
Transmission Company (Florida)
pursuant to a sales contract dated
March 29, 1983, with respect to pertinent
rate schedules detailed on the attached
Exhibit A.

Tenneco Oil states that, because of a
precipitous decline in takes from
Florida, it seeks limited-term

abandonment of supplies exceeding
Florida's takes so that it can continue
selling gas elsewhere. Specifically,
Tenneco Oil proposes to abandon sales
to Florida from the date of Commission
approval through December 31, 1987,
while giving Florida the right to take all
of the gas that it desires during the term
of the abandonment. Excess gas not
nominated and taken would be released
and abandoned to permit sales to other
purchasers. Pursuant to an agreement
between the parties, Florida would be
accorded significant take-or-pay relief in
exchange for the release of excess gas
which is resold by Tenneco Oil.

Accordingly, any person desiring to be
heard or to make any protest with
reference to said application should on
or before 15 days after the date of
publication of this notice in the Federal
Register, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20426, a petition to intervene or a
protest in accordance with the
requirements of the Commission'’s rules
of practice and procedure (18 CFR
385.211, 385.214). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by it
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken but will not serve to make the
protestants parties to the proceeding.
Any person wishing to become a party
in any proceeding herein must file a
petition to intervene in accordance with
the Commission’s Rules.

Under the procedures herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised. it will be
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
Exhibit A
Contract Summary

OCS Block: Eugene Island Area, South
Addition, Block 367 and Ship Shoal Block
343

Name of Seller: Tenneco Oil Co.

Sale authorized: CI83-195

Name of Purchaser: Florida Gas
Transmission Company

Logcation of Sale: OCS, Gulf of Mexico,
Eugene Island Area, South Addition, Block
367 and Ship Shoal South Block 343

Date of Basic Contract: March 29, 1983

Rate Schedule No. 444

NGPA Category: Section 109

Last Effective Rate: $2.601 per MMBtu
(section 109 rate)

Measurement Pressure Base (PSIA): 15.025
psia

Involved in Suspension Proceeding: No

Purchaser Has Indicated Concurrence: Yes

Reason for Abandonment: Impending shut-in
of gas production due to cut-back by
primary purchaser.

|[FR Doc. 87-1164 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 8§717-01-M

[Project Nos. 7523-005 et al.]

John L. Symons, et al., Surrender of
Preliminary Permits

January 14, 1987.

Take notice that the following
preliminary permits have been
surrendered effective as described in
Standard Paragraph I at the end of this
notice.

1. John L. Symons

[Project No. 7523-005]

Take notice that John L. Symons,
permittee for the Upper Piute Creek
Project No. 7523, has requested that its
preliminary permit be terminated. The
preliminary permit was issued on April
18, 1984, and would have expired on
March 31, 1987, The project would have
been located on Upper Piute Creek in
Mono County, California. The permittee
found that the project would not be
economically feasible to develop at this
time,

The permittee filed the request on
December 15, 1986.

2. Salmon Falls Associates

[Project No. 9897-001]

Take notice that Salmon Falls
Associates, permittee for the Salmon
Falls Creek Project, has requested that
its preliminary permit be lerminated.
The permit was issued on June 2, 1986,
and would have expired May 31, 1989.
The project would have been located on
Salmon Falls Creek at Salmon Falls
Dam, Twin Falls County, Idaho. The
permittee cites that the proposed project
is not feasible as the basis for the
surrender request.

The permittee filed the request on
December 29, 1986.

3. Tuolumne Regional Water District
[Project No. 7875-0002]

Take notice that the Tuolumne
Regional Water District, permittee for
the Niagara Creek Hydroelectric Project.
FERC No. 7875, has requested that its
preliminary permit be terminated. The
preliminary permit for Project No. 7875
was issued on June 14, 1984, and would
have expired on May 31, 1987. The
project would have been located on
Niagara Creek, in Tuolumne County.
California.

The permittee filed the request on
December 15, 1986.

4. Upper Slate Creek Associates
[Project No. 9573-003]
Take notice that Upper Slate Creek

Associates, permittee for the Upper
Slate Creek Project, has requested that
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its preliminary permit be terminated.
The permit was issued on June 10. 1986.
and would have expired May 31, 1989,
The project would have been located on
the Upper Slate Creek in Nezperce
National Forest, Idaho County, Idaho.
The permittee cites that the proposed
project is not feasible as the basis for
the surrender request.

The permittee filed the request on
December 29, 1986.

Standard Paragraphs

I. The preliminary permit shall remain
in effect through the thirtieth day after
issuance of this notice unless that day is
a Saturday, Sunday or holiday as
described in 18 CFR 385.2007 in which
case the permit shall remain in effect
through the first business day following
that day. New applications involving
this project site, to the extent provided
for under 18 CFR Part 4, may be filed on
the next business day.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 87-1280 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Project No. 4639-005 et al.]

Hydroelectric Applications Long Lake
Energy Corp., et al.; Applications Filed

Take notice that the following
hydroelectric applications have been
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission and are available for
public inspection:

1 a. Type of Applications: Transfer of
License.

b. Project No: 4639-005.

c. Date Filed: October 31, 1986.

d. Applicant: Long Lake Energy
Corporation and Christine Falls
Corporation.

e. Name of Project: Christine Falls
Project.

f. Location: On the Sacandaga River,
Hamilton County, New York.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person: Christine P.
Benagh, Nixon, Hargrave, Devars and
Doyle, One Thomas Circle, NW., Suite
800, Washington, DC 20005, (202) 223-
7200.

i. Comment Date: February 20, 1987.

j- Description of Project: On October
18, 1983. a license was issued to Long
Lake Energy Corporation (licensee), to
construct, operate, and maintain the
Christine Falls Project No. 4639. The
licensee intends to transfer the license
to Christine Falls Corporation
(transferee), a wholly owned subsidiary
of Long Lake Energy Corporation, to
facilitate the sale of the project to

Trafalgar Power Inc. (which would
acquire the Christine Falls Corporation
along with the Project).

K. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B and C.

2 a. Type of Application. Transfer of
License.

b. Project No. 8418-001.

c. Date Filed November 10, 1986.

d. Applicants Umetco Minerals
Corporation and U.S. Tungsten
Corporation.

e. Name of Project: Pine Creek Power
Project.

f. Location: At Umetco’s waste water
treatment facility for the Pine Creek
Tungsten Mine in Inyo County,
California.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r).

h. Contact Person:

Transferor: Charles F. Raeburn,
Esquire, Union Carbide Corporation,
Office E1-270, 39 Old Ridgebury Road,
Danbury, CT 06817-0001, (203) 794-6146.

Transferee: Harry F. Hopper, 11,
Esquire, Gager, Henry, & Narkis,
Danbury Executive Tower, 30 Main
Street, Danbury, CT 06810-3003, (203)
743-6363.

i. Comment Date: February 20, 1987,

j. Description of Proposed Transfer of
License: Umetco Minerals Corporation
proposes to transfer the license to U.S.
Tungsten Corporation in order to
transfer the tungsten mine and mill
which is an intergral part of the project.
The Construction of the project has not
been completed.

U.S. Tungsten Corporatiomis
organized under the laws of the State of
Delaware.

K. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B and C.
3 a. Type of Application; License (5

MW or less).

b. Project No.: 8705-001.

c. Date Filed: September 2, 1986.

d. Applicant: Yuma County Water
Users’ Association.

e. Name of Project: California
Wasteway Power Plant.

f. Location: On the United States
Bureau of Reclamation’s Yuma Main
Canal, which gets its waters from the
Colorado River, in Imperial County,
California.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)

h. Contact Person: Mr. Jim Cuming,
President, Yuma County Water Users'
Association, P.O. Box 708, Yuma, AZ
85364, (602) 627-8824.

i. Comment date: March 16, 1987.

j. Description of the Project: The
proposed project would consist of: (1) A
55-foot-long turnout structure on the
Yuma Main Canal; (2) a 14-fool-
diameter, 50-foot-long steel penstock; (3)

a reinforced concrete powerhouse 32
feet wide by 63 feet long containing a
single turbine-generator unit with a
rated capacity of 1,134 kw and
producing an estimated average annual
generation of 6.2 GWHh, (4) a 66-foot-long
concrete lined tailrace returning water
into the California Wasteway Channel:
and (5) a 34.5-kV, 1/2-mile-long
transmission line interconnecting the
project to an existing 34.5-kV line owned
by the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation.

k. Purpose of Project: Project power
will be used by the applicant for
drainage pumping to meet the
agricultural needs in Yuma Valley.

l. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9.
B, C, and D1.

4 a. Type of Application: Major
License (over 5 MW).

b. Project No.: 9838-000.

c. Date Filed: December 31, 1985.

d. Applicant: Catalyst Energy
Development Corporation.

e. Name of Project; B. Everett Jordan.

f. Location: Haw River, Chatham
County, North Carolina.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a}—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Peter Lalor.
Catalyst Energy Development
Corporation, 180 Maiden Lane, New
York, NY 10038, (212) 968-1700.

i. Comment Date: March 16, 1987.

j- Description of Project: The project
would consist of: Four vertical axis
turbine-generator sets, each of 2500-kW
rated capacity, mounted in pairs on two
movable panels of the face of the
existing intake tower at U.S. Corps of
Engineers’ B. Everett Jordan Dam; two
permanent hoisting winches for the
movable panels; modifications to the
face of the intake tower to
accommodate the movable panels and
hoists; electrical connections from the
generators; a control building,
transformer and switchgear equipment
at the west end of the dam connecting to
an existing 14.4kV substation line, and
appurtenant facilities. The net hydraulic
head would be 65 feet. Applicant
estimates that the annual energy
production would be 40 GWh. Project
power would be sold to Central
Electrical Membership Corporation.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3. A9.
B, C.

5 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10097-000.

c. Date Filed: September 23, 1986.

d. Applicant: Kingdom Energy
Products.

e. Name of Project: Thomas Creek
Hydroelectric Project.
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f. Location: In Mt. Baker—Snaqualmie
National Forest, on Thompson Creek, in
Whatcom County, Washington.
Township 39N and Range 7E.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791{a)—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Alan K. VanHook,
6286 North Fork Road, Deming, WA
98244, (206), 592-5148.

i. Comment Date: March 16, 1987.

j- Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of (1) A concrete
diversion weir 10 feet high and
approximately 35 feet wide at an
approximate elevation of 3,800 feet msl;
(2) a penstock 7,800 feet long and two
feet in diameter leading to; (3) a
concrete block powerhouse at elevation
1,700 feet msl containing a single
turbine/generator unit with a capacity
of 3,000 kW operating at 2,100 feet of
hydraulic head: (4) a tailrace; and (5) a
1.1-mile-long transmission line. The
applicant estimates the average annual
energy production to be 14 GWh. The
approximate cost of the studies under
the permit would ber $50,000.

k. Purpose of Project: The applicant
intends to sell the power generated at
the proposed facilities to Puget Sound
Power and Light of Washington.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraph: A5, A7,
A9, A10, B, C, & D2.

6 a. Type of Application;: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10126-000.

c¢. Date Filed: October 20, 1986.

d. Applicant: Black River Associates.

e. Name of Project: Black River Hydro.

f. Location: On the Black River, near
the City of Piedmont, in Reynolds and
Wayne Counties, Missouri.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16, U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Jordan Walker,
Vice President, Great Western Power &
Light, Inc., P.O. Box N, Manti, UT 84642,
(801) 835-0202.

i. Comment Date: March 16, 1987.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would utilize the existing U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ Clearwater
Dam, and would consist of: (1) A
proposed short penstock section
connecting the existing 23-foot diameter
conduit with; (2) a Proposed
powershouse located on the southwest
bank of the river and housing generating
facilities with an estimated capacity of
5.270 kW; (3) a short transmission line
section interconnecting with the existing
power grid at the dam site; and (4)
appurtenant facilities. The applicant
estimates the average annual generation
to be 21.07 GWh, which would be sold
to a local power company.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraph AS, A7,
A9, A10, B. C, and D2,

7 a. Type of Application: Transfer of
License.

b. Project No.: 2615-005.

c. Date Filed: December 1, 1986.

d. Applicant: Central Maine Power
Company, Scott Paper Company, Milstar
Manufacturing, and the Madison Paper
Corporation (Owners of Brassua Dam),
the Brassua Hydroelectric Limited
Partnership (Co-Transferors), and the
Merimil Limited Partnership.

e. Name of Project: Brassua Storage
Project.

f. Location: On the Moose River in
Somerset County, Maine.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a}—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. John Gulliver,
c/o Peirce. Atwood, Scribner, Allen,
Smith & Lancaster, One Monument
Square, Portland, ME 04101, (207) 773-
6411.

i. Comment Date: March 2, 1987.

j- Description of Project: On
September 16, 1977, a minor license was
issued to the Central Maine Power
Company, the Milstar Manufacturing
Corporation and the Kennebec River
Pulp and Paper Company. Inc. to
construct, operate and maintain the
Brassua Storage Project No. 2615. In an
order issued June 14, 1978, the
Commission approved the transfer of
Kennebec River Pulp and Paper
Company, Inc.'s interest in Project No.
2615 to the Madison Paper Corporation.
In an order issued June 18, 1986, the
Commission transferred the license to
the Owners of Brassua Dam and the
Brassua Hydroelectric Limited
Partnership (herein after referred to a
the “Co-Transferors’). It is now
proposed to transfer Milstar
Manufacturing's (Milstar) interest to the
Merimil Limited Partnership because
Milstar is in the process of liquidating
and will in the future cease to exist. As
stated in the application for amendment
of license for the Brassua Dam filed on
December 30, 1985, the proposed
development of hydreoelectric
generation capacity at the project will
result in annual production of
approximately 17 million kWh, thereby,
reducing Maine's dependence on fossil
fuels. Approval of the license transfer
will be in the public interest because it
will place both the license and the
project properties in the hands of
entities appropriately structured and
qualified to undertake the financial and
operational steps necessary to develop
the project expeditiously.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standards paragraphs: B and
(&

8 a. Type of Application: Transfer of
License.

b. Project No.: 4881-008.

¢. Date Filed: December 8, 1986.

d. Applicant: Ada County, the City of
Boise, and Arthur L. Bloom.

e. Name of Project: Barber Dam.

f. Location: On the Boise River about
seven miles southeast of Boise in Ada
County, Idaho.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a) - 825 (r).

h. Contact Person:

Mr. Stephen A, Bradbury, Ada County

Courthouse, Room 103, Boise, ID 83702
Mayor Dirk Kempthorne, City of Boise,

150 North Capitol Blvd., Boise, ID

83702
Mr. Leon Blaser, Interwest Financial,

3350 Americana Terrance, suite 300,

Boise, ID 83706
Mr. Dennis Dufenhorst, 121 Provident

Drive, Boise, ID 83706

i. Comment Date: March 2, 1987.

j- Description of Project: On December
23, 1983, a major license was issued to
Ada County, the City of Boise, and
Arthur A. Bloom (licensees) for the
construction, operation, and
maintenance of the Barber Dam Project
No. 48881. It is proposed to transfer the
license to Ada County and Fulcrum, Inc.
(transferees). The purpose of this
proposed license transfer is to facilitate
the financing, development, and
construction of the licensed project,

The licensees certify that they have
fully complied with the terms and
conditions of the license. The
transferees accept all the terms and
conditions of the license and agree to be
bound thereby to the same extent as
though they were the original licensees.

k. This notice also consists of
following standard paragraphs: B and C.

9 a. Type of Application: Major
License.

b. Project No.: 5090-005.

c. Date Filed: November 29, 1984.

d. Applicant: City of Idaho Falls,
Idaho.

e. Name of Project: Shelley
Hydroelectric.

f. Location: On the Snake River in
Bingham County, Idaho, partially on
lands of the United States administered
by the Bureau of Land Management.
Section 30, Township IN, Range 37E.
Boise Meridian.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U,S.C. 791 (a) - 825 (r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. G. S. Harrison.
City of Idaho Falls, 140 South Capitol
Avenue, P.O. Box 220, Idaho Falls, 1D
83401, (208) 529-1430.

i. Comment Date: March 20, 1987.

i. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) 25-foot-high.
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300-foot-long earthfill diversion dam
with crest elevation 4,615 feet; (2)
upstream dikes, 6,800 feet long on the
eastern bank and 5.000 feet long on the
western bank; (3) a spillway with five
radial gates and crest elevation 4,592
feet; (4) a reservoir with a surface area
of 225 acres and a storage capacity of
2,425 acre-feet al normal pool elevation
4,610 feet; (5) a 50-foot-long, 30-foot-
wide byrass powerhouse containing a
1.4-MW generating unit; (6) a 3,800-foot-
long power canal; (7) a 136-foot-long, 40-
foot-wide main powerhouse containing
an 8.9-MW generating unit; (8) a 500-
long tailrace discharging at river mile
783.2; and (9) transmission lines
including a 4.16-kV interconnection
between the powerhouses and a one-
half-mile-long, 161-kV line connecting to
an existing Utah Power and Light
Company line.

Access would be provided by a 700-
foot-long road to the main powerhouse,
a road along either dike of the power
canal to the bypass powerhouse and
spillway, and a bridge across the power
canal. Recreation facilities would
include a boat ramp and picnicing and
parking areas at a site upstream of the
project and a fisherman access area
near the main powerhouse. The
estimated project cost in November 1984
dollars is $21,122,000. This application
was filed during the term of a
preliminary permit.

10 a. Type of Application: Surrender
of Exemption.

b. Project No.: 6331-003.

c. Date Filed: November 10, 1986.

d. Applicant: McGowan Properties.

e, Name of Project: McGowan Hydro
Project.

f. Location: On an unnamed stream on
the McGowan Property in Sec. 21 & 22,
T9N, R10W, near Chinook in Pacific
County, Washington.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791 (a) - 825 (r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. William M.
Garvin, East 101 Augusta Ave., Spokane,
WA 99207, (509) 328-3005.

i. Comment Date: March 2, 1987.

J. Description of Project: The proposed
project would have consisted of: (1) A
catchment flume constructed in front of
an existing dam; (2) a 2,600-foot-long, 10-
inch penstock; (3) a powerhouse
containing one generating unit with a
rated capacity of 30 kW; and
approximately 400 feet of transmission
line. Applicant estimates the average
annual energy produced would have
been 194,000 kWh. The power produced
would have been sold to Public Utility
District No. 2 of Pacific County,
Washington, There has been no
construction of hydroelectric features.

however, an existing access road was
improved.

k. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: B. C,
and D2.

11 a. Type of Application: License
(Minor).

b. Project No.: 8191-001.

c. Date Filed: December 24, 1985.

d. Applicant: BMB Enterprises, Inc.

e. Name of Project: Deep Creek Water
Power Project.

f. Location: On Trout and Birch Creeks
in Juab County, Utah: Section 33, T12S,
R18W; Sections 3, 4, 5, 10, 11, & 14, T13S,
R18W: SLB&M.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act, 18 U.S.C. 791 (a) - 825 (r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Bradley F.
Hutchings, 690 West 2350 North, West
Bountiful, UT 84087.

i. Comment Date: March 23, 1987.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
project would be located on lands
administered by the U.S. Department of
the Interior, Bureau of Land
Management, and would consist of: (1)
Two concrete diversion structures, one
located on Trout Creek and the other on
Birch Creek, each about 4 feet high, 20
feet long and set at elevation 5,800 feet
m.s.l.; (2) two 14 to 18-inch diameter
steel pipelines, one extending 8,625 feet
from the Trout Creek diversion and the
other 7,350 feet from the Birch Creek
diversion, both merging into (3) a 16 to
20-inch diameter steel penstock, 8,135
feet long, leading to (4) a powerhouse
with an installed capacity of 700 kW
under a 920-foot head; (5) a tailrace
returning flow to Trout Creek; (8) a
transmission line, about 1,500 feet long,
connecting to a Mt. Wheeler Power, Inc.,
25-kv line; and (7) appurtenant facilities.
The applicant estimates that the average
annual energy output would be 3,020,083
kWh.

k. Purpose of Project: Project energy
would be sold to Mt. Wheeler Power,
Inc., or to Utah Power and Light
Company, or to Sierra Pacific Power and
Light Company.

l. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9,
B, C, D1.

12 a. Type of Application: Exemption
(5 MW or Less).

b. Project No.: 9805-000.

c. Dated Filed: December 30, 1985 and
supplemented August 14, 1986.

d. Applicant: Rockfish Corporation,
Inc.

e. Name of Project: Woolen Mills
Hydro Project.

f. Location: On the Rivanna River near
Charlottesville. Albemarle County.
Virginia.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the

Energy Security Act of 1980 16, U.S.C.
705 and 2708 as amended.

h. Contract Person: Mr. John K.
Pollack, General Manager, Rockfish
Corporation, Inc., Rt. 1, Box 413, Afton,
VA 22920, (203) 456-6519,

i. Comment Date: February 25, 1987.

J. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) The existing
Woolen Mill Dam approximately 300
feet long and 16 feet high; (2) an existing
12-acre reservoir having a storage
capacity of 55 acre-feet at an elevation
of 308 msl; (3) a new concrete open
flume containing one generator for a
total installed capacity of 240 kW; (4) a
new 25-foot-long and 15-foot-wide
tailrace; (5) a new 700-foot-long, 12.5-kV
transmission line; and (6) appurtenant
facilities. Applicant estimates that the
average annual generation would be
1.25 GWh. Applicant holds all real
estate interests necessary to develop
and operate the proposed project.

k. Purpose of Project: All project
energy produced would be sold to
Virginia Electric & Power Company.

l. Purpose of Exemption: An
exemption, if issued, gives that
Exemptee priority of control,
development, and operation of the
project under the terms of exemption
from licensing, and protects the
Exemptee from the permit or license
applicants that would seek to take or
develop the project.

m. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9.
B, C, & D3a.

13 a. Type of Application: Exemption
(5 MW).

b. Project No.: 10122-000.

c¢. Date Filed: October 20, 1986.

d. Applicant: Carl G. Liebig.

e. Name of Project: Boulder Creek.

f. Location: On Boulder Creek in T24N,
R19W, near Polson in Lake County.
Montana.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Section 408 of the
Energy Security Act of 1980 (16 U.S.C.
2705 and 2708 as amended).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Robert D. King,
Ott Water Engineer, Inc., 12310 NE. 8th
St., Bellevue, WA 98005, (206) 453-9039.

i. Comment Date: March 2, 1987.

J. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) A 6-foot-long, 3-foot-wide concrete
intake structure; (2) a 1,200-foot-long. 12-
inch diameter low pressure pipeline: (3)
a 180-foot-long, 10-inch diameter
penstock; (4) a powerhouse containing
one generating unit with a rated
capacity of 82 kW; and (5)
approximately 100 feet of transmission
line. The average annual energy output
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would be 494,000 kWh. The estimated
cost of the project is $280,000.

k. Purpose of Project: Project power
would be sold.

l. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9,
B, C. & D3a.

14 a. Type of Application: Exemption
(5 MW or Less).

b. Project No.: 10014-000.

c¢. Date Filed: June 9. 1986.

d. Applicant: Fredrick F. Burnell and
William A. Worl.

e. Name of Project: Sharrott Creek
Hydroelectric.

f. Location: On Sharrott Creek within
Bitterroot National Forest, in Ravalli
County, Montana.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Energy Security
Act of 1980 Section 408 (16 U.S.C. 2705
and 2708 as amended).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Fredrick F.
Burnell, 641 Timber Trail, Stevensville,
MT 58870, (406) 777-3670.

i. Comment Date: February 27, 1987.

J. Description of Project: The proposed
project would consist of: (1) A 2-foot-
high. 10-foot-long intake structure at
elevation 4.671 feet msl; {2) two parallel
6-inch-diameter, 3.700-foot-long
penstocks: (3) a powerhouse containing
a generaling unit with a rated capacity
of 95 kW: (4) a 1.600-foot-long
transmission line tying into the existing
Ravalli County Electric Cooperative
Inc's. line: and (5) a 12-inch-diameter,
330-foot-long tailrace discharging water
back into Sharrott Creek. The applicant
estimates a 350,000 kWh average annual
energy production.

k. Purpose of Project: An exemption, if
issued, gives the Exemptee priority of
control, development, and operation of
the project under the terms of the
exemplion from licensing, and protects
the Exemptee from permit or license
applicants that would seek to take or
develop the project.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, AS,
B. C, & D3a.

k. Purpose of Project: Power output
would either be used to serve the City's
load or sold to the Bonneville Power
Administration.

. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A3, A9,
B. and C.

15 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10151-000.

¢. Date Filed: October 30, 1986.

d. Applicant: Skykomish River Hydro.

e. Name of Project: Howard Creek.

f. Location: On Howard Creek within
the Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker National
Forest in T29N, R9E and T30N, R9E, near
Index in Snohomish County,
Washington.

g Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act 16 U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Lawrence |.
McMurtrey 12122—196th NE., Redmond,
WA 98052 (206) 885-3986.

i. Comment Date: April 6, 1987.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) A 24-inch-wide concrete ditch intake
buried in the stream at elevation 3,000-
feet; (2) a 10,000-foot-long, 24-inch-
diameter penstock; (3) a powerhouse
containing one generating unit with a
rated capacity of 3.5 MW; and (4) a 7-
mile-long transmission line. Applicant
estimates the average annual energy
production to be 15.13 GWh. The
applicant estimates that the cost of the
work to be performed under the
preliminary permit would be $40,000.

k. Purpose of Project: The power
produced is to be sold to the local power
company.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7,
A9, A10, B, C and D2,

16 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10152-000.

¢. Date Filed: October 30, 1986.

d. Applicant: Skykomish River Hydro.

e. Name of Project: Excelsior Creek.

f. Location: On Excelsior Creek within
the Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker National
Forest in T29N, R9E and T30N, R9E, near
Index in Snohomish County,
Washington.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act 16 U.S.C. 791(a}—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Lawrence |.
McMurtrey 12122—196th NE., Redmond,
WA 98052 (206) 885-3986.

i. Comment Date: April 6, 1987.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) A 24-inch-wide concrete ditch intake
buried in the stream at elevation 2,000-
feet; (2) a 4,000-foot-long, 24-inch-
diameter penstock; (3) a powerhouse
containing one generating unit with a
rated capacity of 1.7 MW; and (4) a 4-
mile-long transmission line. Applicant
estimates the average annual energy
production to be 7.15 GWh. The
applicant estimates that the cost of the
work to be performed under the
preliminary permit would be $40,000.

k. Purpose of Project: The power
produced is to be sold to the local power
company.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7,
A9, B, C and D2.

17 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10.81-000.

c. Date Filed: September 12, 1986.

d. Applicant: County of Tuolumne and
Turlock Irrigation District.

e. Name of Project: Clavey River
Project.

f. Location: On Clavey River, near
town of Sonora, within the Stanislaus
National Forest, in Tuolumne County,
California.

g. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Power
Act 16 U.S.C. 791(a}—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. John S. Mills,
Project Director Tuolumne County
Administration Center 2 South Green
Street Sonora, CA 95370 (209) 533-5700.

i. Comment Date: March 2, 1987.

j. Competing Application: Project No.
9990-000, Date Filed: May 9, 1986 Due
Date: August 20, 1986.

k. Description of Project: The
proposed project would consist of: (1) A
reservoir with a gross storage capacity
of 90,000 acre-feet and a surface area of
600 acre at elevation 4,370 feet m.s.l; (2)
a 400-foot-high, 1,500-foot-long dam with
a crest elevation of 4,390; (3) a
reregulating reservoir with a gross
storage capacity of 400 acre-feet and a
surface area of 12 acres at elevation
1,370 feet; (4) a 100-foot-high, 300-foot-
long reregulating dam with a crest
elevation of 1,390 feet; (5) a 15-foot-high
100-foot-long Hull Creek diversion dam
with a crest elevation of 4,400 feet; (6) a
15-foot-high, 200-foot-long Reed Creek
diversion dam with a crest elevation of
4,900 feet; (7) an 8-foot-diameter, 0.7-
mile-long Hull Creek diversion tunnel:
(8) an 8-foot-diameter, 1-mile-long Reed
Creek diversion tunnel; (9) an 11-foot-
diameter, 46,000-foot-long unlined
penstock; (10) a 9-foot-diameter, 8,600-
foot-long lined penstock: (11) a
powerhouse containing two generating
units with a total installed capacity of
120 MW operating under a head of 3,000
feet; and (12) a 45-mile-long, 230-kV
transmission line interconnecting with
an existing Turlock Irrigation District
(TID) transmission line. The project’s
estimated average annual generation of
300 GWh will be sold to TID. The
Applicant estimates that the cost of the
work to be performed under the
preliminary permit would be $1,200,000.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A8, A10,
B, C and D2.

18 a. Type of Application: Preliminary
Permit.

b. Project No.: 10192-000.

¢. Date Filed: November 24, 1986.

d. Applicant: Stillaguamish River
Hydro.

e. Name of Project: Boardman Creek.

f. Location: On Boardman Creek in the
Snoqualmie-Mt. Baker National Fores!
in T29N, R9E, and T30N, ROE, near
Verlot in Snohomish County,
Washington.
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8. Filed Pursuant to: Federal Act 16
U.S.C. 791(a)—825(r).

h. Contact Person: Mr. Lawrence J.
McMurtrey 12122—196th Avenue, NE.,
Redmond, WA 98052 (206) 885-3986

i. Comment Date: March 23, 1987.

j. Description of Project: The proposed
run-of-the-river project would consist of:
(1) A 24-inch-wide intake structure
buried in the stream at elevation 2,400
feet; (2) a 9,000-foot-long, 24-inch-
diameter penstock; (3) a powerhouse
containing one generating unit with a
rated capacity of 1.46 Mw; and (4) a 3-
mile-long transmission line. Applicant
estimates the average annual energy
production to be 7.70 GWh. The
applicant estimates that the cost of the
work to be performed under the
preliminary permit would be $40,000.

k. Purpose of Project: The power
produced is to be sold to the local power
company.

1. This notice also consists of the
following standard paragraphs: A5, A7,
A9, A10, B, C and D2.

Standard Paragraphs

A3. Development Application—Any
qualified development applicant
desiring to file a competing application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before the specified comment date for
the particular application, a competing
development application, or a notice of
intent to file such an application.
Submission of a timely notice of intent
allows aninterested person to file the
competing development application no
later than 120 days after the specified
comment date for the particular
application. Applications for preliminary
permit will not be accepted in response
to this notice.

A4. Development Application—Public
notice of the filing of the initial
development 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, any
competing development applications,
must be filed in response to and in
compliance with public notice of the
initial development application. No
competing applications or notices of
intent may be filed in response to this
notice.

AS. Preliminary Permit—Anyone
desiring to file a competing application
for preliminary permit for a proposed
project must submit the competing
application itself, or a notice of intent to
file such an application, to the
Commission on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application (see 18 CFR 4.36 (1985)).
Submission of a timely notice of intent
allows an interested person to file the

competing preliminary permit
application no later than 30 days after
the specified comment date for the
particular application.

A competing preliminary permit
application must conform with 18 CFR
4.30(b)(1) and (9) and 4.36.

A7. Preliminary Permit—Any qualified
development applicant desiring to file a
competing development application
must submit to the Commission, on or
before the specified comment date for
the particular application, either a
competing development application or a
notice of intent to file such an
application. Submission of a timely
notice of intent to file a development
application allows an interested person
to file the competing application no later
than 120 days after the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

A competing license application must
conform with 18 CFR 4.30(b)(1) and (9)
and 4.36.

A8. Preliminary Permit—Public notice
of the filing of the initial preliminary
permit application, which has already
been given, established the due date for
filing competing preliminary permit and
development applications or notices of
intent. Any competing preliminary
permit or development application, or
notice of intent to file a competing
preliminary permit or development
application, must be filed in response to
and in compliance with the public notice
of the initial preliminary permit
application. No competing applications
or notices of intent to file competing
applications may be filed in response to
this notice.

A competing license application must
conform with 18 CFR 4.30(b) (10 and (9)
and 4.36.

A9. Notice of intent—A notice of
intent must specify the exact name,
business address, and telephone number
of the prospective applicant, include an
unequivocal statement of intent to
submit, if such an application may be
filed, either (1) a preliminary permit
application or (2) a development
application (specify which type of
application), and be served on the
applicant(s) named in this public notice.

A10. Proposed Scope of Studies Under
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued,
does not authorize construction. The
term of the proposed preliminary permit
would be 36 months. The work proposed
under the preliminary permit would
include economic analysis, preparation
of preliminary engineering plans, and a
study of environmental impacts. Based
on the results of these studies the
Applicant would decide whether to
proceed with the preparation of a

development application to construct
and operate the project.

B. Comments, Protests, or Motions to
Intervene—Anyone may submit
comments, a protest, or a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
requirements of the Rules of Practice
and Procedure, 18 CFR 385.210, 385.211,
385.214. In determining the appropriate
action to take, the Commission will
consider all protests or other comments
filed, but only those who file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules may become a
party to the proceeding. Any comments,
protests, or motions to intervene must
be received on or before the specified
comment date for the particular
application.

C. 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 “MOTION TO
INTERVENE", as applicable, and the
Project Number of the particular
application to which the filing is in
response. Any of the above named
documents must be filed by providing
the original and the number of copies
required by the Commission's
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street
NE., Washington, DC 20426. An
additional copy must be sent to: Mr.
Fred E. Springer, Director, Division of
Project Management, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, Room 203-RB,
at the above address. A copy of any
notice of intent, competing application
or motion to intervene must also be
served upon each representative of the
Applicant specified in the particular
application.

D1. 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. 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 with the Commission
within the time set for filing comments,
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it will be presumed to have no
comments. One copy of an agency's
comments must also be sel to the
Applicants representatives.

D2. Agency Comments—Federal,
State, and local agencies are invited to
file 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
specified for filing comments, it will be
presumed to have no comments. One
copy of an agency's comments must also
be sent to the Applicant’s
representatives.

D3a. Agency Comments—The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and the State
Fish and Game agency(ies) are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
section 408 of the Energy Security Act of
1980. to file 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.

D3b. Agency Comments—The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and the State
Fish and Game agency(ies) are
requested, for the purposes set forth in
section 30 of the Federal Power Act, to
file 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.

Dated: January 16, 1987.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 87-1278 Filed 1-20-87: 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. CP87-148-000, et al.]

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation, et al.; Natural gas
Certificate Filings

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.

[Docket No. CP87-148-000]
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on December 31,
1986, Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia), 1700
MacCorkle Avenue, SE., Charleston,
West Virginia 25315, filed in Docket No.
CP87-148-000, an application pursuant
to section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act
for permission and approval to abandon
certain firm sales service, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Columbia proposes to abandon
certain firm sales service to Dayton
Power and Light Company (Dayton) and
Commonwealth Gas Pipeline
Corporation (Commonwealth). The
proposed levels of abandonment in sales
service reflect the customers' requests
for reductions pursuant to: (1) Dayton’s
right to such reduction as provided for in
Section 284.10 of the Commission's
Regulations and in accordance with the
terms of Columbia’s blanket certificate
in Docket No. CP86-240-000 approved
by the Commission on February 28, 1986;
and (2) Dayton's and Commonwealth's
rights to reductions as provided for in
Article VIII of the Stipulation and
Agreement in Columbia’s PGA
Settlement at Docket Nos. TA82-1-21-
001, el al., as provided by Commission
order issued June 14, 1985, it is stated.

Specifically, Columbia requests
authorization for the abandonment of
certain firm sales service as follows:

1. {a) The abandonment of 22,500 dt
equivalent per day of contract demand
in Dayton's firm sales service under
Rate Schedule CDS effective October 8,
1986, resulting in a reduction in Dayton’s
firm sales service entitlement under
Rate Schedule CDS from 271,500 dt
equivalent to 249,000 dt equivalent per
day of contract demand in Zone 4,
subject to the outcome of appeals of
Order No. 436, et seq.,

{b) The abandonment of 5,000 di
equivalent per day of contract demand
in firm sales service to Dayton under
Rate Schedule CDS effective April 1,
1987, resulting in a further reduction in
Dayton's firm sales service entitlement
under Rate Schedule CDS from 249,000
dt equivalent to 244,000 dt equivalent
pe:(‘jday of contract demand in Zone 4;
an

2. The abandonment of 1,000 dt
equivalent per day of contract demand
in firm sales service to Commonwealth
effective April 1, 1987, under Rate
Schedule CDS resulting in a reduction in
Commonwealth's firm sales service
entitlement under Rate Schedule CDS
from 236,000 dt equivalent to 235,000 dt
equivalent per day of contract demand
in Zone 2.

Comment date: February 4, 1986, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

2. Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America

[Docket No. CP87-145-000]
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on December 30,
1986, Natural Gas Pipeline Company of
America (Natural), P.O. Box 1208,
Lombard, Illinois 60148, filed in Docket
No. CP87-145-000 an application
pursuant to section 7(b) of the Natural
Gas Act for permission and approval to
abandon 3.69 miles of 8-inch pipeline in
Rock Island County, Illinois, all as more
fully set forth in the application which is
on file with the Commission and open
for public inspection.

Natural sells gas to lowa-Illinois Gas
and Electric Company {Ilowa-Illinois) for
the Davenport, lowa, area from facilities
located in Rock Island County, Illinois,
and Scott County, lowa. Natural owns
and operates three parallel pipelines (8,
10 and 20-inch) from its Amarillo
mainline to the Mississippi River in
Rock Island County, Illinois. Natural
proposes to retire the 8-inch pipeline
which was constructed in 1933 and has
been subject to leaks in the past few
years. Natural states that its sale to
TIowa-lllinois will not be interrupted or
otherwise affected by the abandonment.

Comment date: February 4, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.
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3. Transwestern Pipeline Co. and H. L.
Brown, Jr.

{Docket No. CP87-112-000)
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on December 18,
1986,' Transwestern Pipeline Company
[Transwestern), P.O. Box 1188, Houston,
Texas 77001, and H. L. Brown, Jr.,
(Brown), 300 West Louisiana, P.O. Box
2237, Midland, Texas 79702, filed as
joint applicants in Docket No. CP87-112—
000 an application pursuant to section 7
of the Natural Gas Act for an order (i)
authorizing Transwestern's
abandonment of certain facilities, (ii)
authorizing a change of service, (iii)
authorizing pre-granted abandonment of
service, and (iv) declaring that certain
facilities would be exempt gathering/
processing facilities, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Transwestern proposes to abandon
certain facilities that have heretofore
been utilized to receive natural gas sold
to Transwestern by Brown, among
others. Transwestern states that the
facilities would be transferred by sale to
Brown who would continue to operate
them for the transportation of gas
purchased by Transwestern under
various gas sales contracts with
producers. It is stated that Transwestern
and Brown desire to restructure their
sale and purchase of natural gas so as
to: (i) Provide for a single point of
delivery for Brown's gas in the Bluitt
Field pursuant to a single contract, and
(i) afford Transwestern the flexibility to
respond to market conditions when
purchasing gas from the Bluitt Field. It is
further stated that Transwestern and
Brown have conditionally agreed to
cancel the original contracts and have
entered into a new gas purchase which
covers one hundred percent of the gas
heretofore covered by the contracts, It is
stated that Brown would reimburse
Transwestern an amount determined by
Transwestern not to exceed $290,000 for
the facilities and related easements and
appurtenances, and an additional
amount determined by Transwestern
not to exceed $25,000 for the relocation
of an existing pig launcher and the
establishment of a meter station to
become the new single delivery point,

Pregranted abandonment
authorization is requested with respect
to the gas covered by the superseding

——
' The notice of application was tendered for filing

on December 4, 1986; however, the fee required by

§ 381.302 of the Commission's Rules (18 CFR

381.302) was not paid until December 18, 1986,

Section 381.103 of the Commission’s Rules provides

that the filing date is the date on which the fee is
paid,

gas purchase contract between
Transwestern and Brown. It is stated
that under the terms of the contract and
as part of the consideration
Transwestern would receive for
transferring the facilities to Brown,
Transwestern is given the right,
exercisable in its sole discretion, to
prospectively reduce the price paid for
the gas, subject to the right on Brown's
part to have the gas released from the
contract if the reduced price is
unacceptable to Brown, and
Transwestern is relieved from any take-
or-pay obligation. It is explained that
Transwestern has the option, but not the
obligation, to take and pay for one
hundred percent of the maximum daily
quantity of gas deliverable from the
properties (the MDQ) subject to a right
on the part of Brown to cancel the
contract if takes during any quarter fall
below fifty percent of the MDQ or the
volume tendered by Brown.

Authorization is requested to permit a
change in service resulting from the
change in delivery points as mentioned
above, and from Brown's exercise of
certain processing rights. It is stated that
the parties proposed to install the new
single delivery point at the outlet of a
field compression and liquid scrubber
separation facility which has been in
use intermittently since November 13,
1985. Brown states that he plans to
install a skid-mounted cryogenic liquid
extraction plant at this location.

Brown requests an order declaring
that Brown is not required to obtain a
certificate of public convenience and
necessity covering his use of the
facilities which he would purchase from
Transwestern.

Comment date: February 4, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

4. United Gas Pipe Line Co. and
Southern Natural Gas Company

[Docket No. CP69-305-001]
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on December 12,
1986, United Gas Pipe Line Company
(United), P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Texas
77251-1478 and Southern Natural Gas
Company (Southern), P.O Box 2563,
Birmingham, Alabama 35202-2563,
(collectively referred to herein as
Applicants) filed in Docket No. CP69-
305-001 a joint petition to amend the
order issued August 19, 1969, in Docket
No. CP69-305 as amended by order
issued April 5, 1974, in Docket Nos.
CP73-87, et al.. pursuant to section 7(c)
of the Natural Gas Act to authorize the
Applicants to exchange natural gas
currently dedicated to Sea Robin
Pipeline Company (Sea Robin) and

Southern, all as more fully set forth in
the petition to amend which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

It is stated that the Applicants entered
into an amendatory agreement dated
August 25, 1986, in which United and
Southern would exchange gas currently
dedicated to Sea Robin or Southern,
which is related by Sea Robin or by
Southern and Transported by Sea Robin
for Southern’s account, as if the gas
released and transported were
purchased directly by Southern or by
Southern from Sea Robin.

Applicants state that the exchange of
natural gas between their respective
pipeline systems would facilitate the
transportation and exchange of released
gas to provide take-or-pay relief for Sea
Robin and Southern and their customers
and would aid producers to market their
gas.

Comment date: February 4, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

5. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a
Division of Tenneco Inc.

[Docket No. CP87-130-000]
January 15, 1987.

Take notice that on December 18,
1986, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company,
a Division of Tenneco Inc. (Applicant),
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001,
filed in Docket No. CP87-130-000 an
application pursuant to section 7(c) of
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of
public convenience and necessity
authorizing the transportation of natural
gas on an interruptible basis for Yankee
Gathering Company (Yankee), all as
more fully set forth in the application
which is on file with the Commission
and open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to transport up to
a maximum of 16,300 dt equivalent of
natural gas per day for Yankee under
the terms of a November 14, 1986, gas
transportation agreement. Applicant
states that it would receive gas at
thirteen existing receipt points. A
thermally equivalent quantity of gas,
less volumes for Applicant's fuel and
uses and gas lost and unaccounted-for
would then be redelivered to Yankee, or
for the account of Yankee, at either
Applicant’s Meter No. 2-0093 located in
White Plains, New York, or Applicant's
Meter No. 2-0596 located in Bay City,
Texas.

Applicant states that the proposed
transportation would be for a primary
term of two years from the date of initial
deliveries and from year-to-year
thereafter unless terminated by either
party upon 180 days prior written notice.
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In addition to the transportation
charge, Applicant proposes to charge
Yankee the currently effective Gas
Research Institute surcharge of 1.32
cents per dt equivalent. Pursuant to the
November 14, 1986 agreement Yankee
has agreed to provide, at no cost to
Applicant, a daily quantity in dt
equivalent of natural gas for Applicant's
system fuel and uses and gas lost and
unaccounted-for as detailed in the table
below.

Trans- Rate
poraton | per gt | Fuel
Point of receipt and point of | quantity Lizee
delvery perdt | “IN* | o
equiva-
jent {cents)
Meter No. 1-1289, Nueces
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 50 77.62 7.62
Bay City, TX 50 11.00 1.07
Meter No. 1-1180,
County, TX:
White Plains, NY 3,000 81.89 8.03
Bay City, TX 3,000 15.28 1.48
Meter No. 1-1756,
County, TX:
White Plains, NY 400| 8293 8.13
Bay City, TX... 400 16.31 1.58
Meter No. 1-1752, Montgom-
ery County, TX:
White Plains, NY .... 600 70.47 6.90
Bay City, TX............ 600 7.47 54
Meter No. 1-1634, Montgom-
ery County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 300 70.13 6.90
Bay City, TX 300 7.48 54
Meter No. 1-0797, Star
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 6,000 8299 813
Bay City, TX.......c..... 6.000 16.37 1.58
Meter No. 1-1683, San Patri-
cio County, TX:
White Piains, NY ... 800 78.31 7.69
Bay City, TX..cciiren 80O 11.70 1.14
Metar No. 1-1761,
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 150 64.33 6.34
Bay City, TX..c.iciee 150 12.46 50
Meter No. 1-1775,
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 3200 6396 8.31
Bay City, TX....ccovvion e 3,200 12.84 50
Meter No. 1-1778, Wharton
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 200 72.60 7.14
Bay City, TX 200 599 59
Meter No. No. 1-1725, Hidal-
go County, TX:
White Plains, NY .... 300 81.82 8.02
Bay City, TX 300 15.21 147
Meter No. 1-1681, San Patn-
cio County, TX:
White Plains, NY .... 500 77.93 7.65
Bay City, TX......o. 500 11.21 1.10
Meter No. 1-1641,
County, TX:
White Plains, NY ... 800 63.82 629
Bay City, TX 800 12.97 50

Comment date: February 5, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraph

F. Any person desiring to be heard or
make any protest with reference to said
filing should on or before the comment
date file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, a motion to intervene or a protest
in accordance with the requirements of

the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and 385.214)
and the Regulations under the Natural
Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be
considered by it in determining the
appropriate action be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing
therein must file a motion to intervene in
accordance with the Commission's
Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission by
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act
and the Commission's Rules of Practice
and Procedure, a hearing will be held
without further notice before the
Commission or its designee on this filing
if no motion to intervene is filed within
the time required herein, if the
Commission on its own review of the
matter finds that a grant of the
certificate is required by the public
convenience and necessity. If a motion
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if
the Commission on its own motion
believes that a formal hearing is
required, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for the applicant to appear
or be represented at the hearing.
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 87-1279 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Sun Exploration and Production Co.;
Petition for Adjustment

[Docket No. SA87-30-000]
Issued: January 15, 1987,

On November 24, 1986, Sun
Exploration and Production Company
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission a petition for waiver
pursuant to Commission Order No. 399-
A,! section 502(c) of the Natural Gas
Policy Act of 1978,2 and Subpart K of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure.?® Sun seeks waiver of any

! Refunds Resulting from Btu Measurement
Adjustments, 49 FR 46,353 (November 26, 1984);
FERC Stats. & Regs. [Regulations Preambles 1982-
1965] § 30.612.

215 U.5.C. 3412(c) (1982).

318 CFR 385.1101-385.1117 (1966).

portion of its Btu refund obligation
attributable to royalties paid by it to the
Minerals Management Service of the
U.S. Department of the Interior (MMS)
which it cannot recover from MMS,
Under Order No. 399, these refunds were
due by November 5, 1986,* but this
deadline has been postponed.®

Sun requests waiver on grounds that
MMS has taken the position that refunds
not filed for within the statute of
limitations period under section 10 of
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act
are barred.®

The procedures applicable to the
conduct of this adjustment proceeding
are found in Subpart K of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. Any person desiring to
participate in this adjustment
proceeding must file a motion to
intervene in accordance with the
provisions of Subpart K. All motions to
intervene must be filed within 15 days
after publication of this notice in the
Federal Register.
Kenneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 87-1163 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket Nos. ER87-19-000 et al.]

Wisconsin Power & Light Co. etal;
Electric Rate and Corporate
Regulation Filings

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Wisconsin Power & Light Co.

[Docket No. ER87-19-000]
January 13, 1987.

Take notice that on December 11,
1986, Wisconsin Power & Light Company
(WP&L) tendered for filing additional
information concerning its filing in this
docket. The additional information
relates to the monthly carrying charge
on the excess investment costs paid by

4 40 FR 37,735 at 37,740 {September 26, 1984).
FERC Stats, & Regs. [Regulations Preambles 1962~
1985) 30,597 at p. 31,150, In Order No. 399, the
Commission established refund procedures for
charges for natural gas that exceeded NGPA
ceilings as a result of Btu measurements based on
the water vapor content of the gas “as delivered.”
rather than on a water saturated basis. In so doing
the Commission was implementing the decision In
Interstate Natural Gas Association of America v
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 716 F 2d1
(D.C. Cir. 1983), cert. denied, 465 U.S. 1108 (1984)

& In Order No. 399-C, issued November 5. 195,
the Commission postponed the Noyember 5. 1960
deadline for payment of Btu refunds attributsble 10
royalty payments for any first seller that has a
petition on file with the Commission speking waiver
of or postponement of the deadline to pay Bt
refunds attributable to royalty payments.

6 43 11.5.C. 1339 (1982).
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the customer for establishment of a
second delivery point.

WP&L states that copies of its
supplemental filing have been mailed to
the Public Service Commission of
Wisconsin and to the affected customer,
the City of Reedsburg, Wisconsin.

Comment date: January 23, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. Central Vermont Public Service Co.

[Docket No. FR87-212-000)
January 14, 1987.

Take notice the Central Vermont
Public Service Corporation (CVPS) on
January 5, 1987 tendered for filing as a
rate schedule an executed agreement
dated as of May 25, 1985 between CVPS
and Vermont Marble Company (VM).
The proposed rates schedule provides
for the sale of non-firm energy by CVPS
to VM.

CVPS states that a copy of the filing
was served on VM, as well as the
Vermont Public Service Board and the
Vermont Department of Public Service.

Comment date: Janaury 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

3. Consumers Power Co.

[Docket No. ER87-211-000]
January 14, 1987,

Take notice that Consumers Power
Company (“Consumers”) on January 5,
1987, tendered for filing the
Supplemental Agreement No. 2 to
Coordinated Operating Agreement
Between Consumers Power Company
and The Michigan South Central Power
Agency, together with Supplemental
Agreement No. 8 to Coordinated
Operating Agreement Between
Consumers Power Company and
Wolverine Power Supply Cooperative,
Inc., City of Grand Haven, Michigan,
City of Traverse City, Michigan, and
City of Zeeland, Michigan.

The extent of transactions among the
parties under the new service schedules
for the next twelve months is not known
at the present time as such transactions
will occur only from time to time as
conditions on either system dictate.
Accordingly, it is not possible to
estimate the transactions for such
period.

Consumers states that copies of the
filing were served on the Michigan
South Central Power Agency, Wolverine
Power Supply Cooperative, Inc., the City
of Grand Haven, Michigan, the City of
Zeeland, Michigan, and on the Michigan
Public Service Commission,

Comment date: January 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice,

4. The Empire District Electric Co.

|Docket No. ER87-213-000]
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that The Empire District
Electric Company, on January 6, 1987
tendered for filing a proposed
Amendment to the Transmission
Peaking Service Contract, agreement for
interchange of power and
interconnected operation between The
Empire District Electric Company (EDE)
and Kansas Electric Power Cooperative,
Inc. (KEPCO).

The amendment will change the
maximum contract demand from 105,000
Kw to 106,000 Kw.

Comment date: Janaury 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. Kansas City Power & Light Co.

[Docket No. ER86-701-002)
January 14, 1987.

Take notice that on January 6, 1987,
Kansas City Power & Light Company
(KCPL) tendered for filing KCPL's
revised cost of service and other
exhibits which reflect the effects of the
Tax Reform Act of 1986. KCPL states
that this filing is in response to the

Commission's Order issued November 7,

1986.

Comment date: January 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this document.

6. Pacific Gas and Electric Co.

[Docket No. ER87-133-000]
January 15, 1987.

Take notice that on January 12, 1987,
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E) tendered for filing a revision to
its prior filing in this docket. PG&E
states that the revision is intended to
clarify the language of the filing with
regard to the Fuel Cost Adjustment
provisions of the filing.

P&GE states that it has served copies
of the revision to the parties on the
service list for this docket. PG&E
requests that the change noted above be
accepted by the Commission as part of
PG&E's filing in this docket. PG&E
further states that the customer, the City
of Santa Clara, has been notified of the
change which PG&E is requesting and
concurs in it.

Comment date: January 23, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice

7. Pacific Gas and Electric Co.

[Docket No. ER86-834-000]
January 15, 1987.

Take notice that on December 24,
1986, Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PGandE) submitted for filing a further

amendment to the amended Economy
Energy Contract between itself and
Public Service Company of New Mexico
(PNM) which was noticed by the
Commission on October 15, 1986.
PGandE states that it proposes not to
use sections 7.1.1. and 7,1.2 of the
Amended Contract. The further
Amended Contract permits PGandE to
offer economy energy at rates which
permit the price to reflect the current
market price of such energy.

Copies of the further amendment have
been served upon PNM.

Comment date: January 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

8. The Washington Water Power Co.

[Docket No. ER87-214-000]
January 14, 1987,

Take notice that on January 8, 1987,
The Washington Water Power Company
(Washington), the seller, tendered for
filing copies of an Agreement for
Purchase and Sale of Firm Power and
Energy with Pacific Power & Light
Company (Pacific), the purchaser. This
Agreement, executed December 19, 1986,
provides for Pacific to purchase from
Washington one-half of the
requirements of the Centralia Mine,
Washington states that the intitial term
of the Agreement is December 24, 1986,
through December 31, 1991, with
contractual provisions for its extension
beyond that date contingent to Pacific's
commencement of negotiations to
extend service to the Centralia Mine
beyond that date. Washington is to have
first right of refusal for 60 days following
such negotiations.

Washington requests an effective date
of December 24, 1986, and therefore
requests a waiver of the Commission's
prior notice requirements stating that
there will be no effect upon purchasers
under other rate schedules.

Comment date: January 28, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

9. Savannah Electric and Power Co.

[Docket No. ER87-18-000]
January 15, 1987.

Take notice that on January 6, 1987,
Savannah Electric Power Company
(Applicant) filed an application with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
seeking authority, pursuant to section
204 of the Federal Power Act, to issue
not more than $25.5 million of unsecured
short-term promissory notes maturing no
later than November 30, 1988.

Comment date: February 5, 1987, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.
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E. Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington,
DC 20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). All such motions or
protests should be filed on or before the
comment date. 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 motion to intervene. Copies
of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

|FR Doc. 87-1277 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Western Area Power Administration

Boulder Canyon Project; Proposed
Power Rate

AGENCY: Western Area Power
Administration, Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of proposed power
rate—Boulder Canyon Project.

SUMMARY: The Western Area Power
Administration (Western) is proposing
to establish a rate for power and energy
from the Boulder Canyon Project (BCP).
The rate for the Boulder Canyon Project
will cover annual operating expenses
and repay the Federal investment in
addition to the funds advanced by the
customers to complete the uprating of
existing generating units (Uprating
Program) of the BCP. The proposed rate
for firm power is composed of an energy
charge of 5.223 mills per kilowatthour
(kWh) and a capacity charge of $11.62
per kilowatt per year, which will be
applied on a monthly basis. In addition,
Western shall include a charge of 2.5
mills for every kWh of energy generated
from the BCP and sold to customes in
California and Nevada, and 4.5 mills for
every kWh of energy generated from the
BCP and sold to customers in Arizona
for augmentation of the Lower Colorado
River Basin Development Fund. The
proposed new BCP-F1 Rate Schedule
will replace the charges established by
the Estimated Generating Charges for
the Boulder Canyon Project for
Operating Year ended May 31, 1987, and
the Determination of Energy Rates for
Operating Year ended May 31, 1986. The
effective date of the new BCP-F1 Rate

Schedule will be the first day of June
1987 and is necessitated by the existing
charges terminating at midnight, May 31,
1987, along with the General Regulations
for Generation and Sale of Power in
accordance with the Boulder Canyon
Project Adjustment Act, approved and
promulgated May 20, 1941. The research
and analysis information in support of
the need for, and the probable effect of,
the proposed rate, including the Boulder
Canyon Project Repayment Analysis, is
available for review and copying at the
Boulder City Area Office. In addition, a
brochure explaining the proposed
capacity and energy charges and
outlining the methodology used in
developing the proposed rate will be
distributed to the Boulder Canyon
Project customers and other interested
parties. Since the proposed rate is a
major rate adjustment as defined by the
current procedures for public
participation in general rate
adjustments, a public information and a
public comment forum will be held.
After public discussions and review of
public comments, Western will
determine a final proposed power rate.
DATES: The consultation and comment
period will begin with publication of this
notice in the Federal Register and will
end 75 day thereafter. The consultation
and comment period has been shortened
15 days pursuant to §903.14, 10 CFR Part
803, because of the necessity to
implement new rates prior to the
expiration of the 1941 General
Regulations and existing rate. A public
information forum will be held at 9 a.m.
on February 3, 1987. A public comment
forum will be held at 9 a.m. on March 16,
1987.

ADDRESSES: The public information
forum and the public comment forum
will be held in the Pyramid Il room of
the Dunes Hotel, Las Vegas, Nevada, on
the dates and times cited above. Written
comments may be sent to: Mr. Thomas
A. Hine, Area Manager, Boulder City
Area Office, Western Area Power
Administration, P.O. Box 200, Boulder
City, NV 89005,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Tom Carter, Assistant Area
Manager for Power Marketing, Boulder
City Area Office, Western Area Power
Administration, P.O. Box 200, Boulder
City, NV 89005, (702) 477-3255.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Power
rates for the Boulder Canyon Project are
established pursuant to the Department
of Energy Organization Act (42 U.S.C.
7101, et seq.); the Reclamation Act of
1902 (32 Stat. 388) and all acts
amendatory thereof and supplementary
thereto; the Colorado River Basin
Project Act of 1968 (43 U.S.C. 1501, et

seq.); the Colorado River Storage Project
Act of 1956 (43 U.S.C. 620, et seq.): the
Boulder Canyon Project Act of 1928 (43
U.S.C. 617, et seq.); the Boulder Canyon
Project Adjustment Act of 1940 (43
U.S.C. 620, et seq.); the Hoover Power
Plant Act of 1984 (98 Stat. 1333) (43
U.S.C. 620, et seq.); and the General
Regulations for the Charges for Sale of
Power from the Boulder Canyon Project,
Final Rule (General Regulations) (10
CFR Part 904) published in the Federal
Register at 51 FR 43124 on November 28,
1986.

The Secretary of the Department of
Energy, by Delegation Order No. 0204~
108 (48 FR 55664, December 14, 1983), as
amended at 51 FR 19744 on May 30,
1986, delegated to the Administrator of
Western the authority to develop power
and transmission rates; to the Under
Secretary of the Department of Energy
the authority to confirm, approve, and
place such rates in effect on an interim
basis; and to the Federl Energy
Regulatory Commission the authority to
either confirm and approve and place in
effect on a final basis, to remand, or to
disapprove such rates.

The procedures for public
participation in rate adjustments for
power marketed by Western are
formally cited as “Procedures for Public
Participation in Power and Transmission
Rate Adjustments and Extensions" (10
CFR Part 903) published in the Federal
Register at 50 FR 37837 on September 18,
1985.

Availability of Information

All brochures, studies, comments,
letters, memorandums, and other
documents made or kept by Western for
the purpose of developing the proposed
rate are and will be available for
inspection and copying at the Boulder
City Area Office.

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

Pursuant to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act of 1980 (5 U.S.C. 601, et seq.), each
agency, when required by 5 U.5.C. 553 to
publish a proposed rule, is further
required to prepare and make available
for public comment an initial regulatory
flexibility analysis to describe the
impact of the proposed rule on small
entities. In this instance, the initiation of
the Boulder Canyon Project rate is
related to nonregulatory services
provided by Western at a particular
rate. Under 5 U.S.C. 601(2), rules of
particular applicability relating to rates
of services are not considered rules
within the meaning of the act. Since the
Boulder Canyon Project rate is of limited
applicability, no flexibility analysis is
required.




Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 13 /| Wednesday, January 21, 1987 / Notices

2281

Determination Under Executive Order
12291

The Department of Energy has
determined that this is not a major rule
because it does not meet the criteria of
section 1(b) of Executive Order 12291 (46
FR 13193, February 19, 1981). In addition,
Western has an exemption from
sections 3, 4, and 7 of Executive Order
12291, and therefore, will not prepare a
regulatory impact statement.

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980

The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980
(44 U.S.C. 3501-3520) requires that
certain information collection
requirements be approved by the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
before information is demanded of the
public. OMB has issued a final rule on
the Paperwork Burdens on the Public (48
FR 13666) dated March 31, 1983. Ample
opportunity was provided in the
proposed rule for the interested public to
participate in the development of the
General Regulations. There is no
requirement that members of the public
participating in the development of the
Boulder Canyon Project rate supply
information about themselves to the
Government. It follows that the Boulder
Canyon Project rates are exempt from
the Paperwork Reduction Act.

Environmental Evaluation

In compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
[NEPA), Council of Environmental
Quality regulations, and Department of
Energy (DOE) guidelines, Western
conducts environmental evaluations of
certain rate and allocation actions.
Pursuant to the NEPA, and DOE
regulations published in the Federal
Register (47 FR 7976) on Februry 23,
1982, as amended, Western evaluated
the potential for environmental impact
of the Boulder City General
Consolidated Power Marketing Criteria
or Regulations for the Boulder City Area
Projects (Criteria) (Environmental
Assessment No. DOE EA-0204). On May
2,1983, the DOE executed a Finding of
No Significant Impact for that proposal.
Part of the original Criteria referenced
the rate formula and application criteria
that are now developed and proposed in
this notice. Based on existing
environmental documentation and
further review of environmental
considerations, Western has determined
that the implementation of the rate
formula and the selected rate does not
constitute a major Federal action having
a significant adverse impact on the
human environment, and the
preparation of an environmental

assessment or an environmental impact
statement is not required. A
memorandum to this effect has been
prepared and copies will be sent to
interested persons upon request.

Issued at Golden, Colorado, January 14,
1987.
William H. Clagett,
Administrator.

|FR Doc. 87-1315 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP-100034; FRL-3143-5]
Environ Corporation; Transfer of Data

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This is a notice to certain
persons who have submitted
information to EPA in connection with
pesticide information requirements
imposed under the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA)
and the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA).

Environ Corporation has been
awarded a contract to perform work for
the EPA Office of Policy, Planning and
Evaluation and will be provided access
to certain information submitted to EPA
under FIFRA and the FFDCA. Some of
this information may have been claimed
to be confidential business information
(CBI) by submitters. This information
will be transferred to Environ
Corporation consistent with the
requirements of 40 CFR 2.307(h) and 40
CFR 2.308(h)(2), respectively. This action
will enable Environ Corporation to fulfill
the obligations of the contract and this
notice serves to notify affected persons.
DATE: Environ Corporation will be given
access to this information no sooner
than January 26, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

By mail: William C. Grosse, Program
Management and Support Division
(TS-757C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DC 20460.

Office location and telephone number:
Rm. 222, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA (703-557-
2613).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under

CEQ Contract No. EQ6C10, Task Order

No. 86-EPA-20, Environ Corporation

will provide technical support to EPA's

Office of Policy, Planning and

Evaluation (OPPE) in studying the
feasibility of classifying inerts on the
basis of use, and of developing a means
of encouraging or requiring substitution
of less toxic or lower risk inert
ingredients for more toxic or higher risk
inert ingredients in pesticide products.
This investigation will focus on inerts
that have been classified as INERTS OF
TOXICOLOGICAL CONCERN, and
HIGH PRIORITY FOR TESTING. This
contract involves no subcontractors.

The Office of Policy, Planning and
Evaluation and the Office of Pesticide
Programs have jointly determined that
the contract herein described involves
work that is being conducted in
connection with FIFRA, in that pesticide
inert ingredients will be the subject of
certain evaluations to be made under
this contract. These evaluations may be
used in subsequent regulatory decisions
under FIFRA.

Some of this information may be
entitled to confidential treatment. The
information has been submitted to EPA
under sections 3, 6, and 7 of FIFRA and
obtained under sections 408 and 409 of
the FFDCA.

In accordance with the requirements
of 40 CFR 2.307(h)(2), the contract with
Environ Corporation prohibits use of the
information for any purpose other than
purpose(s) specified in the contract;
prohibits disclosure of the information
in any form to a third party without
prior written approval from the Agency
or affected business; and requires that
each official and employee of the
contractor sign an agreement to protect
the information from unauthorized
release. In addition, Environ
Corporation is required to submit for
EPA approval a security plan under
which any CBI will be secured and
protected against unauthorized release
or compromise. No information will be
provided to this contractor until the
above requirements have been fully
satisfied. Records of information
provided to this contractor will be
maintained by the Project Officer for
this contract in the EPA Office of Palicy,
Planning and Evaluation. All
information supplied to Environ
Corporation by EPA for use in
connection with this contract will be
returned to EPA when Environ
Corporation has completed its work.

Dated: January 2, 1987.
Susan H. Wayland,
Acting Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 87-1103 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M
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PP 6G3320/T534; FRL-3144-1]

Merck Sharp.and Dohme Research
Laboratory; Establishment of
Temporary Tolerance

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: EPA has established a
lemporary tolerance for residues of the
miticide, avermectin and its delta 8,9-
geometric isomer in or on the raw
agricultural commodity cottonseed. This
temporary tolerance was requested by
Merck Sharp and Dohme Research
Laboratory.

DATE: This temporary tolerance expires

November 15, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

By mail: George LaRogcca, Product
Manager (PM) 15, Registration
Division [TS-767C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
DT 20460.

Office location and telephone number:
Rm. 204, CM=2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA (703-557-
2400).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Merck

Sharp and Dohme Research Labaratory,

Division of Merck and Co., Hillsborough

Rd., Three Bridges, NJ 08887, has

requested in pesticide petition PP

6(G3320 the establishment.of a temporany
tolerance for residues of the miticide,
avermectinand its:delta 8.9-.geometric
isomer in or on the raw agricultural
commodity cottonseed at 0.005 part per
million (ppm).

This temporary tolerance will permit
the marketing of the above raw
agricultural commodity when treated in
accordance with the provisions of
experimental use permit 50658-EUP-2,
which is being issued under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) as amended (Pub. L. 95-396,
92 Stal. 819:;7 U.S.C. 136).

The scientific data reported and other
relevant material were evaluated, and it
was determined that establishment of
the temporary tolerance will protect the
public health. Therefore, the temporary
tolerance has been established on'the
condition that the pesticide be used in
accordance with the experimental use
permit and with the following
provisions:

1. The total amount of the active
ingredient to be used must not exceed
the quantity authorized by the
experimental use permit.

2. Merck Sharp and Dohme Research
Lab. must immediately notify the EPA of
any findings from the.experimental use
that have a bearing on safety. The

company must also‘keep records:af
production, distribution, and
performance and on request make the
records available to anyauthorized
officer or employee of the:EPA orthe
Food and Drug Administration.

This tolerance expires November 18,
1987. Residues not in excess of this
amount remaining in or on'the raw
agricultural commodity after this
expiration date will not be considered
actionable if the pesticide isilegally
applied during the term of, and in
accordance with, the provisions of the
experimental use permit and temporary
tolerance. This tolerance may be
revoked if the experimental use permit
is revoked or if any experience with or
scientific.data on this pesticide indicate
that such revocalion is necessary to
protect:the public health.

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this notice from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

Pursuant to'the requirements of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 86—
354, 94 'Stat. 1164, 5'U.S.C. 610-612), the
Administrator has determined that
regulations establishing new tolerances
or raising tolerance levels or
establishing exemptions from tolerance
requirements do not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. A certification
statement to this effect was published in
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46
FR 24950).

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 33ba(j).
Dated: January 8, 1987.
Edwin F. Tinsworth,

Director, Registration Division, Qffice of
Pesticide Programs.

|FR Doc. 87-1104 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 amy]
BILLING CODE :6560-50-M

[OPP-30000/30D; FRL 3144-3]

Final Determination and intent to
Cancel and Deny Applications For
Registrations of Pesticide Products
Containing Pentachiorophenol
(Including But Not Limited To Its Salts
and Esters) for Non-Wood Uses

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Notice of intent to cancel; notice
of denial of applications for registration.

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
Agency’s decision to cancel
registrations for all products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and.esters for non-wood uses except for
pulp/paper mill, oil well operations, and
cooling tower uses. This decision is in
response to an EPA-initiated

administrative review process to

consider cancellation or modification of

pesticide registrations for all uses of

pentachlorophenol. The pulp/paper mill,

oil well operations, and cooling tower

uses-of pentachlorephenel will be
addressed after receipt.of exposure, use,
and ecological effects data,

ADDRESS: fearing Requests: Request for

a hearing should be submitted to:

Hearing Clerk (A-100), Environmental

Protection Agency, 401 M St. SW.,

Washington, DC 20460.

Public Docket: The public docket is
available from 8 a:m. 104 p.m,, Monday
through Friday, except legal holidays, at
the following location: Program
Management:and Support Division, Rm.
236, Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 22202.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
By mail:

Spencer Duffy, Special Review Branch,
Registration Division (TS-767C),
Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
St. SW., Washington, DC 20460.

Office Location and Telephone Number:
Rm. 1006, Crystal Mall #2, 1921
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington,
VA 22202.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Introduction

EPA issued a Notice of Rebuttable
Presumption Against Registration
(RPAR) (hereafter referred to as Special
Review) published in the Federal
Register of October 18, 1978 (48 FR
48443) for the uses of pesticide products
containing pentachlorophenol including
its salts and esters. Issuance of that
notice initiated the Agency's Special
Review of the risks and benefits of these
products. The Special Review was
issued on the basis of fetotoxicity and
teratogenicity. The Position Document 1
(PD 1) issued with the Notice of
Rebuttable Presumption described in
detail the studies that formed the basis
for the presumption. On December 12,
1984, EPA (49 FR 48367) published a
preliminiary determiation for the non-
wood uses.of pentachlorophenol
proposing cancellation of all non-wood
uses, except for the pulp/paper mill and
oil well water uses. The Position
Document 2/3 (PD 2/3) which supported
this preliminary determination was
made available to the public at that time
(Ref. 21). Stadies indicating the
oncogenicity of hexachlorodibenzo-p-
dioxin (HxCDD) and hexachlorobenzene
(HCB), contaminants of
pentachlorophenol, were detailed in the
PD 2/3. Thus, a presumption of
oncogenicity was added to the previous
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presumptions of fetoxicity and
teratogenicity.

The Agency also issued a Notice of
Intent to Cancel for the wood
preservative uses of pantachlorophenol
on July 13, 1984 (49 FR 28666). That
Notice required certain modifications to
the terms and conditions of registration
to avoid cancellation. The Wood
Preservatives Position Document 4 (WP
PD 4, Ref. 21a) and the Wood
Preservalives Position Document % (WP
PD %, Ref. 21b) supporting that decision
discussed in detail many of the studies
which provided the basis for the risk
determinations on pentachlorophenol
set forth herein.

The Agency has published an
amended Notice of Intent to Cancel for
pentachlorophenol wood preservative
products which specifies a phase-in
approach to reducing the level of the
hexachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (HxCDD).
Through this notice, the phased-in
approach is being applied to the
remaining non-wood uses (pulp/paper
mills, oil well operations, and cooling
towers) as well. When the Scientific
Advisory Panel discussed the wood uses
of pentachlorophenol in 1981, they
concluded that “EPA should require
industry to reduce the dioxin content of
penta to as low a level as is
technologically and economically
feasible.” When the Panel met to
discuss the non-wood uses in early 1986,
the Panel reiterated its concern over
dioxin levels in penta products.

In accordance with the settlement, for
the first year, each batch of
pentachlorophenol manufacturing use
product released for shipment will
contain no more than 15 ppm (HxCDD).
During the second year, each batch can
contain no more than 6 ppm HxCDD,
with a monthly average not exceeding 3
ppm. Finally, after the second year, the
monthly average for batches of
pentacholorophenol released for
shipment will not exceed 2 ppm HxCDD,
and individual batches cannot contain
more than 4 ppm HxCDD. The Notice
specifies limits for other contaminants
of pentachlorophenol and sets forth the
mechanisms by which compliance with
the contaminant limits will be measured,
monitored, and enforced.

The PD % proposing cancellation of
products for non-wood uses (except for
pulp/paper mill and oil well operations)
was sent to the SAP for review. The
SAP met on July 9, 1985 to hear
presentations by the Agency, registrants
and other interested parties. The SAP's
comments are published in their untirety
in unit VLA. of this Notice. The SAP
supported the Agency's proposal.

Subsequent to the SAP review, the
Canadian Environmental Protection

Services provided information to the
Agency concerning potential risks posed
to aquatic organisms. On the basis of
this information (Ref. 16) and other
available data, the Agency drafted
Position Document 4 (PD 4) which would
have concelled registrations of
pentachlorophenol for all non-wood
uses including pulp/paper mill and oil
well operations. The draft PD 4 was sent
to the SAP for its review.

The SAP met on February 11, 1986 for
the second time on pentachlorophenol
non-wood uses and concluded that the
data and data analysis were inadequate
for a thorough scientific review of the
ecotoxicological risk presented by use of
pentachlorophenol in pulp/paper mills
and oil well operations. The SAP
recommended a reanalysis of the
exposure and risk of pentachlorophenol
when used in pulp/paper mills and in oil
well operations followed by a
resubmission of the material to the SAP
in the future. The SAP's comments are
published in their entirety in Section
VI.B. of this Notice.

Also, one registrant, Chapman, stated
at the meeting that use of
pentachlorophenol in cooling towers
was a significant use. The Agency's
information indicated, however, that the
use of pentachlorophenol for cooling
towers was limited. Therefore, the
Agency decided to seek additional
information on this use as well as the
pulp/paper mill and oil well uses.

On May 30, 1986, the Agency issued a
Data Call-In Notice for
pentachlorophenol and its salts for
pulp/paper mill, oil well operations, and
cooling tower uses. The Agency
requested use and exposure data. The
results from analysis of these data will
dictate whether and to what extent
ecological effects data will be needed.

The Agency is concerned about the
ubiquity of pentachlorophenol, its
persistence in the environment, its
fetotoxic and teratogenic properties, its
presence in human tissues, and its
oncogenic risks from the presence of
dioxions in the technical material.
Therefore, because no comments were
received in opposition to the proposed
cancellation of most non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol, the Agency has
determined to go forward with the
cancellation action for such non-wood
uses. These non-wood products include
herbicides, antimicrobials, disinfectants,
mossicides, and defoliants.

This Notice announces the Agency's
final decision to cancel registrations of
all products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and esters for non-wood use, except for
pulp/paper mill, oil well operations
(drilling muds and waters), and cooling

towers. This decision was made by the
Agency after consideration of all
comments concerning the PD % and
draft PD 4. The Agency will address the
three remaining uses at a later date
when the requested data have been
submitted and evaluated. For the cooling
tower, oil well water, and pulp/paper
mill uses, exposure to the applicator is
low (non-wood PD %, pages 11-31
through 11-33).

The Agency has determined that
current products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and esters for the non-wood uses
subject to this Notice meet or exceed the
Agency'’s risk criteria outlined in 40 CFR
154.7. The risks associated with these
non-wood uses are discussed in detail in
the non-wood PD %3, pages I11-31 through
11-49.

The Agency has also analyzed the
economic, social, and environmental
benefits of these uses. In balancing risks
and benefits, the Agency considered
whether the risks of each use are
outweighed by the benefits of that use,
what risk reductions could be achieved,
and how risk reduction measures would
affect the benefits of that use.

The Agency has made a determination
that the risks of the non-wood
preservative uses of pentachlorophenol
are grater than the social, economic, and
environmental benefits of these uses.
Accordingly, the Agency is denying
applications and canceling the
registrations of products containing
pentachlorophenol inlcuding its salts
and esters for the following uses:

1. Herbicidal uses:
a. Greenhouses
b. Ornamental lawns and edging
c. Rights-of-way
d. Commercial and industrial non-crop
areas
e. Domestic dwellings
f. Public facilities
g Wasteland and aquatic areas
h, Golf courses
2. Antimicrobial uses:
a. Evaporative condensers, air washers
b. Adhesives, sealants. and canning
cements
¢. Gaskets
d. Photographic solutions
e. Other uses including latex paints/rubber.
defoaming agents, paper coatings
polyvinyl chloride emulsions zinc-
silicone dioxide coatings and feathers
f. Textiles/cordage
8. Leather tannery
h. Marine caulking/paints
3. Disinfectant uses:
a. Mushroom houses
b. Construction materials
4. Mossicide uses:
a. Lawns
b. Roofs
5 Defoliants
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This Notive is organized into seven
units. Unit L'is this intreduction. Unit 11,
entitled "LEGAL BACKGROUND,"
provides a general discussion of the
regulatory framework within which this
action is taken. Unit Il summarizes the
risks and benefits concerning'the non-
wood uses of pentachlorophenol except
for pulp/paper mill, oil well operations,
and cooling towers. Unit IV discusses
the regulatory options for these non-
wood uses of pentachlorephenaol. Unit V
presents the regulatory.decision. Unit VI
contains comments of the Scientific
Advisory Panel, registrants, and other
intercsted parties along with the
Agency's responses to those comments.
Unit VI, entitled "PROCEDURAL
MATTERS", provides a brief discussion
of the procedures which will-be
followed in implementing the regulatory
actions which the Agency is annoucing
in this Notice.

I1. Legal Background

In order to obtain a registration for a
pesticide under the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA),
as amended, an applicant for
registration must demonstrate that the
pesticide satisfies the statutory standard
for registration. The standard requires,
among other things, that the pesticide
perform its intended function without
causing “‘unreasonable adverse effects
on the environment,” under FIFRA
section 3(c)(5). The term “unreasonable
adverse effect on the environment" is
defined under FIFRA section 2(bb) as
“any unreasonable risk to man or the
environment, taking into account the
economic, social, and environmental
costs and benefits of the use of any
pesticide." This standard requires a
finding that the benefits of the use of the
pesticide exceed the risks of use, when
the pesticide is used in compliance with
the terms and conditions of registration
or in accordance with commmonly
recongnized practices.

The burden of proving that a pesticide
satisfies the registration standard is-on
the proponents of registration and
continues as long as the registration
remains in effect. Under FIFRA section
6, the Administrator may cancel the
registration whenever it is determined
that the pesticide:causes unreasonable
adverse effects on the environment. The
Agency created the RPAR process, now
known as the Special Review pracess, to
facilitate the identification of pesticide
uses which may not satisfy the statutory
requirements for registration and to
provide an informal precedure to-gather
and evaluate information about the rigks
and benefits of these uses.

A Special Review is initiated if a
peslicide meets or exceeds the risk

criteria set'out in the regulations at 40
CFR 154.7. The Agency announces that a
Special Review is initiated by issuinga
notice for publication in the Federal
Register. Registrants and other
interested persons are invited to review
the data upon which the review is based
and to submit data and information to
rebut the presumption by showing that
the Agency's initial determination of
risk was in error, or by showing that use
of the pesticide is not likely to result in
any significant risk to humans or the
environment. In addition to submitting
evidence to rebut the risk presumption,
commenters may submit-evidence as to
whether the -economic, social, and
environmental benefits of the use of the
pesticide outweigh the risks of use.
Unless all presumptions of risk are
rebutted, the Special Review is
concluded by issuance of a Notice of
Intent to Cancel.

In determining whether the use of a
pesticide poses risks which are greater
than the benefits, the Agency considers
possible changes to the terms and
conditions of registration which can
reduce risks, and the impacts of such
modifications on the benefits of use. If
the Agency determines that such
changes reduce risks to the level where
the benefits outweigh the risks, it may
require that such changes be made in
the terms and conditions of the
registration. Alternatively, the Agency
may determine that no changes in the
terms and conditions of a registration
will adeguately assure that use of the
pesticide will not pose any
unreasonable adverse effects. If the
Agency makes such a determination, it
may seek cancellation, and, if
necessary, suspension. In either case,
the Agency may issue a Notice of Intent
to Cancel the registration. If the Notice
requires changes in the terms and
conditions of registration, cancellation
may be avoided by making the specified
corrections set forth in the Notice, if
possible.

Adversely affected persons may also
request a hearing on the cancellation of
a specified registration and use, and if
they doso'in a legally effective manner,
that registration and use will be
maintained pendinga decision at the
close of ‘an administrative hearing.

Iil. Summary of Risks and Benefits
Determination

A. Risk Delerminations
1. Introduction

Pentachlorophenol poses the risks of
fetotoxicity [teratogenicity, as well as
the risk of oncegenicity due to'the
presence of the contaminants
hexachlorodibenzop-dioxin (HXCDD)

and hexachlorebenzene (HCB). HxCDD
also has the potential to cause
teratogenic/fetotoxic effects. The risk
assessment for HxCDD in this Notice is
based on the 15 ppm contaminant level
of HxCDD and the 2 ppm level specified
in the aforementioned settlement
agreement.

Use information obtained during
development of the PD 2/3 for the non-
wood uses of pentachlorophenol
indicates that applicators for the
herbicidal, antimicrobial, disinfectant,
mossicide and defoliant uses are subject
to exposure to pentachlorophenacl while
handling or applying products
containing the pesticide.

The detailed exposure assessment for
the nen-wood uses of pentachlorophenol
is presented on pages 11-31 through 1142
of the PD 2/3. Using the exposure
estimates:detailed in that document, the
risk estimates were calculated for the
risk concerns presented below.

2. Teratogenicity/fetotoxicity of
pentachlerophenol

Data available from a study
performed on rats (Ref. 1) showed that
either commercial or purified
pentachlorophenol, when administered
by gavage to rats on gestation days 6
through 15, caused statistically
significant increases in fetal resorptions.
statistically significant altered sex
ratios, and decreases in fetal body
weight and crown-rump length, all at the
higher doses tested (30 to 50 mg/kg/
day). Significant increases in fetal
anomalies compared to controls,
including skeletal defects of the ribs,
sternebrae, and vertebrae, were
observed at the two highest dose levels
(30 to 50 mg/kg/day) of both purified
and commercial pentachlorophenol. The
lowest dose of purified
pentachlorophenol (5 mg/kg/day)
caused a statistically significant
increase over controls in delayed skull
ossification.

Due to the absence of a no-observed-
effect level (NOEL) in the
terategenicity/fetotoxicity study, the
Agency has used a one-generation rat
study (Ref. 2) to establish a provisional
NOEL of 3 mg/kg/day. This study is
discussed in detail in the Wood
Preservatives PD 2/3 on pages 347
through 351. In this study, parental rats
were administered technical
pentachlorephenol in the diet at'3 and 30
mg/kg/day. Maternal body weight was
significantly depressed at high dose only
at the last- measurement period.
Neonatal weights at high dose, on the
other hand, were significantly lower
than controls at 4ll four periods reported
(gestation survival, 7 days, 14 days, and
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21 days). The data for the 3 mg/kg/day
dosage show a trend toward decreased
weight which continues as the animals
age. However, this weight decrease is
not statistically significant on any one
day. Statistically significant effects
reported for the pups of the high dose
rats included decreased percentage of
pups born alive, as well as decreased
neonatal survival and litter size
compared to controls. Treatment at the

high dose level also significantly
increased the number of litters showing
variations in lumbar spurs and the
number of vertebrae with unfused
centra. At the 3 mg/kg/day level, there
was neither a trend toward increased
abnormalities nor any statistically
significant increases in any of the
parameters reported.

The Agency calculated the Margins of
Safety (MOS) for pentachlorophenl as a

fetotoxin. The MOS level is the ratio of
the NOEL in animal experiments to the
appropriate human exposure value. The
exposure estimate tables and
assumptions are discussed in detail in
the PD 2/3, pages 11-37 to [1-42. For non-
wood uses of pentachlorophenol, the
fetotoxic MOS ranges from 0.18 to more
than 10,000 as summarized in Table 1.

TABLE 1.—-MARGINS OF SAFETY FOR FETOTOXIC EFFECTS OF PENTACHLOROPHENOL AND HXCDD FOR APPLICATORS

Use

Penta MOS

15 ppm HxCDD MOS*

2 ppm

Herbicidal...........cci..e.

Antimicrobial
Cooling Waters Working Solutions
1 Evaporative Condensers

2. Air washers

Finished Product Preservatives

1. Adhesives/Sealant..............coiiiiuiuinidini

2. Canning/Sealing...

3. Gaskets.................

4. Photo 0eVeIOPING i .. iiiusiuiasiiasessioindsssiorasnsssssorioon

5. Latex paint/Rubber, defoaming agents, paper coatings, emulsions, zinc-silicone dicoxide

coatings, feathers....... i

Working Solutions and Finished products Preseratives

1. Textile/cordage.............

2. Leather Tannery:
Soak

Pickle/Tan

Fat Liguor

Finish

Biocide Application.

Marine Antifouling Agents ..........cco.cmnvereaseneniaenies

Marine Caulking:

manufacluring ..............................................

Marine Paints................

Mushroom Houses

Construction Materials ............cueeeeresierssssensessesnnarene

Mossicide
Roofs:
Mix 40%

Mix 28.2%

Application:
q

L e %

Defoliant
Al AR fesirions

no exposure data available

(No data available for hand application)
20 0.87

6
120 5.1 38
120 5.1 38
low usage——no exposure data available
low usage——no exposure data available
low usage——no exposure data available
120 51 38
>10,000 > 10,000 > 10,000
> 10,000 >10,000 > 10,000
>10,000 > 10,000 > 10,000
> 10,000 > 10,000 > 10,000
120 51 38
120 51 38
110 48 36
7 3.2 24
low usage——no exposur;:7data available
91 ;
low usage——no exposure data available
18 0.39 29
13.0 0.56 4.1
.75 (brush 1.7 (spray) 12 (spray)
.75 (spray) 1.7 (brush) 12 (brush)
75 (brush) 3.3 (spray) 25 (spray)
60 (spray) 3.3 (brush) 25 (brush)

low usage——Ilow usage
no exposure data available

low usage——no exposure data available

*The Margin of Safety (MOS) level is the relation of the no-observed-effect level (NOEL) in animal experiments to the appropriate subgroup
exposure value. 15 ppm=current average level of HxCDD in pentachlorophenol. 2 ppm=level which will be reached in 2 years under the terms of

the aforementioned Settiement Agreement.

The teratogenicity and fetotoxicity of
pentachlorophenol are discussed in
detail in the PD 2/3 pages I1-I through
11-6.

3. Fetotoxicity/teratogenicity of HxCDD.

Commerical pentachlorophenol is
contaminated with HxCDD. Schwetz et
al. administered purified HxCDD (two
unspecified isomers) by gavage to
pregnant Sprague-Dawley rats on day 6
through 15 of gestation.

In these experiments with HxCDD,
there were significant increases over
controls in fetal resorptions at the 10
and 100 ug/kg/day doses, as well as
decreases in fetal body weight and fetal
crown-rump length. subcutaneous
edema was observed at all doses except
0.1 pg/kg/day, which was considered
the no-effect dose. At the two highest
doses, dilated renal pelvis (at 10 and 100
pg/kg/day) and cleft palate (at 100 g/
kg/day) were also observed.

Significant increases over the controls
in all of the teratogenic parameters were
observed at 100 pg/kg. For example,
cleft palate was observed in 47 percent
(8:17) of the fetuses exposed to HxCDD,
compared with none (0:156) in the
controls. Of the treated fetuses, 12
percent (2:17) had dilated renal pelvis
compared with 0.6 percent (1:156) in the
controls, and 31 percent (5:16) of the
treated fetuses had abnormal vertebrae,
compared with 6 percent (9:158) in the
controls. The Margins of Safety are
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discussed in more detail in the PD 2/3
(non-wood) pages 1143 thought 11-45
and summarized in Table 1.

As the fetotoxicity NOEL (0.1 ug/kg/
day) for HXCDD is lower than that for
teratogenicity for HxCDD, the Agency
will use the NOEL for fetotoxicity in the
quantitative assessment of risk.

4, The oncogenicity of HxCDD

HxCDD has been shown to produce
oncogenic effects in a National Cancer
Institute (1980) (Ref. 7) study in which
Osborne-Mendel rats and B6C3F1 mice
were administered either a vehicle
control (3 groups of 25 per sex per
species) or HxCDD (50 animals per sex
per species for each dosage level). The
dosages were 1.25, 2.5, and 5.0 pg/kg/
day. Fifty additional animals per sex per
species were used as untreated controls.

The study doses were administered by
gavage twice a week for 104 weeks.
Three or four weeks after the dosing
period ended, the surviving animals
were sacrificed and necropsied.
Moribund animals were sacrificed and
necropsied throughout the study;
histopathology results are available for
more than 90 percent of the animals of
each study group.

These data suggest a dose-related
increase in the incidenc of liver
neoplastic nodules or adenoma and/or
hepatocarcinoma over the control
frequency in each sex and in each
species. The effect appears to be better
defined in the rat, and the female rats
seem to be the most sensitive group. The
response of the male mice closely
approximates that of the female rats.
Evaluating the statistical significance of
the dose-response relationship observed
in each sex and species, the NCI report
states that there is a statistically
significant dose-related trend for this
diagnosis at P=0.001 and 0.003 in all
four sex and species groups, as
calculated by the Cochran-Armitage
Test (Ref. 18). The oncogenicity of
HxCDD is discussed in detail in the PD
2/3 (wood uses) pages 356 through 363.

Since publication of the November 20,
1984 PD 2/3 for the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol, the NCI bioassy has
been criticized by Vulcan Chemical
Company as to its validity and its
adequacy to support the proposed
regulatory decisions contained in the
non-wood PD 2/3. Vulcan also criticized
the Agency's decision regarding the
regulatory status of pentachlorophenol
under subtitle C of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA). This criticism was based
largely on Vulcan's concentration that
the NCI bioassay was inadequate for

HxCDD.! As a result of Vulcan's
comments, the NCI bicassy has
undergone extensive reviews and
audits. Vulcan Chemical Company
contracted Squire Associates to
reevaluate this histopathology. At the
request of EPA, the National Toxicology
Programs (NTP) reexamined the lesions
in the liver tissues of the female rats. In
addition, the bioassay was audited, at
the Agency's request,, by Dynamac and
reviewed by the Agency's Carcinogen
Assessment Group (CAG), (Ref. 13). A
summary of the Agency's review and the
response to Vulcan's comments are
presented in Unit VI of this Notice. The
Agency believes the NCI bioassay is a
valid study and provides a sufficient
basis for the regulatory determinations
regarding pentachlorophenol
contaminated with HxCDD.

The upper 95 percent confidence
limits of oncogenic risks to
pentachlorophenol applicators from the
presence of HxCDD have been
estimated to range from 10 ~* to ~1°
based on the average level of 15 ppm of
HxCDD in technical pentachlorophenol.
This wide range of risks is due to the
wide range of exposures which may
result from the different application
methods and the various uses of
pentachlorophenol. The risk estimates
associated with the various non-wood
uses of pentachlorophenol are listed in
the following Table 2.

TABLE 2—RISK ESTIMATES FOR ONCOGENIC
EFFECTS OF HXCDD FOR APPLICATORS"

Risk Estmates, Exposure

Use
15 ppm 2 ppm
HERBICIDAL Low usage—no
data available
10 L4107 10°%107?
10 ~10°*  10°%107?
10 «~10°* 10°%10°*
10 ~10°*  10%107?
10 ~10°* 10°%107*
Low usage—no
data avaitable
enmssssmssnnnsisssssssssinssnssess WOW USRQE—I0 GXPOSUr
data
10 1072 107%10"*
107+10°* 10741077
10°* 107

! On January 14, 1985, EPA listed as acute

hazardous wastes under RCRA these wastes
generated from the production and manufacturing
use of pentachlorophenol and unused
pentachlorophenol that was discarded or intended
for discard.

TABLE 2—RISK ESTIMATES FOR ONCOGENIC
EFFECTS OF HXCDD FOR APPLICATORS®*—
Continued

Risk Estimates, Exposure

15 ppm I 2 ppm
10°* 1077

107410°¢ 10741077

1074107 107%10*

10 :-10°* 107410

10°¢ 10
Low usage—no exposure
data available

10°* 107
Low usage—no exposure
data available

107*
1072

107«
1074

10721074 10" <107

1074 10

Low usage—no exposure
data availabie

DEFOLIANT

Low usage—no exposure
data available

| for the above estimates are found in table
I-6. PP-1{-37 1142 of the Pentachloropheno! (non-
wood uses) Special Position Document 2/3 (PD 2/3)

The applicators are exposed to
pentachlorophenol when they add the
chemical to the working solutions or to
the products during their manufacture.
The estimates of exposure and risk are
discussed in detail in the non-wood PD
2/3, pages 11-31 through [1-49.

5. Fetotoxicity of HCB

Another contaminant of
pentachlorophenol is HCB, which has
produced teratogenic and fetotoxic
effects in test animals. These effects
include abnormal fetuses, including cleft
palate in mice dosed orally at 100 mg/kg
on days 7 through 16 of gestation (Ref.
5); and fetotoxic effects occurring in
animals dosed with HCB at 40 mg/kg on
days 8 to 21 gestation (Ref. 8). In
addition, a reproductive study in rats
showed that fetal viability, location
indices, neonatal weight gain, and
relative liver weight all had a NOEL of
1.0 mg/kg/day dietary HCB.

The fetotoxicity and teratogenicity of
HCB is discussed in more detail in the
non-wood PD 2/3 page II-9. The Agency
calculated the MOS for applications of
HCB as a contaminant to be more than
10,000 for non-wood uses. These
calculations are detailed in the
November PD 2/3 for the non-wood uses
of pentacholorophenol.

6. Oncogenicity of HCB

HCB has also been shown to be an
oncogen in laboratory animals. The
studies which demonstrate this
oncogenic potential were discussed in
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the PD 2/3 for the wood preservative
uses of pentachlorophenol pages 345
through 346. The oncogenic potency (Q")
was calculated to be 0.0027 (ug/kg/
day)-1 (Wood Preservative PD 2/3, page
365). Although HCB is a less potent
oncogen than HxCDD, with a Q* of 8.2
(ng/kg/day)-1], the Agency is concerned
about exposure to this contaminant as
well.

7. Polychlorinated dibenzofurans

A third group of contaminants in
pentachlorophenol is the
polychlorinated dibenzofurans. The
chemical structures of the cholorinated
dibenzofurans and the polychlorinated
dibenzo-p-dioxins are similar and levels
of contamination of the two
contaminants parallel one another. The
Agency has limited data from short term
toxicological experiments which show
laboratory animals develop edema,
weight loss, and liver toxicity prior to
death [McConnel and Moore, 1979 (Ref.
12) and Poland, et al. 1979 (Ref. 23)).

Short-term testing of the furans
indicated a functional similarity with the
dioxins. The Agency has no chronic
data on the chlorinated dibenzofurans,
and therefore no conclusions about their
long term toxicity can be made.

8. Other Concerns

Pentachlorophenol produces
significant elevations in metabolizing
enzymes, an effect which indicates the
presence of dioxin-like contaminants.
Thus, aryl hydrocarbon hydroxylase
activity is elevated fifteen-fold when
female rats are given dosed diet for 8
months with 1.5 mg/kg/day of technical
pentachlorophenol (Ref. 4).

Pentachlorophenol has also displayed
immunosuppressive properties, which
are believed to be caused largely by the
HxCDD contaminant. Holsapple et al.
(1984, Ref. 3) showed that daily oral
exposure of femal mice for 14 days to
technical pentachlorophenol at 10 mg/kg
suppressed the IgM antibody response
to sheep red blood cells by 44 percent.
Similar exposure to the
pentachlorophenol contaminant 1,2,3,
6,7,8-HxCDD at a dosage of 0.2 ug/kg
produced at 30 percent suppression of
the IgM response. This study is
discussed in detail in the non-wood PD
2/3; pages 11-7 and 11-8.

B Determination of Benefits

The non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol fall into the following
categories: herbicides, antimicrobials,
disinfectants, mossicides, and
defoliants. The PD 2/3 for the non-wood
uses of pentachlorophenol contains a
detailed discussion of the benefits and

alternatives for the above categories on
pages IlI-1 through HI-11.

1. Herbicidal Uses

Pentachlorophenol is a non-selective,
contact herbicide used for control of
broadleaf weeds, grasses, algae and
moss. The pesticide is used in
greenhouses, domestic dwellings. public
facilities, golf courses, wetlands, and
aquantic areas. Numerous, less costly
alternatives whose efficacy is equal to
or greater than pentachlorophenol are
available. The Agency does not expect
the cancellation of these uses to cause
significant economic impact.

2. Antimicrobial Uses

Uses of pentachlorophenol as an
antimicrobial agent to control bacterial
and fungal growth include: working
solutions (evaporative condensers,
cooling waters, and air washers);
finished product preservatives
(adhesives and sealants,s latex paints,
rubber articles, defoaming agents, paper
coatings, polyvinyl chloride emulsions in
food-related products, zinc-silicone
dioxide matrix coatings in reusable bulk
food storage containers, and water-
based gasketing compounds for food
applications, photographic developing
solutions, cements in food can ends and
seams, and feathers); working fluids and
process chemicals in the textile industry;
leather tanning solutions and products;
and marine antifouling agents.
Antimicrobial use of pentachlorophenol
generally declined between the 1978 to
1981 survey period. Reductions is use
have primarily resulted from efforts to
reduce operating costs (non-wood PD 2/
3, page IlI-3). The projected economic
impact of cancellation for each use is
summarized below.

A more detailed discussion of the
uses, alternatives, and economic
impacts is found in the non-wood PD 2/
3, pages IlI-1 through I1I-11,

A. Evaporative condensers, and air
washers. Pentachlorophenol is used in
these machines to prevent microbial
growth. The economic impact of
cancellation of these uses will be small
based on low usage and availability of
efficacious and cost-effective
alternatives.

b. Adhesives, sealants, and canning
cements. Pentachlorophenol is used in
these applications to prevent microbilal
growth which shortens the useful life of
these materials. Many efficacious and
cost-effective alternatives (boric acid,
copper sulfate, zinc benzoate and
others) are available for these uses and
the economic impact of cancellation will
not be significant. The alternatives are
discussed in the PD 2/3, pages 1114 and
111-5.

c. Gaskets. Pentachlorophenol is used
as an antimicrobial agent. While there
are no viable alternatives. the economic
impact of cancellation will not be
significant because there are other
materials. such as plastisol, which
obviates the need for any antimicrobial

d. Photographic developing solutions.
Pentachlorophenol is used to prevent the
growth of microbes in these solutions.
While there are no chemical alternatives
for this use, improved housekeeping
practices will greatly reduce the need
for a pesticide in photographic
developing solutions. Only 8 pounds of
pentachlorophenol were used in
photographic solutions in 1981, the last
year for which data are available.
Cancellation of this use will not result in
the significant economic impact.

e. Other antimicrobial uses including
latex paints, rubber, defoaming agents.
paper coatings, polyvinyl chloride
emulsions, zinc-silicone dioxide
coatings, and feathers. Cancellation of
these uses will not result in significan!
economic impacts based on the low
usage and the low cost differences
between available efficacious
alternatives and pentachlorophenol.

f. Textile/cordage, Pentachlorophenol
and its salts are used to prevent the
growth of microbes in textiles and
cordage. Microbes weaken the fibers
mar the appearance, and shorten the life
of these materials. There are numerous
efficacious and cost effective
alternatives for these uses and data
indicate that usage of pentachlorophenol
has dropped between 1978 and 1981 for
textile use. No data are available to
indicate that pentachlorophenol is used
on rope and cordage, Cancellation will
not likely result in a significant
economic impact because of the
decreased usage pattern.

8- Leather tannery. Alternatives for
these uses exist and data indicate that
usage has dropped over the years.
Cancellation will not likely result in a
significant economic impact.

h. Marine caulking/paints.
Alternatives exist for these uses such
that cancellation will not likely result in
a significant economic impact.

i. Construction materials. The Agency
has no data indicating that
pentachlorophenol is still used in these
materials; therefore it is not expected
that cancellation would have a signifiant
impact.

3. Disinfectant uses—Mushroom
houses. Alternatives exist for this use
and, despite its usage by approximately
one third of the mushroom industry,
cancellation is expected to have a minor
impact relative to the value of the
affected produce because vield and
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quality losses are expected to amount to
a very small percentage (a fraction of
one percent) of the U.S. mushroom crop.

4. Mossicide Uses—Lawns and Roofs

The main use of pentachlorophenol as
a mossicide is for the control of moss
growth on lawns. The most likely
alternatives for lawn moss control are
ferrous ammonium sulfate (FAS)
fertilizer combinations. These
combinations require an additional
application, though, to obtain equivalent
effectiveness for moss control, The
largest extent of use is limited to the
Northwestern States where growth of
lawn moss is the greatest. The USDA
estimated that the maximum total
additional labor cost would not exceed
$1.375 million per year (PD 2/3, page IlI-
10). This is not a significant economic
impacl, since the impact is spread over
the entire Northwest and therefore is not
a significant additional cost to any one
individual applicator. Also, ferrous
ammonium sulfate (FAS), an iron
fertilizer combination, is an economical
alternative to pentachlorophenol. This
product is mossicidal and may be
applied as a fertilizer during routine
lawn maintenance. Therefore, the
cancellation of pentachlorophenol for
control of moss in lawns would not
present a significant financial hardship
of the affected users. Pentachlorophenol
is also used to control lichens (moss) on
roofs, masonry, and wooden structures.
Based on limited use data, it appears
that the impact of cancellation of
pentachlorophenol for these uses would
be relatively insignificant.

5. Defoliant uses

Efficacious and cost effective
alternatives for these uses are available
and the impact of cancellation will not
be significant.

IV. Regulatory Options

The Agency has determined that the
use of products containing
pentachlorophenol, its sodium and
potassium salts and esters for non-wood
uses poses a risk of teratogenicity/
fetotoxicity. Because of the presence of
the contaminant HxCDD and HCB,
pentachlorophenol also poses a risk of
oncogenicity. HxCDD also poses a
fetotoxic/teratogenic risk.

An analysis of the benefits associated
with the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol discussed above
shows comparatively low usage and
limited benefits for the majority of non-
wood uses. Moreover, there are viable
and effective alternatives for several of
the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol. Although actual use
data for several non-wood uses are not

available, the Agency does not believe
any serious adverse economic effects
will result from cancellation of the non-
wood uses of pentachlorophenol.

In reaching the decision to propose
cancellation of all non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and esters except for the pulp/paper
mill, oil well operations, and cooling
towers uses which will be addressed in
the future, the Agency considered the
following regulatory options:

1. Continuation of the registration of
the non-wood of pentachlorophenol
without additional restrictions.

2. Continuation of the registration of
the non-wood uses with modification to
the terms and conditions of registration
which would include the reduction in
the levels of the contaminants.

3. Denial of applications for and
cancellation of registrations for all
pesticide products containing
pentachlorophenol for non-wood uses.

In summary, the Agency has
avaluated the risks and benefits for each
of the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol and has reached the
following conclusions:

In considering option 1, the Agency
concluded that the risks posed by
continued unrestricted use of currently
registered products containing
pentachlorophenol for the non-wood
uses in question outweigh the minimal
benefits. Therefore option 1, continued
registration without additional
restrictions, will result in unreasonable
adverse effects and is unacceptable.

The specific risk reducing measures
considerd by the Agency under option 2
included protective clothing (cover-alls
and impermeable gloves); respirators;
prohibition of eating, smoking, and
drinking while applying
penatachlorophenol; restricted use of
the pesticide; and reduced levels of
HxCDD and other contaminants. These
risk-reducing modifications are
discussed in the PD 2/3 pages IV-1
through IV—4. The Agency believes that
significant risks may be experienced by
applicators of pentachlorophenol for
non-wood uses even if protective
measures are implemented.

Therefore, the Agency considers
option 3, cancellation, the most
appropriate regulatory option for
eliminating the hazard for
pentachlorophenol and its HxCDD
contaminant in the environment. This
determination is based on the Agency's
conclusion that the marginal benefits of
the non-wood uses of pentachlorophenol
under consideration do not outweigh the
risks of use of this chemical. Regarding
the wood preservative uses of
pentachlorophenol, the Agency decided
to maintain the registrations of these

products in effect with modifications to
the terms and conditions of registration;
however, those uses entailed very high
benefits. Here, with similar risk
concerns, the risk/benefit balance
weighs heavily on the side of risk
because of the low benefits. The Agency
has decided to deny application for and
cancel registration of all pesticide
products containing pentachlorophenol
including its salts and esters for non-
wood uses except for pulp/paper mill,
oil well operations, and cooling tower
uses.

V. Regulatory Decision

Based on the determinations
summarized above and discussed in
greater detail in the PD 2/3, the Agency
has determined that the above non-
wood pesticide products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and ester do not meet the statutory
standard for registration under FIFRA
and that there are no modifications of
the terms and conditions of registration
which could bring these products into
compliance with the statute.
Accordingly, EPA has decided to cancel
the registrations of all products
containing pentachlorophenol including
its salts and esters for non-wood uses,
except for pulp/paper mill, oil
operations, and cooling tower uses.

1. Cancellation of Most Uses

This Notice announces cancellation of
the registration of all the pesticide
products containing pentachlorophenol
including its salts and esters for the
following non-wood uses whether
registered under FIFRA section 3 or
section 24(c):

a. Herbicidal uses:

(1) Greenhouses

(2) Ornamental lawns and edging

(3) Right-of-way

(4) Commercial and industrial noncrop
areas

(5) Domestic dwellings

(6) Public facilities

(7) Golf courses

(8) Wasteland and aquatic areas

b. Antimicrobial uses:

(1) Evaporative condensers and air
washers.

(2) Adhesives, sealants and canning
cements

(3) Gaskets

(4) Photographic solutions

(5) Other uses including latex paints/
rubber, defoaming agents, paper
coatings, polyvinyl chloride emulsions,
zinc-silicone dioxide coatings and
feathers.

(6) Textiles/cordage

(7) Leather tannery

(8) Marine caulking/paints
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c. Disinfectant uses:

(1) Mushroom houses

(2) Construction materials
d. Mossicide uses:

(1) Roofs

(2) Lawns

e. Defoliants

2. Existing Stocks

Under the authority of FIFRA section
6(a)(1) end (b), EPA will establish
certain limitations on the sale,
distribution, and use of existing stocks
of pentachlorophenol products subject
to this Notice of Intent to Cancel. EPA
defines the term “‘existing stocks" to
mean any quantity of products
containing pentachlorophenol and its
salts in the United States on the date of
this EPA Notice of Intent to Cancel that
has been formulated. packaged, and
labeled for any non-wood use and is
being held for shipment or release or has
been formulated, packaged, and labeled
for any non-wood use and is being held
for shipment or release or has been
shipped or released into commerce. One
vear after publication of this Notice of
Intent to Cancel in the Federal Register,
no persons may distribute, sell, offer for
sale, hold for sale, ship, deliver for
shipment, or receive and (having so
received) deliver or offer to deliver, to
any person existing stocks of products
containing Pentachlorophenol including
its salts and esters for the non-wood
uses subject to this notice. EPA will
request registrants to contact
commercial distributors of products
containing pentachlorophenol including
its salts and esters for non-wood uses to
inform them of the time limitations on
distribution and sale and to provide
supplemental labeling reflecting the time
limitations for existing stocks in the
possession of the commercial
distributors. The continued sale of
existing stocks of products containing
pentachlorophenol and its salts labeled
for non-wood preservative uses for a 1-
year period is not inconsistent with the
statute. There are hazards and costs
associated with the transport, storage
and destruction of existing stocks.
Improper disposal of excess pesticide is
a violation of Federal law. If excess
pesticides cannot be disposed of by use
according to label instructions, contact
your State Pesticide or Environmental
Control Agency or the Hazardous Waste
representative of the nearest EPA
Regional Office. This provision will
avoid potential hazards resulting from
the disposal of large quantities of
existing stocks of these products
colntaining pentachlorophenol and its
salts.

The terms and conditions of the
existing stock provision set forth in this

document supercedes any currently
active existing stock provision for
products containing pentachlorophenol
and its salts for non-wood uses that
resulted from a voluntary cancellation
action by the registrant or from an
action initiated by the Agency under
section 3(c)(2)(b) (Data Call-In) of
FIFRA. In those situations for which a
voluntary cancellation has been
requested but not yet granted, or where
a registration is subject to suspension by
the Agency, for failure to respond to a
3(c)(2)(b) Notice, the existing stock
provision will be the same as set forth in
this Notice. No additional existing stock
provision will be provided for voluntary
cancellations or 3(c}(2)(b) actions whose
effective date for the existing stock
provision has expired.

Following expiration of the time
limitation on distribution and sale of
existing stocks, all products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and esters for non-wood uses subject to
this notice must be disposed of in
accordance with the regulations
promulgated under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act.

VI Comments of SAP and Other
Interested Parties and the Agency's
Response to the Comments

The Agency has received and
evaluated comments from SAP,
registrants, and other interested parties
in response to the PD 2/3 and draft PD 4.
The Agency did not receive comments
from the United States Department of
Agriculture. The comments and the
Agency's responses are summarized
below.

A. Comments in Response to the PD 2/3
1. Comments of SAP

SAP held an open meeting on July 9,
1985 to review the Preliminary Notice of
Determination concluding the Special
Review for the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol. At this meeting, the
SAP heard a presentation by the
Agency, the registrants, and other
interested members of the public. The
comments of the SAP are published in
full below:

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific
Advisory Panel

Review of the Proposed Decision
Options Being Considered to Conclude
the Special Review of the Non-wood
Uses of Pentachlorophenol.

The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific
(SAP) Advisory Panel (SAP) has
completed review of the proposed
decision options being considered by the

Agency to conclude the Special Review
of the non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol. The review was
conducted in an open meeting in
Alexandria, Virginia, on July 9, 1985. All
panel members were present for the
review, In addition, Dr. John Doull,
University of Kansas Medical Center,
served as an ad hoc member of the
panel.

Public notice of the meeting was
published in the Federal Register on
Friday, June 21, 1985.

An oral statement, together with
written materials, was received from
Vulcan Chemical Company.

In consideration of all matters brought
out during the meeting and careful
review of the documents presented by
the Agency, the Panel unanimously
submits the following report:

Report of SAP Recommendations

The Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP)
has reviewed the Pentachlorophenol PD
2/3 prepared by EPA and responds as
follows to the issues on
pentachlorophenol.

Issue: 1. Several studies have shown
that pentachlorophenol causes skeletal
abnormalities (Schwetz et al. 1974,
Volume 1) reduced fetal weights (Larsen
et al. 1975, Ref. 8) and increased fetal
resportions (Schwetz et al. 1974; Ref. 1)
in fetuses born to treated rats. Does the
Panel agree with the Agency's
Qualitative and Quantitative
Assessment of these studies and the
associated risks?

Response: The Panel agrees with the
Agency's qualitative and quantitative
assessment of these studies of technical
pentachlorophenol and the associated
risks.

Issue: 2. Hexachlorobenzene and the
chlorinated dibenzofurans are
contaminants in pentachlorophenol.
Hexachlorebenzene has caused
teratogenic and fetotoxic responses in
experimental laboratory animals. No
fetoloxicity studies have been run on the
furans, but because of their functional
similarity in short term testing, the
chlorinated dibenzofurans are presumed
to be fetotoxic and teratogenic as are
the other contaminants of
pentachlorophenol. Does the Panel have
comments on the Agency's assessment
of the degree of risk presented by these
chemicals?

Response: The Panel agrees with the
Agency's assessment of risk is outlined
with the exception of the fetotoxicity
believed to be associated with the
furans. Since no studies have been
conducted, no conclusions should be
drawn.




2280

Federal Register / Vol. 52, No. 13 /| Wednesday, January 21, 1987 / Notices

FOR THE CHAIRMAN: Certified as
an accurate report of findings: Philip H.
Cray, |r., Executive Secretary, Dated:
July 9, 1985.

2. Response of the Agency to the
Comments of SAP. The Agency agrees
with the Panel's comments on
pentachlorophenol. Regarding the
chlorinated dibenzofurans, the Agency
considers the other contaminants of
pentachlorophenol, HxCDD and HCB, to
be contaminants of major concern and
although the Agency agrees that it
cannot make any conclusions about the
chlorinated dibenzofurans, data on the
toxicity of pentachlorophenol and its
two major contaminants (HxCDD and
HCB] are sufficient to support the
Agency's risk assessment and its
regulatory position regarding the non-
wood uses of pentachlorophenol.

3. Comments of Registrants and Other
Interested Parties and the Agency's
Response—a. Comments by Vulcan
Corporation. Vulcan Chemical Company
submitted an audit of the NCI/NTP
bioassay study of HxCDD performed by
Dr. Gerald Schoenig in order to
demonstrate that the study should not
be used for regulatory purposes. Three
main points of concern were raised by
Dr. Schoenig:

* Flaws in procedure, such as
problems in preparation of the test
material; flaws in methods of
administration; flaws in recordkeeping
procedures and practices.

* Flaws in pathology practices, such
as, non-uniform and substandard tissue
harvesting practices: non-uniformity of
histologic procedures; bias in histology
review; and deficiencies in correlation
between gross and microscopic
observations.

* Alleged bias in the above practices
with respect to treated and control
animals.

Agency response. The Agency has
concluded that the NCI study is valid for
regulatory purposes. Because of the
concerns raised by Vulcan, the Agency
submitted the study to an audit
performed by Dynamac Corporation. An
intraagency task force consisting of the
Office of Pesticides and Toxic
Substances, Office of Solid Waste, and
Office of Research and Development
then evaluated the study. The task force
concluded that although there were
some procedural flaws during the in-life
portion of the study and although there
were minor recordkeeping problems,
these problems do not invalidate the
study. The management of a 2-year
rodent study is a very complex
undertaking. It is therefore not
surprising that the relatively minor
procedural and recordkeeping

deficiencies highlighted by the two
audits occurred.

Moreover, Agency staff assisted by
Dynamac Corporation performed a
detailed review of Dr. Schoenig's
findings concerning flaws in pathology
practices and alleged room bias. Review
of Dr. Schoenig's criticism of the
histologic practices did not reveal
meaningful deficiencies in tissue
harvesting, preparation of microscopic
slides and histologic diagnoses.
Differences in interpretation among
pathologists have previously been
addressed by the Agency (Refs. 17 and
21). The slight differences in
interpretation among the different
pathologists do not alter the conclusion
as to the carcinogenic potential of
HxCDD. With respect to alleged room
bias, no significant differences were
found between the treated and control
rooms. Therefore, the Agency could not
substantiate Dr. Schoenig's criticism
regarding room bias.

Because Dr. Shoenig's concerns were
either minor or could not be
substantiated, the Agency concludes
that the HxCDD bioassay is valid and
can appropriately be used for the
assessment of the carcinogenic potential
of HxCDD.

A complete evaluation of the issues
can be obtained in the followng three
documents:

(1) The Office of Health and
Environmental Assessment Responses
to Comments Regarding the
Carcinogenicity of 2,3,7,8-
Tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin and
Hexachlorodibenzo-p-dioxins, which
was presented to EPA's Science
Advisory Board on November 28, 1984
(Ref. 17).

(2) Response to Comments Concerning
the NCI/NTP Bioassay Study of HxCDD
prepared by an intraagency task force
(Ref. 22).

(3) A memorandum to Dr. Daniel Byrd,
“Audit of NCI Bioassay of
Hexachlorodibenzo-p-Dioxin (HxCDD)
by Dr. Gerald P. Schoenig, Dr. H.L.
Edwards, Julia Zachary, Dennis
Newman and Diane Freilink" from Dr,
John Doull (Ref. 13).

b. Comments by Technical Specialties
Corporation. The Technical Specialties
Corporation cited the value of sodium
pentachlorophenate in water treatment
for control of algae and claimed that the
use of their product did not have any
detrimental effects on the environment.

Agency response. The Agency does
not agree with the claim of Technical
Specialties Corporation that the benefits
of use of pentachlorophenol for water
treatment outweigh the risks. Although
comparative efficacy data are not
available, there are many alternatives,

both chemical and otherwise, for algae
control. Technical Specialties did not
submit any data to dispel the Agency's
concerns about hazards to aquatic
species and the environment resulting
from this use. Based on its assessment
of all available risk and benefit
information, the Agency has concluded
that the risks outweigh the benefits for
the use of pentachlorophenol and/or its
salts for algae control.

c. Comments by the Canadian
Environmental Protection Services. In
commenting on the Preliminary
Decision, which did not propose
cancellation for the pulp and paper mill
use, the Canadian Environmental
Protection Services cited the use of
pentachlorophenol in lumber mills as a
major source of environmental pollution
and questioned why the United States
did not cancel all non-wood uses of
pentachlorophenol.

Agency response. The Agency initially
agreed with the position of the Canadian
Environmental Protection Services. The
Canadian Environmental Protection
Services provided significant
information concerning potential risks
posed to aquatic organisms. Upon
review of the Canadian Environmental
Protection Services' report (Ref. 16) and
other available data (Refs. 9, 10, 14, 15,
19, and 20), the Agency decided to
cancel registrations for the pulp/paper
mill use and the oil well flood water use.
However, as dicussed in Section VI
below, the draft Notice of Intent to
Cancel (PD 4) was reviewed by the SAP
which concluded that the data were
inadequate for a thorough scientific
review of the risks posed by the use of
pentachlorophenol for pulp/paper mills
and for oil well operations. When data
are submitted in response to the
Agency's Data Call-In, the Agency will
make a final decision regarding
registrations of pentachlorophenol
products for these uses.

d. Comments by Amrep Corporation.
The Amrep Corporation cited the
benefits of pentachlorophenol as a
herbicide and contended that
cancellation would force it to
reformulate its products, which would
be financially disruptive.

Agency response. Amrep did not
include data to substantiate its claim.
Even if the reformulation of its product
does entail a high cost, the Agency has
concluded, based on its evaluation of all
the risks and benefits, that the risks
resulting from the herbicidal use of
pentachlorophenol exceed the benefits
and that no measures short of
cancellation are adequate to reduce the
risks sufficiently so that registration
could be maintained.
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B. Comments in Response to the Draft
Notice of Intent To Cancel All Non-
Wood Pentachlorophenol Products (PD
4)

The SAP's comments are published
here in their entirety followed by the
Ageny's responses to these comments.

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act Scientific Advisory
Panel

A Set of Scientific Issues Being
Considered by the Agency in
Connection With the Agency's Proposed
Action on the Non-Wood Uses of
Pentachlorophenol as Set Forth in the
Draft Position Document 4.

The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific
Advisory Panel (SAP) has completed
review of the data base supporting the
Environmental Protection Agency's
(EPA) decision to cancel most of the
non-wood uses of Pentachlorophenol
and modify the terms and conditions for
registration of the remaining uses.! The
review was conducted in an open
meeting held in Arlington, Virginia, on
February 11, 1986. All Panel members
were present for the review.

Public notice of the meeting was
published in the Federal Register on
Friday, January 17, 1986 (Citation 51 FR

Oral statements were received from
the staff of the Environmental Protection
Agency and from Mr. David H. Fussell,
Mr. Maurice Jones, Dr. Kenneth J.
Macek, and Mr. Robert T, Seth for the
Chapman Chemical Company.

In consideration of all matters brought
out during the meeting and careful
review of all documents presented by
the Agency, the Panel unanimously
submits the following report.

Report of SAP Recommendations
Pentacholorophenol

The Agency requested the Panel to
focus its attention upon a set of issues
relating to the pesticide
Pentachlorophenol. There follows a list
of the issues and the SAP's response to
the questions.

1. The Panel is specifically requested
to comment on the Agency's assessment
of the ecotoxicological hazard of
Pentachlorophenol to aquatic organisms.

2. The Panel is specifically requested
to comment on the Agency's assessment
of risk to aquatic organisms from the use
of Pentachlorophenol in pulp and paper
mills and in oil well water operations.

" This statement is in error. The Draft PD 4
proposed to .:ancel registrations of all
pentachlorop henol products for non-wood use,

Panel Response. The Panel found the
data and data analysis presented in the
Draft PD 4 and related documents to be
inadequate for a through scientific
review of the ecotoxicological risk
presented by the uses of
Pentachlorophenol (PCP) in pulp and
paper mills and in oil well operations.
The Panel, however, concurs with the
Agency's assessment of PCP's toxicity
for aquatic biota, and is concerned
about the potential hazards to ecological
and human health from the non-wood
uses of PCP. Thus, we recommend a
reanalysis of risk and a thorough rewrite
of the PD 4 document, followed by a
resubmission of this material to the SAP.

The reanalysis and rewrite should
take into account the following:

(1) The most recent data obtainable
on PCP uses,

(2) A reevaluation of trace
dibenzodioxin and dibenzofuran
contamination in PCP products
formulated for non-wood uses,

(3) A reevalualtion of potential-
exposure to aquatic biota from pupl and
paper and oil field uses,

(4) A reanalysis of ecotoxicological
risk based on extant toxicity data and
the reevaluated exposure analysis,

(5) A more complete analysis of the
availability and comparative risk of
alternatives to replace current non-
wood uses of PCP, and

(6) A presentation of both upper and
lower bounds for risk estimates to
applicators (pp. 21-22).

The Panel also recommends an
evaluation of potential human exposure
to PCP (and trace technical grade
contaminants) through other non-wood
uses.

To obtain adequate information it
may be necessary for the Agency to
issue a data call-in from registrants
holding non-wood use registrations.

For the Chairman:

Certified as an accurate report of Findings:

Stephen L. Johnson,
Executive Secretary
FIFRA Scientific Advisory Panel

Date: February 24, 1986.

Agency Response. 1. The Agency has
acted on the recommendations of the
SAP by sending a Data Call-In Notice to
appropriate registrants onMay 30, 1986,
requesting use and exposure data in
order to reevaluate the risks and
benefits of the pulp/paper mill and oil
operation uses. The use data have been
received and are being evaluated; the
exposure data are expected by April 1,
1987. Results from analysis of these data
will also dictate whether and to what

extent ecological effects monitoring will
be needed.

2. Comments by Chapman Chemical
Company. Chapman Chemical Company
commented at the SAP meeting on
February 11, 1986, stating that use of
pentachlorophenol in cooling towers
was significant. Chapman wanted to
make Agency aware that there were
significant benefits to use of
pentachlorophenol for this site.
Chapman also claimed that there was
low dermal exposure due to the
application methods. No data were
submitted to support this claim.

Agency response. Information
gathered by the Agency indicated that
pentachlorophenol was no longer used
as antimicrobial in cooling towers.
Therefore, in the Data Call-In Notice
(May 30, 1986) requesting information on
pulp/paper mill and oil operations, the
Agency also requested exposure and use
information on the use of
pentachlorophenol in cooling towers.
The Agency requested information on
applicator exposure (dermal and
inhalation), the time and frequency of
application, and the type of protective
clothing worn by applicators. The
Agency also requested information on
specific operations for a representative
cooling tower as well as the names and
addresses of the owners/managers of
the cooling towers and the quantity sold.
A request for ecological monitoring data
was reserved pending the receipt and
evaluation of the exposure and use data.
The exposure date for all three uses
must be submitted by April 1, 1987. The
use data were submitted in November,
1986 and are currently being evaluated.

VIL Public Record

The Agency has established a public
docket (OPP 30000-30D) for the non-
wood pentachlorophenol Special
Review. This public docket includes (1)
this Notice: (2) any other notices
pertinent to the non-wood
pentachlorophenol Special Review; (3)
any comments or materials regarding
nonwood use of pentachlorophenol
submitted at any time during the non-
wood pentachlorophenol Special
Review process by any person outside
government; (4) the written response to
the Notice of Preliminary Determination
by the Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP);
(5) any documents (other than
information claimed to be confidential
business information) which were relied
upon by the Agency in reaching its
determination; (6) a transcript of all
public mettings held by the Agency or
the SAP for the purpose of gathering
information on the non-wood use of
pentachlorophenol; (7) memoranda
describing each meeting between
Agency personnel and any person
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outside the government which concerns
a non-wood pentachlorophenol Special
Review decision; (8) all documents and
copies of written comments submitted to
the Agency in response to the Special
Review and (9) a current index of
materials in the public docket.
Information for which a claim of
confidential business information has
been asserted will not, however, be put
in the public docket. The docket and
index will be made available for public
inspection and copying at the Program
Management and Support Division,
Room 236, Crystal Mall Building #2,
1921 Jefferson Davis Highway,
Arlington, Virginia, from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m.
Monday through Friday. except legal
holidays.

DATE: Requests for a hearing by a
registrant, applicant, or other adversely
aifected person must be received on or
before February 20, 1987 or, for a
registrant, or applicant, on or before
February 20, 1987 or within 30 days from
receipt by mail of this Notice, whichever
date is later).

VIIL Procedural Matters

This Notice announces the Agency's
final decision to cancel all registrations
and to deny all applications for non-
wood uses of products containing
pentachlorophenol including its salts
and esters, except for products used in
pulp/paper mills, oil well operations,
and cooling towers. Under FIFRA
sections 6(b)(1) and 3(c)(6). applicants,
registrants, and certain other adversely
affected parties may request a hearing
on the cancellation and denial actions
that this Notice initiates. Unless a
hearing is properly requested with
regard to a particular registration or
application, the registration will be
cancelled or the application denied. This
unit of the Notice explains how such
persons may request a hearing and the
consequences of requesting or failing to
request a hearing in accordance with the
procedures specified in this Notice.

A. Procedure for Requesting a Hearing

To contest the regulatory actions set
forth by this Notice, registrants and any
applicant whose application for
registration has been denied, may
request a hearing within 30 days of
receipt of this Notice, or within 30 days
from the publication of this Notice in the
Federal Register, whichever occurs later.
Any other persons adversely affected by
the cancellation action described in this
Notice, or any interested person with
the concurrence of an applicant whose
application for registration has been
denied, may request a hearing within 30

days of publication of this notice in
Federal Register.

All registrants, applicants, and other
adversely affected persons who request
a hearing must file the request in
accordance with the procedures
established by FIFRA and the Agency's
Rules of Practice Governing Hearings
(40 CFR Part 164). These procedures
require that all requests must identify
the specific registration(s) by
Registration Number(s) and the specific
use(s) for which a hearing is requested,
and must be received by the Hearing
Clerk within the applicable 30-day
period. Failure to comply with these
requirements will result in denial of the
request for a hearing. Requests for a
hearing should also be accompanied by
objections that are specific for each use
of the pesticide product for which a
hearing is requested.

Requests for a hearing must be
submitted to: Hearing Clerk (A-100),
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.

1. Consequences of filing a timely and
effective hearing request. If a hearing on
any action initiated by this Notice is
requested in a timely and effective
manner, the hearing will be governed by
the Agency's Rules of Practice for
Hearings under FIFRA section 6 (40 CFR
Part 164). In the event of a hearing, each
cancellation action concerning the
specific use or uses of the specific
registered product which is the subject
of the hearing will not become effective
except pursuant to an order of the
Administrator at the conclusion of the
hearing: Similarly, in the event of a
hearing, each denial of registration
which is a subject of the hearing will not
become effective prior to the final order
of the Administrator at the conclusion of
the hearing.

The hearing will be limited to the
specific registrations or applications for
which the hearing is requested.

2. Consequences of fatlure to file in a
timely and effective manner. If a hearing
concerning the cancellation or denial of
registration of a specific non-wood
preservative pesticide product subject to
this Notice is not requested by the end
of the applicable 30-day period,
registration of that product will be
cancelled, or the denial will be effective.

B. Procedures Required for Products
Registered Pursuant to 40 CFR 162.17

EPA is aware of a number of pesticide
products containing pentachlorophenol
including its salts and esters, for non-
wood uses that are not federally
registered and are being marketed under
the authority of 40 CFR 162.17. The
Agency hereby notifies all persons
producing or distributing such products

that they must submit a full application
for Federal registration including all
required supporting data as prescribed
by the provisions of FIFRA section 3 of
40 CFR Part 162 and of PR Notice 834
and 83-4a within 30 days of receipt of
this Notice or publication in the Federal
Register, whichever is later. The Agency
further notifies all such applicants that
this Notice is a denial of his application,
and that if he wishes to contest the
denial, he must request a hearing within
the applicable 30-day period provided
by this Notice.

C. Separation of Functions

The Agency's rules of practice forbid
anyone who may take part in deciding
this case, at any stage of the proceeding
from discussing the merits of the
proceeding ex parte with any party or
with any person who has been
connected with the preparation or
presentation of the proceeding as an
advocate or in any investigative or
expert capacity, or with any of their
representatives (40 CFR 164.7).

Accordingly, the following Agency
offices, and the staffs thereof, are
designated as the judicial function of the
Agency in any administrative hearing on
this Notice of Intent to Cancel. The
Office of the Administrative Law Judge,
The Office of the Judicial Officer, the
Administrator, and the members of the
staff in the immediate office of the
Administrator. None of the persons
designated as the judicial staff may
have an ex parte communication with
the trial staff or any other interested
person not employed by EPA, on the
merits of any of the issues involved in
these proceedings, without fully
complying with the applicable
regulations.
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Dated: January 9, 1987.
Jjohn A. Moore,

Assistant Administrator for Pesticides and
Toxic Substances.

|FR Doc. 87-1221 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

[OPTS-51658; FRL 3144-2]

Certain Chemicais Premanufacture
Notices

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Section 5(a)(1) of the Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA) requires
any person who intends to manufacture
or import a new chemical substance to
submit a premanufacture notice (PMN)
to EPA at least 90 days before
manufacture or import commences.
Statutory requirements for section
5(a)(1) premanufacture notices are
discussed in the final rule published in
the Federal Register of May 13, 1983 (48
FR 21722). This notice announces receipt
of sixteen such PMNs and provides a
summary of each.

DATES: Close of Review Period:

P 87-414, 87415, 87-416, 87-417 and
87-418—April 3, 1987.

P 87-419, 87420, 87-421, 87-422, 87~
423, 87-424, 87425, B7-426 and 87-427—
April 4, 1987.

P 87-428—April 5, 1987,

P 87-429—April 6, 1987.

Written comments by:

P 87-414, 87415, 87-416, 87417 and
87-418—March 4, 1987,

P 87-419, 87-420, 87421, 87422, 87—
423, 87-424, 87-425, 87-426 and 87-427—
March 5, 1987,

P 87-428—March 6, 1987.

P 87-429—March 7, 1987.

ADDRESS: Written comments, identified
by the document control number
"|OPTS-51658]" and the specific PMN
number should be sent to: Document

Processing Center (TS-790), Office of
Toxic Substances, Environmental
Protection Agency Rm. L-100, 401 M
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460,
(202) 554-1305.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Stephanie Roan, Premanufacture Notice
Management Branch, Chemical Control
Division (TS-794), Office of Toxic
Substances, Environmental Protection
Agency, Rm. E-611, 401 M Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20460, (202) 382-3725,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Effective
with this notice, a nonsubstantive
change in format is being initiated for
information published under sections
5(d)(2) and 5(h)(6) of the Toxic
Substances Control Act. Toxicity data
will only appear in the notice when
submitted with the PMN. Exposure and
environmental release/disposal
information will no longer be published
in the notice. The following notice
contains information extracted from the
non-confidential version of the PMNs
received by EPA. The complete non-
confidential PMNs are available in the
Public Reading Room NE-G004 at the
above address between 8:00 a.m. and
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays.

P 87-414

Manufacturer. E. R. Carpenter
Company, Inc.

Chemical. (G) Polypropyleneoxide
polyol.

Use/Production. (G) Intermediate.
Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87415

Manufacturer. H. B. Fuller Company.

Chemical. (G) Isophorone
diisocyanate-polyol prepolymer.

Use/Production. (S) Industrial
adhesive. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-418

Manufacturer. Oxy Process
Chemicals, Incorporated.

Chemical. (G) Modified acrylamide
polymer.

Use/Production. (G) Oil Field
chemical. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87417

Manufacturer. H. B. Fuller Company.

Chemical. (G) Fatty acids, Cs-
unsaturated dimers, polymers with alkyl
diacid, 1,2-ethanediamine.

Use/Production. (S) Industrial hot
melt adhesive. Prod. range: 700,000 to
1,500,000 kg/yr.

P 87-418

Manufacturer. Confidential.
Chemical. (G) Acrylic polymer with
styrene.
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Use/Production. (G) Industrially used
coating. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-419

Manufacturer. Confidential,

Chemical. (G) Vinylic methyl hydro
polysilane.

Use/Production. (S) Raw material for
ceramic production. Prod. range:
Confidential.

P 87420

Manufacturer. Confidential.
Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine polyether.
Use/Production. (G) Stabilizing

additive for non-aqueous mixtures. Prod.

range: Confidential.
P 87421

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Hydroxy functional
acrylate methacrylate.

Use/Production. (G) Industrial coating
polymer. Prod. range: 67,000 to 400,000
kg/yr.

P 87422

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87423

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst, Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-424

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-425

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-426

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst. Prod. range: Confidential,

P 87-427

Manufacturer. Confidential.

Chemical. (G) Alkyl amine salt.

Use/Production. (G) Polymerization
catalyst. Prod. range: Confidential.

P 87-428

Manufacturer. Superior Varnish &
Drier, Division of Suvar Corporation.

Chemical. (G) Polyester.

Use/Production. (S) Metal decorating
printing ink vehicle. Prod. range:
Confidential.

P 87-429

Manufacturer. American Cyanamid
Company.

Chemical. (G) Substituted aromatic
polymer.

Use/Production. (G) Resin for non-
dispersive use. Prod. range:
Confidential.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Denise Devoe,

Acting Division Director, Information
Management Division.

[FR Doc. 87-1222 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
[BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Applications for Consolidated Hearing;
Discovery and Decision Educational
Foundation, Inc., et al.

1. The Commission has before it the
following mutually exclusive
applications for a new FM station:

MM
Applicant City/State File No. D?::et
A. Discovery and | Milwaukee, BPED- 86-483
Decision Wisc. 831024AN.
Educational
Foundation, Inc..
B. Family Mitwaukes, | BPED-
Stations, Inc.. Wisc, 840217AT.

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
been designated for hearing in a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

issue heading Applicant(s)
1 Comparat Nonce ial Education-
alFM......... A B
2. Ultimate,,.. A B

3. If there is any non-standardized
issue(s) in this proceeding, the full text
of the issue and the applicant(s) to
which it applies are set forth in an
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of the
complete HDO in this proceeding is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M

Street NW., Washington DC. The
complete text may also be purchased
from the Commission's duplicating
contractor, International Transcription
Services. Inc., 2100 M Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20037. (Telephone (202)
857-3800).

W. Jan Gay,

Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-1196 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Applications for Conslidated Hearing;
Kingdom of God Ministries, Inc., et al.

1. The Commission has before it the
following mutually exclusive
applications for a new TV station:

MM
Applicant City/State File No. Docket
No.
A, Kingdom of Indianapoiis, | BPET- 86-500
God Ministries, Indiana. B60507KH.
Inc..
B. Butter Indianapolis, | BPET-
University. Indiana. BB0624KG.

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
been designated for hearing in a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirely under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant.

Issue heading Applicant(s)
Comp Nonce | TV AB
Ultimate. AB

3. If there is any non-standardized
issue(s) in this proceeding, the full text
of the issue and the applicant(s) to
which it applies are set forth in an
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of the
complete HDO in this proceeding is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230}, 1919 M
Street NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text may also be purchased
from the Commission’s duplicating
contractor, International Transcription
Services, Inc., 2100 M Street NW.,
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Washington, DC 20037 (Telephone No.
(202) 857-3800.)
Roy ]. Stewart,

Chief, Video Services Division, Mass Media
Bureau.

[FR Doc. 87-1197 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

Applications for Consolidated
Hearings; Mercyhurst College et al.

1. The Commission has before it the
following mutually exclusive
applications for a new FM station:

Applicant City/State Flle No.

BPED-
830927AA
BPED-
840302CC
. BPED-
8407190

A Mercyhurst
Coliege.

B. Family
Stations, Inc..

C. Bayfront
NATO, Inc..

2. Pursuant to section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above applications have
been designated for hearing in a
consolidated proceeding upon the issues
whose headings are set forth below. The
text of each of these issues has been
standardized and is set forth in its
entirety under the corresponding
headings at 51 FR 19347, May 29, 1986.
The letter shown before each applicant's
name, above, is used below to signify
whether the issue in question applies to
that particular applicant,

Issue heading

1. Air Hazard
2. Environmental Impact...........
3.C ive—N

P

al AM

ABC
4. Uitimate A B.C

3. If there is any non-standardized
isses(s) in this proceeding, the full text
cf the issue and the applicant(s) to
which it applies are set forth in an
Appendix to this Notice. A copy of the
complete HDO in this proceeding is
available for inspeciton and copying
during normal business hours in the FCC
Dockets Branch (Room 230), 1919 M
Street NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text may also be purchased
from the Commission’s duplicating
contractor, International Transcription
Services, Inc., 2100 M Street NW.,

Washington, DC 20037. (Telephone (202)
857-3800).

W. Jan Gay,

Assistant Chief Audio Services Division Mass
Media Bureau,

[FR Doc. 87-1198 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Agreement(s) Filed

The Federal Maritime Commission
hereby gives notice of the filing of the
following agreement(s) pursuant to
section 5 of the Shipping Act of 1984.

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of each agreement at the
Washington, DC Office of the Federal
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street,
NW., Room 10325. Interested parties
may submit comments on each
agreement to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC
20573, within 10 days after the date of
the Federal Register in which this notice
appears. The requirements for
comments are found in § 572.603 of Title
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations.
Interested persons should consult this
section before communicating with the
Commission regarding a pending
agreement.

Agreement No.: 224-004155-001.

Title: Savannah Terminal Agreement.

Parties:

Georgia Ports Authority

Zim-American Israeli Shipping Co.,
Inc.

Synopsis: The proposed amendment
would extend the term of the agreement
through April 30, 1987. The parties have
requested a shortened review period.

Agreement No.: 203-010977-002,

Title: Hispaniola Discussion
Agreement.

Parties:

United States Atlantic and Gulf/
Hispaniola Steamship Freight
Association

Zim Israel Navigation Co.

Overseas Transport International
Corp.

Synopsis: The proposed amendment
would add Seaboard Caribe, Ltd. as a
party to the agreement. The parties have
requested a shortened review period.

Agreement No.: 224-011048.

Title: La Place Elevator Company/
Louis Dreyfus Corporation Assignment
& Assumption Agreement.

Parties:

La Place Elevator Company, Inc., (La

Place)

Louis Dreyfus Corporation (Dreyfus)

Synopsis: The proposed agreement
would assign all of La Place’s interest in

certain leases concerning a grain
elevator facility located in Reserve, St.
John the Baptist Parish, Louisiana to
Dreyfus, including a guaranty by La
Place of the performance of the Lessee's
obligations under such leases. The
parties have requested a shortened
review period.

Agreement. No.: 224-011050.

Title: Baltimore Terminal Agreement

Parties:

Maryland Port Administration (Port)
Lumber Terminal, Inc. (LTI).

Synopsis: The proposed agreement
would permit LTI to lease 13.85 acres at
the Ports Dundalk Marine Terminal until
June 30, 1987. An additional 6.549 will be
made available to LTI on an as needed
basis.

Agreement No.: 224-011051.

Title: Baltimore Terminal Agreement.

Parties:

Maryland Port Administration (Port)

Guthrie Latex, Inc. (Guthrie).

Synopsis: The proposed agreement
would permit Guthrie to lease space in
the Pier 4-5 Shed at the Port's North
Locust Point Marine Terminal for a
period of six years.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: January 15, 1987.

Tony P. Kominoth,

Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1244 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Agency Forms Under Review

January 14, 1987.
Background

Notice is hereby given of the
submission of proposed information
collection(s) to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for its
review and approval under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (Title 44
U.S.C. Chapter 35) and under OMB
regulations on Controlling Paperwork
Burdens on the Public (5 CFR Part 1320).
A copy of the proposed information
collection(s) and supporting documents
is available from the agency clearance
officer listed in the notice. Any
comments on the proposal should be
sent to the OMB desk officer listed in
the notice. OMB's unusal practice is not
to take any action on a proposed
information collection until at least ten
working days after notice in the Federal
Register, but occasionally the public
interest requires more rapid action,
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Federal Reserve Board Clearance
Officer—Nancy Steele—Division of
Research and Statistics, Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, Washington, DC 20551 (202
452-3822)

OMB Desk Officer—Robert Neal—
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office
Building, Room 3208, Washington, DC
20503 (202-395-6880).

Request for Approval of New Report

1. Report title: Country Exposure

Information Report
Agency form number: FFIEC 008a
OMB Docket number: 7100-0188
Frequency: Quarterly
Reporters: State member banks and

bank holding companies
Small businesses are not affected.
General description of report:

Respondent’s obligations to reply is
mandatory [12 U.S.C. 248(a), 1844(c), and
section 907 of the International Lending
Supervision Act]; a pledge of
confidentiality is not promised.

Report will disclose information on
international claims for U.S. banks and
bank holding companies. The
information is used for supervisory and
analytical purposes in determining the
degree of risk in their portfolios and the
possible impact on U.S. banks of any
adverse developments in particular
countries.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 14, 1987.

William W. Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 87-1203 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
[BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

[Docket Nos. R-0587, R-0588, R-0589, and
R-0590]

Requests for Comments on Proposals
Regarding Payment System Risks;
Extension of time

AGENCY: Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System.

ACTION: Extension of comment periods.

SUMMARY: On December 10, 1988, the
Board requested public comment on a
series of proposals to reduce and control
payment system risks. (The notices were
published in the Federal Register on
December 16, 1986.) The specific
proposals concerned risks associated
with book-entry securities transfers
(Docket No. R-0587, 51 FR 45046),
reduction of existing levels for net debit
caps (Docket No. R-0588, 51 FR 45050),
adoption of a new, “Dde minimis" cap

category (Docket No. R0588 * 51 FR
45053), and adopting limits on inter-
affiliate Fedwire transfers (Docket No.
R-0590, 51 FR 45054). Comments were
due by February 9, 1987. In response to
requests from the public, the Secretary
to the Board, acting pursuant to
delegated authority from the Board, has
extended the comment period for each
of these proposals until February 27,
1987.

DATE: Comments must be received by
February 27, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Edward C. Ettin, Deputy Director,
Division of Research and Statistics (202-
452-3368), or Joseph R. Alexander,
Senior Attorney, Legal Division (202-
452-2488); or, for the hearing impaired
only: Telecommunications Device for
the Deaf (202-452-3544), Earnestine Hill
or Dorothea Thompson.

By order of the Secretary of the Board,
acting pursuant to delegated authority,
12 CFR 265.2(a)(8), January 15, 1987.
William W, Wiles,

Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 87-1235 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
[Docket No. 86N-0444]

Revocation of Action Levels for
Polybrominated Biphenyls

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing the
revocation to its action levels for the
industrial chemicals, polybrominated
biphenyls (PBB's), in milk and dairy
products, meat, eggs, and animal feed.
The revocation was effective on January
5, 1987. FDA took this action because it
concluded that the action levels are no
longer necessary to protect the public
health.

DATE: Written comments by March 23,
1987.

ADDRESS: Written comments concerning
FDA s revocation of the action levels for
PBB's should be submitted to the
Dockets Management Branch (HFA-
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm.
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD
20857.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John R. Wessel, Office of Regulatory

1 A typographical error in the December 16, 1986,
Federal Register misidentified Docket No. R0589 as
Docket No. R-05891.

Affairs (HFC-205), Food and Drug
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-1815.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In May
1974, it was discovered that PBB's had
been inadvertently mixed with
commercial dairy feed, which resulted in
widespread contamination of Michigan
dairy animals, a major portion of the
State's milk supply, and, eventually,
certain other animal-derived foods. As
part of its response to the incident, FDA
immediately established action levels
for use by the agency, the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA), and
Michigan officials in controlling the
marketing of affected foods and feeds.
The action levels were lowered in
November 1974, based on improvements
in PBB analytical methodology and
confirmation capabilities and new
toxicological information indicating that
a reduction in dietary exposures to PBB
was necessary to protect the public
health. The lower action levels, which
have remained in effect, are; 0.3 part per
million (ppm) (fat basis) for milk and
dairy products and meat (including
poultry); 0.05 ppm for eggs; and 0.05 ppm
for animal feed. Because they are stable
chemicals, the PBB's persisted in the
Michigan farm environment for several
years after the initial contamination and
continued to occur in feedstuffs and
animal-derived foods produced in the
State.

Under FDA's regulations, 21 CFR
109.6(c) for human food and 21 CFR
509.6(c) for animal feed, the agency may
establish an action level for an added
poisonous or deleterious substance if,
among other things, the contaminant in
question cannot be avoided by good
manufacturing practices. Under these
regulations an action level should not be
maintained if the contaminant no longer
meets the criterion of being an
unavoidable food or feed contaminant.
Available information indicates that
PBB's no longer meet thig criterion.

In 1983, FDA's Detroit District
reported on a survey it conducted for
PBB's and other chemical contaminants
in milk produced in Michigan. The
survey samples represented
approximately 490 producers in
Michigan and included areas that were
implicated in the original PBB
contamination. The FDA survey results
show no detectable PBB's in the milk
samples at a limit of detection of about
0.01 ppm (fat basis). In addition, the
Michigan Department of Agriculture
routinely analyzes from 200 to 250 milk
samples each year for PBB's. There have
been no positive milk samples for PBB's
for several years. Also, USDA's Food
Safety and Inspection Service sampled
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Michigan dairy cattle in December 1982
through January 1983, and all 101
samples were negative for PBB's at a
0.02 ppm (fat basis) limit of detection.

During the 1980's, sampling of poultry,
eggs, or animal feeds for PBB'’s has not
been performed. However, during the
height of the PBB contamination incident
in 1974 and 1975, the frequency with
which PBB's were found in poultry and
eggs produced in Michigan was
substantially less in comparison to the
frequency with which PBB's were
occurring in milk and meat derived from
dairy cattle (beef cattle were not
affected by the contamination). For this
reason, the monitoring results which
show that milk and dairy cattle no
longer are contaminated with PBB's also
provide a strong indication that poultry
and eggs produced in the State would no
longer be contaminated with PBB's.
Because PBB-contaminated animal feed
was the major source of PBB
contamination of Michigan dairy cattle,
the absence of PBB's in milk and dairy
cattle samples likewise indicates that
PBB's are not present in animal feed.
FDA believes, therefore, that the results
of the Federal and State sampling
provide ample evidence to conclude that
PBB's can no longer be considered
unavoidable contaminants in foods and
feeds produced in Michigan.

Although FDA established the PBB
action levels to deal with the Michigan
incident, the agency also examined
whether there would be any national
implications if the action levels were
revoked. After the PBB contamination in
Michigan was discovered, FDA looked
for, but did not find, evidence indicating
that PBB's were contaminating animal-
derived foods or animal feeds produced
outside the State of Michigan. In
addition, there is now very little
likelihood of another incident of PBB
contamination in Michigan or elsewhere
in the United States. The Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) has concluded
that PBB's have not been manufactured
in, imported into, or processed in the
United States for commercial purposes
since 1980 (see 51 FR 24555; July 7, 1986).
This conclusion is based on the fact that
no reports have been filed in response to
an EPA rule under the Toxic Substances
Control Act (15 U.S.C. 2600 et seq.)
requiring the submission of Notice of
Manufacture or Importation of PBB's
(see 45 FR 70728; October 24, 1980). In
the July 7, 1986, notice, EPA also stated
that because there are now effective
substitutes for industrial uses of PBB's, it
is unlikelv that these uses of PBB's will
be resumed,

For all these reasons, FDA has
toncluded that PBB's can no longer be

considered unavoidable food or feed
contaminants and that the possibility of
their recurrence as contaminants in the
nation's food supply is remote.
Accordingly, the action levels for
unavoidable PBB's in animal-derived
foods and animal feeds can no longer be
justified under current agency
regulations. Therefore, the agency has
revoked the action levels. If FDA finds
PBB's in food or feed, the food or feed
would be subject to enforcement action
under section 402(a)(1) (21 U.S.C.
342(a)(1)) of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act if the contamination is
unavoidable or section 402(a)(2){A) of
the act if the contamination is
avoidable.

The PBB action levels which were in
effect are currentlv listed in an FDA
booklet entitled “Action Levels for
Poisonous or Deleterious Substances in
Human Food and Animal Feed." The
booklet is available to the public upon
request and may be obtained by writing
to Industry Programs Branch (HFF-326),
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C St.
SW., Washington, DC 20204. Because of
the agencv's decision to revoke the PBB
action levels, the listing of the PBB
action levels will be deleted from the
next edition of the booklet.

Copies of the relevant sections of the
FDA booklet “Action Levels for
Poisonous or Deleterious Substances in
Human Food and Animal Feed,"
summary information on Federal and
State sampling for PBB's, and a
memorandum to FDA's Regional and
District Offices concerning the
revocation of the PBB action levels are
on file in the Dockets Management
Branch (address above) under the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document and may be
seen in that office between 9 a.m. and 4
p-m., Monday through Friday.

Interested persons may, on or before
March 23, 1987 submit written
comments, data, and information
regarding the action level revocations to
the Dockets Management Branch. Two
copies of any comments are to be
submitted, except that individuals may
submit one copy.

Comments must be identified with the
docket number found in brackets in the
heading of this document. Received
comments may be seen in the office
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

Dated: December 30, 1986.
John M. Taylor,

Associate Commissioner for Regulatory
Affairs.
|FR Doc. 87-1056 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 amy|

BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

[Docket No. 86P-0510]

Canned Green Beans Deviating From
Identity Standards; Temporary Permit
for Market Testing

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) is announcing
that temporary permit has been issued
to Truitt Brothers, Inc., to market test
experimental packs of canned green
beans containing added zinc chloride as
part of the packing medium. The
purpose of the temporary permit is to
allow the applicant to measure
consumer acceptance of the food.

DATES: This permit is effective for 15
months, beginning on the date the test
product is introduced or caused to be
introduced into interstate commerce, but
no later than April 21, 1987.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Catharine R. Calvert, Center for Food
Safety and Applied Nutrition (HFF-414),
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C St.
SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202-485-
0121.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
accordance with 21 CFR 130.17
concerning temporary permits to
facilitate market testing of foods
deviating from the requirements of a
standard of identity promulgated under
section 401 of the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 341), FDA is
giving notice that a temporary permit
has been issued to Truitt Brothers Inc.,
1105 Front St. NE., Salem, OR 97308.

The permit covers limited interestate
marketing tests of experimental packs of
canned green beans. The test product
deviates from the standard of identity
for canned green beans prescribed in 21
CFR 155.120 (canned green beans and
canned wax beans) in that it will
contain added zinc chloride in the
packing medium in an amount
reasonably necessary to retain the green
color of the test product (up to 75 parts
per million of zinc in the finished food).
The test product meets all requirements
of § 155.120, with the exception of the
variation.

The permit provides for the temporary
marketing of 50,000 cases containing six
No. 10 (603 X 700) cans each of the test
product. The experimental packs of the
test product will be distributed
throughout the continental United
States. The test product is to be
manufactured at the Truitt Brothers. Inc..
plant, Salem, OR 97308.

The principal display panel of the
label states the product name as "‘Cut
Green Beans™ and each of the
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ingredients used is stated on the label as
required by the applicable sections of 21
CFR Part 101. This permit is effective for
15 months, beginning on the date the test
product is introduced or caused to be
introduced into interstate commerce, but
no later than April 21, 1987.

Dated: January 13, 1987.
Richard |. Ronk,

Acting Director, Center for Food Safety and
Applied Nutrition.

[FR Doc. 87-1199 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Indian Affairs

Facilities Improvement and Repair
Priority List for Fiscal Year 1987

AGENCY: Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of add-on projects to the
facilities improvement and repair
priority list for FY 1987.

This notice is published in exercise of
authority delegated by the Secretary of
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary—
Indian Affairs by 209 DM8.

Six facilities improvement and repair
projects are being added to the list
published in the Federal Register/Vol.
51, No. 194/ Tuesday, October 7, 1986/
Notice 35701.

The six additional projects are:

1. Manderson School

2. Crow Creek High School

3. Low Mountain Sewer Lagoons

4. Rough Rock Demonstration School
5. Chemawa High School

6. Jones Academy.

Construction of these additional
projects is made possible by the
congressional add-on of $4,150,000 to the
FY 1987 appropriation for the FI&R
Program. It is based upon the Bureau's
criteria for ranking projects as published
in the Federal Register/Volume 51, No.
30/Thursday, February 13, 1986/Notice
5415.

Ronald L. Esquerra,

Acling Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs.
[FR Doc. 87-1219 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
[BILLING CODE 4310-02-M

Bureau of Land Management
[CO-942-06-4520-12]

Colorado: Filing of Plats of Survey

January 8, 1987.

The plats of survey of the following
described land, will be officially filed in
the Colorado State Office, Bureau of

Land Management, Lakewood,
Colorado, effective 10:00 A.M., January
8, 1987.

The supplemental plat, correcting
erroneous acreage in previous lot 17 and
now showing amended lottings and
areas in the SE¥% of section 32, T. 1 N,
R. 100 W., Sixth Principal Meridian,
Colorado, was accepted December 15,
1986.

The supplemental plat was prepared
to meet certain administrative needs of
this Bureau.

The plat representing the dependent
resurvey of a portion of the Ute Base
Line (south boundary), a portion of the
Ute Principal Meridian (east boundary),
a portion of the subdivisional lines and
subdivision of certain sections, T. 1 N.,
R.1 W,, Ute Meridian, Colorado, Group
No. 808, was accepted December 11,
1986.

This survey was executed to meet
certain administrative needs of the
Bureau of Reclamation.

The plat representing the corrective
survey of the subdivision of sections 31
and 32, T. 5 S., R. 82 W., Sixth Principal
Meridian, Colorado, Group No. 815, was
accepted December 11, 1986.

This survey was executed to meet
certain administrative needs of the U.S.
Forest Service.

All inquiries about this land should be
sent to the Colorado State Office,
Bureau of Land Management, 2850
Youngfield Street, Lakewood, Colorado
80215.

Jack A. Eaves,

Acting Chief, Cadastral Surveyor for
Colorado.

|FR Doc. 87-1176 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-JB-M

[ID-030-07-4830-04]

Idaho Falls District Advisory Council;
Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Meeting of the Idaho Falls
district advisory council.

SUMMARY: The Idaho Falls District
Advisory Council will meet Wednesday,
February 25, 1987. Notice of this meeting
is in accordance with Pub. L. 92463,
The meeting will begin at 9 a.m. at the
Idaho Falls District Office on 840
Lincoln Road, Idaho Falls, Idaho. The
meeting is open to the public; public
comments on agenda items will be
accepted from 11:00 to 11:30 a.m.

The agenda items are: A Breifing on
the Pocatello Resource Management
Plan, an Introduction to the South Fork
Plan and an update on the Noxious
Weed Program.

SUMMARY: Minutes of the meeting will
be kept in the District Office and will be
available for public inspection and
reproduction during business hours (7:45
a.m. to 4:30 p.m.) within 30 days after
the meeting.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Lloyd H. Ferguson, Bureau of Land
Management, 940 Lincoln Road, Idaho
Falls, Idaho 83401; Telephone: (208) 520-
1020.

Lloyd H Ferguson,

District Manaoger.

January 12, 1987.

[FR Doc. 87-1178 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)|
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M

[UT-050-07-4333-11]

Richfield District, Richfield, UT, Public
Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Richfield, Utah.

ACTION: Public meeting.

summaRry: The Richfield District will
hold two open house meetings to discuss
the changes in the fees to be charged at
the Little Sahara Recreation Area in
accordance with 43 CFR 83724 and as
stated in the Special Recreation Permit
Policy. These meetings are scheduled to
be held at: Nephi County Court House,
Commissioners Chambers, Nephi, Utah
from 7:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. on February 4;
and BLM Utah State Office fourth floor
Conference Room, 324 South State
Street, Suite 301, Coordinated Financial
Services Building, Salt Lake City, Utah
from 4:40 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. on February 5,
1987.

The fee for daily use remains the
same, $4.00 per day, however, in
addition an annual use fee is now
proposed. This fee would be $35.00 for
the first vehicle; should a person wish to
register a second vehicle, it would be
$15.00 for the calendar year of 1987. The
proposed annual use fee is not an
entrance fee and applies only to the
Little Sahara Recreation Area.

The meeting will also address the
change in definition of a day use period.
In the past a day's use was defined as
midnight to midnight. The new proposal
is from 2:00 p.m. to 2:00 p.m.

Donald L. Pendleton,

District Manager.

January 12, 1987.

[FR Doc. 87-1200 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-DQ-M
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[1D-060-07-4410-11]

Coeur d’Alene District Advisory
Council Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.,

ACTION: District Advisory Council
Meeting.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given, in
accordance with Pub. L. 94-579 and 43
CFR Part 1780, that a meeting of the
Coeur d'Alene District Advisory Council
will be held on March 11 and 12, 1987, at
the Bureau of Land Management,
Cottonwood Resource Area
Headquarters, Cottonwood, Idaho 83522.

Agenda for the meeting will include:

1. Briefing on Phase 1I of the Lower
Salmon River withdrawal study;

2. Field trip to Phase I! study area;

3. Discussion and Council
recommendations;

4. Arrangements for next meeting.

The meeting will commence at 11:00
a.m. on March 11 and conclude at 2:00
p.m. on March 12, 1987. The meeting is
open to the public. Interested persons
may make oral statements to the
Council between 11:00 a.m. and 11:30
a.m. on March 12, or file written
statements for the Council's
consideration. Anyone wishing to make
an oral statement must notify the Coeur
d'Alene District Manager, 1808 North
Third Street, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814
by March 2, 1987. Depending on the
number of persons wishing to make an
oral statement, a per person time limit
may be established.

Summary minutes of the meeting will
be maintained in the District office and
will be available for public inspection
and reproduction (during regular
business hours) within 30 days following
the meeting.

Dated: January 12, 1987.

Fritz U. Rennebaum,

District Manager.

[FR Doc. 87-1223 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M

[OR-050-4410: GP-7-080]

Prineville District Advisory Council
Meeting

Notice is hereby given in accordance
with Pub. L. 92-463 of a meeting of the
Prineville District Advisory Council to
be held February 26, 1987. The meeting
will begin at 10:00 am at the Prineville
District BLM Office located at 185 East
Fourth Street, Prineville, Oregon.

Agenda items to be discussed by the
Council include the Brothers/LaPine
Resource Management Plan and public
comments dealing with the preliminary

issues and alternatives, Other agenda
items include preparation strategy for
the John Day River Management Plan,
the District land exchange strategy and
the BLM Organization Study for the
State of Oregon.

The meeting is open to the public.
Anyone wishing to attend and make
written or oral comments to the Council
should contact the Prineville District
Manager at the above address or by
phone (503 447-4115) prior to February
19, 1987.

Dated.January 9, 1987
Donald L. Smith,
Acting District Manager.
[FR Doc. 87-1224 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-33-M

[CA-940-07-4212 13] CA 17640

Exchange of Public and Private Lands
in San Diego and San Bernardino
Counties, and Order Providing for
Opening of Public Lands

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of issuance of land
exchange conveyance document and
order providing for opening of public
lands.

summARY: The purpose of this exchange
was to acquire non-Federal lands within
the Johnson Valley Off-Road Vehicle
Recreation Area to create a more logical
and manageable public land unit. The
public interest was well served through
completion of this exchange. The land
acquired in this exchange will be
opened to operation of the public land
laws, and only a portion of the acquired
land will be opened to the full operation
of the United States mining laws and
mineral leasing laws.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Viola Andrade California State Office
(916) 9784815

The United States issued an exchange
conveyance document to the Southern
Pacific Land Company on December 19,
1986, under section 206 of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
October 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716), for the
following described land:

San Bernardino Meridian, CA
T.125,R.1 W,,

Sec. 4, NYaSWY and NW Y4SE Y%;

Containing 120.00 acres of public land in
San Diego County.

In exchange for this land the United
States acquired the following described
lands from the Southern Pacific Land
Company:

San Bernardino Meridian, CA

Parcel One . .

T.5N.,.R.2E,
Sec. 1, Lots 1 through 4, S2N'%, and S'%;
T.6N..R. 2E,
Sec. 1, Lots 1 and 2 of NE%, Lots 1 and 2 of
NW W%, and S¥%;
Sec. 13, All;
Sec. 25, NVa, SWVs, NY4SEY, and
SEY4SEY;
Sec. 33, All;
TSN R.3E.,
Sec. 5, Lots 1 through 8, SY%2N%, and S'2:
T.6N,R.3E.,
Sec. 5, Lots 1 through 4, S¥%eNY2, and S';
Sec. 9. NEYANEYs, NW ¥ SW Y4, SY%SW Vs,
and SEY4SEYa:
Sec. 13, All;
Sec. 17, All;
Sec. 21, All;
Sec. 29, All;
Sec. 33, All;
T.7N., R.3E.,
Sec. 33, All;
T.5N..R.4E,
Sec, 5, Lots 1 and 2 of NEY, Lots 1 and 2 of
NWY, and S%;
Sec. 9, Lots 1 through 6, EYaNEYs, NW V4,
and SY2SY%;
T.6 N.R.4E,
Sec. 1, Lots 1 through 4, W¥%EY% and W%;
Sec. 5, All;
Sec. 9, All;
Sec. 13, Lots 1 through 4, W¥%EYe, and
Wi,
Sec. 17, Lots 1 through 4, N%S%, and NY%;
Sec. 21, Lots 1 through 7, NE%, EYaNW Y,
NEY%SW %, and N%SEV:
Sec. 29, All;
Sec. 33, All;
T.7N.,R.4E,
Sec. 25, Lots 1 through 4, Wi2E'%, and
We;
Sec. 43, All;

Parcel Two

T.5N.R.2E,
Sec. 1, Lots 1 through 4, and 5%N%;
T.6N.,R.2E,
Sec. 25, N2, SWY, NY%2SEY%, and
SEYSEYs;
Sec. 33, All;
T.5N.,R.3E,
Sec. 5. Lots 1 through 8, S%N%2, and S%;
T.6 N.,.R.3E.,
Sec. 5, Lots 1 through 4, S'2N Y, and S'%;
Sec. 9, NEYANEY4, NWYiSW Y3, SY:SW ¥4,
and SEV4SE Y4,
Sec. 29, All;
Sec. 33, NW Va;
T.7N.,,R.3E,
Sec. 33, All;
T.5N.,R.4E,
Sec. 5, Lots 1 and 2 of NE¥%, Lots 1 and 2 of
NWY%, and S¥%;
T.6N.,R.4E,
Sec. 21, Lots 1 through 7, NEV4, EVaNW Y4,
NEVsSW Y4, and N %SEY4:
Sec. 29, All;
Sec. 33, All;

Containing 16,471.46 acres of non-Federal
lands in San Bernardino County.
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The values of the public land and the
non-Federal lands in this exchange are
equal.

At 10 a.m. on February 23, 1987, the
non-Federal lands described under
Parcels One and Two above shall be
open to operation of the public land
laws generally, subject to valid existing
rights and the requirements of
applicable law. All valid applications
received at or prior to 10 a.m. on
February 23, 1987, shall be considered as
simultaneously filed at that time. Those
received thereafter shall be considered
in the order of filing.

At 10 a.m. on February 23, 1987, the
non-Federal lands described under
Parcel One above shall be open to
applications under the United States
mining laws and mineral leasing laws.

Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Room E-2841, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, CA 95825.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Sharon N. Janis,
Chief, Branch of Adjudication and Records.
[FR Doc. 87-4310 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

[CA-240-07-3110-10-AKOO; CA 17755]

Exchange of Public and Private Lands
In Humboldt County, CA

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of issuance of land
exchange conveyance document.

sumMmMARY: The purpose of the exchange
was to acquire non-Federal land within
the King Range National Conservation
Area, and to consolidate public
landownership for more effective
management in the Scattered Blocks
Planning Unit. The public interest was
well served through completion of the
exchange.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Viola Andrade, California State Office,
(916) 978-4815.

The United States issued an exchange
conveyance document to Kermit C.
Miller and Ramona ]. Miller on
December 30, 1986, under the Act of
October 21, 1870, (16 U.S.C. 460y), for the
following described land:

Humboldt Meridian, CA
T.2S,R.5E,

Sec. 25, SE%SEY;
T.5S, RS E;

Sec. 6, SEX%4SW Ya;

Sec. 7, NEYaNW Y.

Containing 120.00 acres of public land.
In exchange for these lands, the

United States acquired the following
described land from Mr. and Mrs. Miller:

Humboldt Meridian, California
T.4S,R.1E,

Sec. 9, Lots 3 and 4, and W%SW %,

Containing 159.52 acres of non-Federal
land.

A payment in the amount of $8,120.00
has been paid to Mr. and Mrs. Miller by
the United States to equalize values
between the non-Federal land and the
public land.

Inquiries concerning the land should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Room E-2841, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California
95825.

Dated: January 12, 1987.

Sharon N. Janis,

Chief, Branch of Adjudication and Records.
[FR Doc. 87-1226 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

[CA-940-07-4220-10; CA 3981]

Tahoe National Forest, Placer County,
Termination of Proposed Withdrawal
and Reservation of Land

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice.

suMMARY: Notice of the Forest Service,
U.S. Department of Agriculture,
application CA 3981 for withdrawal and
reservation from appropriation under
the mining laws (30 U.S.C. Chapter 2) for
protection of the Greek Store
Administrative Site in the Tahoe
National Forest, Placer County, was
published in the Federal Register on
November 18, 19786, page 50873, FR Doc.
76-34100. The applicant agency has
withdrawn its application in its entirety
as to the following described lands:

Mount Diablo Meridian

T.14N,R.13E,,
Sec. 7, EVaNEVANEYSE Y4, SEVANEY4SEY%,
and NE%NEYSEYSEYa.
Sec. 8, W¥%NW¥aNW¥SWYs.

The land described aggregates 22.5 acres.

DATE: Pursuant to the regulations in 43
CFR 2310.2-1(c), such land at 10:00 a.m.
February 27, 1987, will be relieved of the
segregative effect on the above
mentioned application.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Annisteen Pack-Lovelace, California
State Office, Federal Office Building,
2800 Cottage Way, Room E 2841,
Sacramento, California 95825 916-978—
4815.

Dated: January 12, 1987.
Sharon Janis,
Chief, Branch of Adjudication and Records.
[FR Doc. 87-1227 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-40-M

[1D-943-07-4220~11; I-15072]

Proposed Continuation of Withdrawal;
D ‘

Correction

In FR Doc. 86-28205, filed December
16, 1986, appearing on page 45186 of the
issue for December 17, 1986, the
following correction should be made:
T.9N., Rs. 3 and 5 E. should read:
T.9N.,Rs.8and 4 E.

Dated: January 9, 1987.

William E. Ireland, Chief

Realty Operations Section,

[FR Doc. 87-1228 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-GG-M

Minerals Management Service

Oil and Gas and Sulphur Operations In
the Outer Continental Shelf; Mexico

' AGENCY: Minerals Management Service,

Interior.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The Minerals Management
Service has recently completed a
statistical compilation of oil spills
resulting from drilling and production
activities on the Outer Continental Shelf
in the Gulf of Mexico OCS Region for
the period 1976-85. Notice is hereby
given that the report is available to the
public upon request.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the report may be
obtained from the Technical
Publications Unit, Office of OCS
Information and Publications, Minerals
Management Services; Mail Stop 642,
1951 Kidwell Drive, Vienna, Virginia
22180.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Gerald Daniels, Chief, Branch of
Lease Exploration; Minerals
Management Service; 12203 Sunrise
Valley Drive, Mail Stop 646, Reston,
Virginia 22091; Telephone (703) 648-
7853, (FTS) 959-7853.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Requesters should ask for a copy of “Oil
Spills, 1976-85: Statistical Report” to
obtain the correct report.

Dated: January 9, 1987.
john B. Rigg,
Associate Director for Offshore Minerals
Management.
[FR Doc. 87-1180 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4310-MR-M
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

Release of Waybill Data for Use in
Analyzing Chiorine Tank Car
Movements

The Commission has received a
request from the Chlorine Institute, Inc.
(CII) for permission to use certain data
from the Commission's 1985 Waybill
Sample to analyze the traffic patterns
(including density) of loaded chlorine
tank cars. CII is responsible for an
emergency response system (CHLOREP)
under which they respond to chlorine
emergencies in the U.S. and Canada on
a 24-hour, 7-day-a-week basis. Because
of recent plant closings, they state that
they need to review their geographic
assignments to better respond to
emergencies. The identification of heavy
volume movements of chlorine would
indicate whether redeployment of sector
responsibility and/or enlisting
additional teams is necessary.
Specifically, they seek waybill data on
chlorine (STCC 28128) movements in
tank cars.

The Commission requires rail carriers
to file waybill sample information if in
any of the past three years they
terminated on their lines at least: (1)
4,500 revenue carloads or (2) 5 percent
of revenue carloads in any one State (49
CFR Part 1244). From this waybill
information, the Commission has
developed a Public Use Waybill File
that has satisfied the majority of all our
waybill data requests while protecting
the confidentiality of proprietary data
submitted by the railroads. However, if
confidential waybill data are requested,
as in this case, we will consider
releasing the data only after certain
protective conditions are met and public
notice is given. More specifically, under
the Commission's current policy for
handling waybill requests, we will not
release any confidential waybill data
until after: (1) Public notice is provided
so affected parties have an opportunity
to object and (2) certain requirements
designed to protect the data's
confidentiality are agreed to by the
requesting party (49 Federal Register
40328, September 6, 1983).

Accordingly, if any parties object to
this request, they should file their
objections (an original and 2 copies)
with the Director of the Commission’s
Office of Transportation Analysis
(OTA) within 14 calendar days of the
date of this notice. They should also
include all grounds for objection to the
full or partial disclosure of the requested
data. The Director of OTA will consider
these objections in determining whether
to release the requested waybill data.

Any parties who objected will be timely

notified of the Director's decision.
Contact: Elaine Kaiser, (202) 275-7003.

Noreta R. McGee,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 87-1234 Filed 1-20-87; 8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Consent Decree; Baird & McGuire, Inc.,
et al.

In accordance with the Departmental
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby
given that on January 6, 1987 a proposed
consent decree in United States v. Baird
& McGuire, Inc., et al., Civil Action No.
83-3002—4 was lodged with the United
States District Court for the District of
Massachusetts. The proposed consent
decree concerns the recovery of costs
incurred by the United States in taking
response actions, and to be incurred by
the United States in undertaking
remedial action under the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act at a facility in Holbrook,
Massachusetts where chemicals were
processed for retail sale. Various
hazardous substances were disposed of
at the facility. The proposed consent
decree requires the defendants to pay
the United States $900,000 in
reimbursement for response costs
incurred and to be incurred.

The Department of Justice will receive
for a period of thirty days from the date
of this publication comments relating to
the consent decree. Comments should be
addressed to the Assistant Attorney
General of the Land and Natural
Resources Division, Department of
Justice, Washington, DC 20530, and
should refer to DOJ Ref. 90-11-2-84.

The proposed consent decree may be
examined in the Office of the United
States Attorney, District of
Massachusetts, 1107 ].W. McCormick
Post Office and Courthouse, Boston,
Massachusetts 02109, and at 