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telephone numbers, and finding aids, appears in the Reader
Aids section at the end of this issue.

New Feature in the Reader Aids!

Beginning with the issue of December 4, 1995, a new listing
will appear each day in the Reader Aids section of the
Federal Register called ‘““Reminders”. The Reminders will
have two sections: “Rules Going Into Effect Today’ and
“*Comments Due Next Week’. Rules Going Into Effect
Today will remind readers about Rules documents
published in the past which go into effect ‘“‘today”.
Comments Due Next Week will remind readers about
impending closing dates for comments on Proposed Rules
documents published in past issues. Only those documents
published in the Rules and Proposed Rules sections of the
Federal Register will be eligible for inclusion in the
Reminders.

The Reminders feature is intended as a reader aid only.
Neither inclusion nor exclusion in the listing has any legal
significance.

The Office of the Federal Register has been compiling data
for the Reminders since the issue of November 1, 1995. No
documents published prior to November 1, 1995 will be
listed in Reminders.
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Electronic Bulletin Board

Free Electronic Bulletin Board service for Public Law
numbers, Federal Register finding aids, and a list of
documents on public inspection is available on 202-275—
1538 or 275-0920.
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

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

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

5 CFR Part 330

RIN 3206-AH26

Career Transition Assistance for
Surplus and Displaced Federal
Employees

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Correction to interim rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management inadvertently failed to
designate a section in a redesignated
subpart. This document corrects this
error.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 29, 1995.

ADDRESSES: Employment Service, Office
of Personnel Management, 1900 E Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20415-0001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Diane Bohling, 202-606-0960, FAX
202-606—-2329.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Accordingly, on page 67282, third
column, Amendment 3 of the interim
rule published on December 29, 1995, is
corrected to read as follows:

3. Subpart F is redesignated as
subpart J, section 330.601 is
redesignated as section 330.1001, and
Subpart F is added to read as follows:”
Robert T. Coco,

Federal Regulations Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 96-393 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 95-NM-239-AD; Amendment
39-9448; AD 95-25-04]

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell
Douglas Model MD-11 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
an existing airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain McDonnell
Douglas Model MD-11 series airplanes,
that currently requires an inspection
and other specified actions to ensure
that the ground stud assemblies at three
locations of the airplane are installed
properly and torqued to certain
specifications, to verify the integrity of
the components of the ground stud
assemblies, and to detect heat damage in
adjacent areas; and correction of any
discrepancy. That AD was prompted by
reports indicating that arcing occurred
across the pins in the galley external
power receptacle due to loose attach
hardware on the ground stud. The
actions specified in that AD are
intended to ensure that the ground stud
assemblies are attached correctly so that
arcing will not occur. Such arcing, if not
corrected, could result in heat damage
to adjacent structure and a fire in the
forward cargo compartment, the center
accessory compartment, or the aft
fuselage compartment. This action
would expand the applicability of the
existing AD to include additional
airplanes.

DATES: Effective January 25, 1996.

The incorporation by reference of
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-24A090, Revision 1,
dated November 6, 1995, as listed in the
regulations, is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of January 25,
1996.

The incorporation by reference of
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-24A090, dated July 21,
1995, as listed in the regulations, was
approved previously by the Director of
the Federal Register as of September 5,
1995 (60 FR 43364, August 21, 1995).

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
March 11, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-103,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 95—-NM—
239-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.

The service information referenced in
this AD may be obtained from
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach,
California 90846, Attention: Technical
Publications Business Administration,
Department C1-L51 (2-60). This
information may be examined at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, Los Angeles
Aircraft Certification Office, 3960
Paramount Boulevard, Lakewood,
California; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW.,
suite 700, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Brett Portwood, Aerospace Engineer,
Branch, ANM-130L, FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, Los Angeles
Aircraft Certification Office, 3960
Paramount Boulevard, Lakewood,
California 90712; telephone (310) 627—
5347; fax (310) 627-5210.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On August
11, 1995, the FAA issued AD 95-17-11,
amendment 39-9341 (60 FR 43364,
August 21, 1995), applicable to certain
McDonnell Douglas Model MD-11
series airplanes, to require an inspection
and other specified actions to ensure
that the ground stud assemblies at three
locations of the airplane are installed
properly and torqued to certain
specifications, to verify the integrity of
the components of the ground stud
assemblies, and to detect heat damage in
adjacent areas; and correction of any
discrepancy. That action was prompted
by reports indicating that arcing
occurred across the pins in the galley
external power receptacle due to loose
attach hardware on the ground stud.
The actions required by that AD are
intended to ensure that the ground stud
assemblies are attached correctly so that
arcing will not occur. Such arcing, if not
corrected, could result in heat damage
to adjacent structure and a fire in the
forward cargo compartment, the center
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accessory compartment, or the aft
fuselage compartment.

Since the issuance of that AD, the
manufacturer has advised the FAA that,
during random sampling of the fleet,
additional airplanes have been
identified on which improper
installation and incorrect torquing of the
attach hardware on the ground stud
occurred during manufacture. In light of
this, the FAA has determined that those
additional airplanes are subject to the
same unsafe condition addressed by AD
95-17-11.

The FAA has reviewed and approved
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-24A090, Revision 1,
dated November 6, 1995. The inspection
and other specified actions described in
this revision are identical to those
described in the original issue of the
alert service bulletin (which was
referenced in AD 95-17-11).
Additionally, this revision expands the
effectivity listing to include additional
airplanes that are subject to the
addressed unsafe condition. This
revision also contains minor editorial
changes.

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of this same
type design, this AD supersedes AD 95—
17-11 to continue to require an
inspection and other specified actions to
ensure that the ground stud assemblies
at three locations of the airplane are
installed properly and torqued to certain
specifications, to verify the integrity of
the components of the ground stud
assemblies, and to detect heat damage in
adjacent areas; and correction of any
discrepancy. This AD expands the
applicability of the existing AD to
include additional airplanes. The
actions are required to be accomplished
in accordance with McDonnell Douglas
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-24A090.

This AD also requires that operators
report inspection results, positive or
negative, to the FAA.

This is considered to be interim
action until final action is identified, at
which time the FAA may consider
further rulemaking.

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

Comments Invited

Although this action is in the form of
a final rule that involves requirements
affecting flight safety and, thus, was not
preceded by notice and an opportunity
for public comment, comments are

invited on this rule. Interested persons
are invited to comment on this rule by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications shall identify the
Rules Docket number and be submitted
in triplicate to the address specified
under the caption “ADDRESSES.” All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments will be
considered, and this rule may be
amended in light of the comments
received. Factual information that
supports the commenter’s ideas and
suggestions is extremely helpful in
evaluating the effectiveness of the AD
action and determining whether
additional rulemaking action would be
needed.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule that might suggest a need to
modify the rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report that
summarizes each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this AD
will be filed in the Rules Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this rule must
submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘““Comments to
Docket Number 95-NM-239-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that must be issued immediately to
correct an unsafe condition in aircraft,
and that it is not a “‘significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866. It has been determined
further that this action involves an
emergency regulation under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979). If it is
determined that this emergency
regulation otherwise would be
significant under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures, a final
regulatory evaluation will be prepared
and placed in the Rules Docket. A copy

of it, if filed, may be obtained from the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

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

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

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

Authority: 49 USC 106(g), 40101, 40113,
44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
removing amendment 39-9341 (60 FR
43364, August 21, 1995), and by adding
a new airworthiness directive (AD),
amendment 39-9448, to read as follows:

95-25-04 McDonnell Douglas: Amendment
39-9448. Docket 95-NM-239-AD.
Supersedes AD 95-17-11, Amendment
39-9341.

Applicability: Model MD-11 series
airplanes, as identified in McDonnell
Douglas Alert Service Bulletin MD11-
24A090, Revision 1, dated November 6, 1995;
certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must use the authority
provided in paragraph (e) of this AD to
request approval from the FAA. This
approval may address either no action, if the
current configuration eliminates the unsafe
condition; or different actions necessary to
address the unsafe condition described in
this AD. Such a request should include an
assessment of the effect of the changed
configuration on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD. In no case does the
presence of any modification, alteration, or
repair remove any airplane from the
applicability of this AD.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

Note 2: Paragraph (a) of this AD merely
restates the requirements of paragraph (a) of
AD 95-17-11, amendment 39-9341. As
allowed by the phrase, “‘unless accomplished
previously,” if those requirements of AD 95—
17-11 have already been accomplished, this
AD does not require that those actions be
repeated.
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To prevent arcing in the ground stud
assemblies of the airplane, which could
result in heat damage to adjacent structure
and a fire in the forward cargo compartment,
the center accessory compartment, or the aft
fuselage compartment, accomplish the
following:

(a) For airplanes having manufacturer’s
numbers 532, 544, and 559 through 588
inclusive: Within 90 days after September 5,
1995 (the effective date of AD 95-17-11),
perform a one-time inspection and other
specified actions to ensure that the ground
stud assemblies in the forward cargo
compartment, the center accessory
compartment, and the aft fuselage
compartment are installed properly and
torqued as specified in Figure 1 of
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-24A090, dated July 21, 1995, or
Revision 1, dated November 6, 1995; to verify
the integrity of the components of the ground
stud assemblies; and to detect heat damage
to areas adjacent to the ground stud
assemblies. Perform the inspection and other
specified actions in accordance with
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-24A090, dated July 21, 1995, or
Revision 1, dated November 6, 1995.

(b) For airplanes other than those
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD: Within
90 days after the effective date of this AD,
perform a one-time inspection and other
specified actions to ensure that the ground
stud assemblies in the forward cargo
compartment, the center accessory
compartment, and the aft fuselage
compartment are installed properly and
torqued as specified in Figure 1 or 2, as
applicable, of McDonnell Douglas Alert
Service Bulletin MD11-24A090, Revision 1,
dated November 6, 1995; to verify the
integrity of the components of the ground
stud assemblies; and to detect heat damage
to areas adjacent to the ground stud
assemblies. Perform the inspection and other
specified actions in accordance with
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-24A090, Revision 1, dated November
6, 1995.

(c) If any discrepancy is found during the
actions required by paragraph (a) or (b) of
this AD, prior to further flight, correct the
discrepancy in accordance with paragraph
3.A.3. of the Accomplishment Instructions of
McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-24A090, dated July 21, 1995, or
Revision 1, dated November 6, 1995.

(d) Within 10 days after accomplishing the
inspection required by this AD, report
inspection results, positive or negative, to the
Manager, Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office (ACO), FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, California 90712; fax (310) 627—
5210. Information collection requirements
contained in this regulation have been
approved by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.) and have been assigned OMB
Control Number 2120-0056.

(e) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Los ACO,

FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Los Angeles ACO.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Los Angeles ACO.

(f) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

(9) The actions shall be done in accordance
with McDonnell Douglas Alert Service
Bulletin MD11-24A090, Revision 1, dated
November 14, 1995; or McDonnell Douglas
Alert Service Bulletin MD11-24A090, dated
July 21, 1995. The incorporation by reference
of McDonnell Douglas Alert Service Bulletin
MD11-24A090, Revision 1, dated November
6, 1995, was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. The incorporation
by reference of McDonnell Douglas Alert
Service Bulletin MD11-24A090, dated July
21, 1995, was approved previously by the
Director of the Federal Register in accordance
with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51 as of
September 5, 1995 (60 FR 43364, August 21,
1995). Copies may be obtained from
McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach, California
90846, Attention: Technical Publications
Business Administration, Department C1—
L51 (2-60). Copies may be inspected at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington; or at
the FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate, Los
Angeles Aircraft Certification Office, 3960
Paramount Boulevard, Lakewood, California;
or at the Office of the Federal Register, 800
North Capitol Street, NW., suite 700,
Washington, DC.

(h) This amendment becomes effective on
January 25, 1996.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
November 28, 1995.

S. R. Miller,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 96-271 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 95-AWP-29]

Amendment of Class E Airspace;
Bullhead City, AZ; Correction

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

SUMMARY: This action corrects an error
in the geographic coordinates of a final
rule that was published in the Federal
Register on December 18, 1995,
Airspace Docket No. 95—-AWP-29. The
Final Rule Amended .

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC February 29,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Speer, Airspace Specialist, System
Management Branch, AWP-530, Air
Traffic Division, Western-Pacific
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Lawndale, California, 90261,
telephone (310) 725-6533.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

Federal Register Document 95-30692,
Airspace Docket No. 95-AWP-29,
published on December 18, 1995 (60 FR
65020), revised the description of the
Class E airspace area at Bullhead City,
AZ. An error was discovered in the
geographic coordinates for the Bullhead
City, AZ, Class E airspace area. This
action corrects that error.

Correction to Final Rule

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me, the
geographic coordinates for the Class E
airspace area at Bullhead City, AZ, as
published in the Federal Register on
December 18, 1995 (60 FR 65020),
(Federal Register Document 95-30692),
are corrected as follows:

§71.1 [Corrected]

AWP CA E5 Bullhead City, AZ [Corrected]
On Page 65221, column 1, the geographic
coordinated for the Bullhead City, AZ Class
E airspace area are corrected by removing
“(lat, 35°16'00"'N., long. 115°10'00"W.)"”" and
adding “(lat. 35°16'00""N., long.
115°00'00"W.).”
Issued in Los Angeles, California, on
December 26, 1995.
Richard R. Lien,
Manager, Air Traffic Division, Western-Pacific
Region.
[FR Doc. 96—-378 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 95-AWP-34]

Amendment of Class E Airspace;
Winnemucca, NV

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

SUMMARY: This action amends the Class
E airspace area in Winnemucca, NV.
The development of a Global

Positioning System (GPS) Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
to Runway (RWY) 14/32 has made this
action necessary. The intended effect of
this action is to provide adequate
controlled airspace for Instrument Flight
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Rules (IFR) operations at Winnemucca
Municipal Airport, Winnemucca, NV
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC February 29,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Speer, Airspace Specialist, System
Management Branch, AWP-530, Air
Traffic Division, Western-Pacific
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Lawndale, California, 90261,
telephone (310) 725-6533.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On November 8, 1995, the FAA
proposed to amend part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) by amending the Class E
airspace area at Winnemucca, NV (60
FR 56277). This action will provide
adequate controlled airspace for
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
at Winnemucca Municipal Airport,
Winnemucca, NV.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments to the proposal were
received. Class E airspace designations
are published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9C dated August 17, 1995,
and effective September 16, 1995, which
is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1 The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in this Order.

The Rule

This amendment to part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) amends the Class E airspace
area at Winnemucca, NV. The
development of a GPS SIAP at
Winnemucca Municipal Airport has
made this action necessary. The
intended effect of this action is to
provide adequate Class E airspace for
aircraft executing the GPS RWY 14/32
SIAP at Winnemucca Municipal
Airport, Winnemucca NV.

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. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 10034, 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 would 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

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for CFR part
71 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959-
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C. Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AWP NV E5 Winnemucca, NV [Revised]

Winnemucca Municipal Airport, NV

(lat. 40°53'47""N, long. 117°48'21"W)
Winnemucca NDB

(lat. 40°57'48"N, long. 117°50'29"W)
Battle Mountain VORTAC

(lat. 40°34'09"N, long. 116°55'20"W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 4.3-mile
radius of the Winnemucca Municipal Airport
and within 7.8 miles northwest and 4.3 miles
east of the Winnemucca NDB 342° and 162°
bearings, extended from 4.3 miles south to
8.7 miles north of the NDB. That airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above the
surface within 4.3 miles northeast and 9.6
miles southwest of the Winnemucca NDB
342° and 162° bearings, extending from the
southeast edge of V-113 to 9.6 miles
southeast of the NDB and within 4.3 miles
each of the 162° bearing from the
Winnemucca NDB, extending from the 9.6
miles southeast of the NDB to the north edge
of V=32 and within 4.3 miles each side of the
Battle Mountain VORTAC 296° radial
extending from 10.4 miles to 43.4 miles
northwest of the Battle Mountain VORTAC
and that airspace bounded by a line
beginning at lat. 40°33'00"'N, long.
117°52'00""'W; to lat. 40°37'30"'N, long.
117°47'00"W; to lat. 40°34'00"N, long.
117°46'00""'W, thence to the point of
beginning and that airspace bounded by a
line beginning at lat. 41°05'00"N, long.
118°12'30"W to lat. 41°10'00"N, long.
118°08'30"'W, at lat. 41°03'00"N, long.
118°06'00"W, thence to the point of

beginning and that airspace bounded by a
line beginning at lat. 40°46'00""N, long.
117°39'00""'W, to lat. 40°37'00"'N, long.
117°35'00"W, to lat. 40°34'30"N, long.
117°34'30""W, thence to the point of
beginning.
* * * * *

Issued in Los Angeles, California, on
December 21, 1995.
Harvey R. Riebel,
Acting Manger, Air Traffic Division,
[FR Doc. 96-377 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 95-ACE-10]

Amendment to Class E Airspace;
Omabha, Millard Airport, NE

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration [FAA], DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment modifies the
Class E airspace area at Omaha, Millard
Airport, NE, to accommodate a planned
Global Positioning System (GPS)
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedure (SIAP) at the Omaha, Millard
Airport. This action will provide for
additional controlled airspace necessary
for the planned GPS SIAP.

DATES: 0901 UTC April 25, 1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathy Randolph, Air Traffic Operations
Branch, ACE-530C, Federal Aviation
Administration, 601 E. 12th St., Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone (816)
426-3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

On October 30, 1995, the FAA
proposed to amend part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) by modifying the Class E
airspace area at Omaha, Millard Airport,
NE (60 FR 55223). The proposed action
would provide additional controlled
airspace to accommodate a GPS SIAP to
Runway 12 at the Omaha, Millard
Airport.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace areas
extending from 700 feet or more above
the surface of the earth are published in
paragraph 6005 of FAA Order 7400.9C,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.
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The Rule

This amendment to part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) amends the Class E airspace
area at Omaha, Millard Airport, by
providing additional controlled airspace
for aircraft executing the GPS Runway
12 SIAP to the airport.

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. Therefore, this regulation (1) is
not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (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, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending from 700 feet or more above
the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ACE NE E5 Omaha, Millard Airport, NE
[Revised]

Omaha, Millard Airport, NE

(lat. 41°11'46" N, long. 96°06'44""W)
Millard NDB

(lat. 41°11'42"N, long. 96°06'51"W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of Millard Airport and within 4.4
miles each side of the 316° bearing from the

Millard NDB extending from the 6.4-mile
radius to 8.3 miles northwest of the airport,
excluding that airspace which lies within the
Eppley Airfield and Offutt Air Force Base E5
airspace.
* * * * *

Issued in Kansas City, MO on December
21, 1995.
Richard L. Day,
Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, Central
Region.
[FR Doc. 96-376 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 95-AWP-37]
Amendment of Class E Airspace;
Alturas, CA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action amends the Class
E airspace area at Alturas, CA. The
development of a Global Positioning
System (GPS) Standard Instrument
Approach Procedure (SIAP) to Runway
(RWY) 31 has made this action
necessary. The intended effect of this
action is to provide adequate controlled
airspace for Instrument Flight Rules
(IFR) operations at Alturas Municipal
Airport, Alturas, CA.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC February 29,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Scott Speer, Airspace Specialist, System
Management Branch, AWP-530, Air
Traffic Division, Western-Pacific
Region, Federal Aviation
Administration, 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Lawndale, California, 90261,
telephone (310) 725-6533.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On November 8, 1995, the FAA
proposed to amend part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) by amending the Class E
airspace area at Alturas, CA (60 FR
56276). This action will provide
adequate controlled airspace for
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
at Alturas Municipal Airport, Alturas,
CA.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceedings by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments to the proposal were
received. Class E airspace designations
are published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9C dated August 17, 1995,
and effective September 15, 1995, which

is incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designations
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in this Order.

The Rule

This amendment to part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) amends the Class E airspace
area at Alturas, CA. The development of
a GPS SIAP at Alturas Municipal
Airport has made this action necessary.
The intended effect of this action is to
provide adequate Class E airspace for
aircraft executing the GPS RWY 31 SIAP
at Alturas Municipal Airport, Alturas,
CA.

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. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule”” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 10034; 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 would 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

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 14 CFR
part 71 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *
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AWP CA E5 Alturas, CA [Revised]

Alturas Municipal Airport, CA

(lat. 41°28'59"" N, long. 120°33'55" W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface beginning at lat.
41°34'00" N, long. 120°46'24" W; to lat.
41°36'50"" N, long. 120°30'19" W; to lat.
41°14'20"" N, long. 120°23'49" W; to lat.
41°11'35" N, long. 120°39'34" W, thence to
the point of beginning. That airspace
extending upward from 1,200 feet above the
surface beginning at lat. 41°22'10" N, long.
120°58'04" W; to lat. 41°41'00" N, long.
120°41'04" W; to lat. 41°41'00" N, long.
120°20'00" W; to lat. 41°14'00"" N, long.
120°15'00"" W; to lat. 41°02'00" N, long.
120°39'30" W, thence to the point of
beginning.
* * * * *

Issued in Los Angeles, California, on
December 21, 1995.

Harvey R. Riebel,
Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division,
Western-Pacific Region.

[FR Doc. 96-375 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 95-ACE-03]

Amendment to Class E Airspace;
Fremont, NE

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration [FAA], DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment modifies the
Class E airspace area at Fremont, NE to
accommodate a planned Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
at the Fremont Municipal Airport. This
action will provide additional
controlled airspace necessary for the
planned SIAP utilizing the Fremont, NE,
Non-directional Radio Beacon (NDB)
and the Scribner, NE, Very High
Frequency Omnidirectional Range
(VOR).

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC April 25,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathy Randolph, Air Traffic Operations
Branch, ACE-530C, Federal Aviation
Administration, 601 E. 12th St., Kansas
City, Missouri 64106; telephone (816)
426-3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

On November 3, 1995, the FAA
proposed to amend part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) by modifying the Class E
airspace area at Fremont, NE. (60 FR
55814). The proposed action would
provide additional controlled airspace
to accommodate the new SIAP to
Fremont Municipal Airport.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace areas
extending from 700 feet or more above
the surface of the earth are published in
paragraphs 6005 of FAA Order 7400.9C,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) amends the Class E airspace
area at Fremont, NE, by providing
additional controlled airspace for
aircraft executing the new SIAP to the
airport.

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. Therefore, this regulation (1) is
not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (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, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective

September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending from 700 feet or more above
the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

ACE NE E5 Fremont, NE [Revised]

Fremont Municipal Airport, NE

(lat. 41°26'49" N, long. 96°31'03" W)
Fremont NDB

(lat. 41°27'01" N, long. 96°31'05"" W)
Scribner VOR

(lat. 41°36'19" N., long. 96°37'44" W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of Fremont Muncipal Airport and
within 2.6 miles each side of the 306° bearing
from the Fremont NDB extending from the
6.4-mile radius to 7 miles northwest of the
airport, and within 2 miles each side of the
Scribner VOR 153° radial extending from the
Scribner VOR to the 6.4-mile radius of the
Fremont Municipal Airport.

* * * * *

Issued in Kansas City, MO on December
21, 1995.

Richard L. Day,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division, Central
Region.

[FR Doc. 96-374 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 95-AGL-13]
Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Eagle Butte, SD

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes Class
E airspace at Eagle Butte, SD. A Global
Positioning System (GPS) standard
instrument approach procedure (SIAP)
to Runway 31 has been developed for
the Cheyenne Eagle Butte Airport. The
intended effect of this action is to
provide controlled airspace extending
upward from 700 feet above ground
level (AGL) and 1200 feet AGL is
needed for aircraft executing the
approach.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, April 25,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Eleanor J. Williams, Air Traffic Division,
System Management Branch, AGL-530,
Federal Aviation Administration, 2300
East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois
60018, telephone (708) 294—-7568.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On October 30, 1995, the FAA
proposed to amend part 71 of the
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Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) to establish Class E airspace at
Eagle Butte, SD (60 FR 55227). The
proposal was to add controlled airspace
for aircraft executing the GPS SIAP at
Cheyenne Eagle Butte Airport.
Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for areas extending upward
from 700 feet or more above the surface
of the earth are published in paragraph
6005 of FAA Order 7400.9C dated
August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
71.1. The Class E airspace designation
listed in this document will be
published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 71) establishes Class E airspace at
Eagle Butte, SD to provide adequate
controlled airspace for operators
executing the GPS Runway 31 SIAP at
Cheyenne Eagle Butte Airport.
Controlled airspace extending upward
from 700 feet AGE and 1200 feet AGL
is needed for aircraft executing the
approach. The area will be depicted on
appropriate aeronautical charts thereby
enabling pilots to circumnavigate the
area or otherwise comply with IFR
procedures.

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. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (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
Airspace, Incorporation by reference,

Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for 14 part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389; 14 CFR 11.69.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9C, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated August 17, 1995, and effective
September 16, 1995, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending from 700 feet or more above
the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AGL SD E5 Eagle Butte, SD [New]

Cheyenne Eagle Butte Airport

(lat 44°59'06" N, long. 101°15'07"'W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the Cheyenne Eagle Butte Airport and that
airspace extending upward from 1,200 feet
above the surface from the 7-mile radius to
the 9-mile radius northwest of the airport
clockwise from V120 to V344 and from the
7-mile radius to the 19-mile radius east of the
airport clockwise from V344 to V120
excluding that airspace within all Federal
Airways.

* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on December
29, 1995.

Jeffrey L. Griffith,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division
[FR Doc. 96-372 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 95
[Docket No. 28416; Amdt. No. 393]

IFR Altitudes; Miscellaneous
Amendments

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

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
miscellaneous amendments to the
required IFR (instrument flight rules)
altitudes and changeover points for
certain Federal airways, jet routes, or
direct routes for which a minimum or
maximum en route authorized IFR
altitude is prescribed. This regulatory
action is needed because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System. These changes are designed to
provide for the safe and efficient use of
the navigable airspace under instrument
conditions in the affected areas.
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 4,
1996.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Best, Flight Procedures Standards
Branch (AFS—420), Technical Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service
Federal Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, telephone:
(202) 267-8277.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 95 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 95)
amends, suspends, or revokes IFR
altitudes governing the operation of all
aircraft in flight over a specified route
or any portion of that route, as well as
the changeover points (COPs) for
Federal airways, jet routes, or direct
routes as prescribed in part 95.

The Rule

The specified IFR altitudes, when
used in conjunction with the prescribed
changeover points for those routes,
ensure navigation aid coverage that is
adequate for safe flight operations and
free of frequency interference. The
reasons and circumstances that create
the need for this amendment involve
matters of flight safety and operational
efficiency in the National Airspace
System, are related to published
aeronautical charts that are essential to
the user, and provide for the safe and
efficient use of the navigable airspace.
In addition, those various reasons or
circumstances require making this
amendment effective before the next
scheduled charting and publication date
of the flight information to assure its
timely availability to the user. The
effective date of this amendment reflects
those considerations. In view of the
close and immediate relationship
between these regulatory changes and
safety in air commerce, | find that notice
and public procedure before adopting
this amendment are impracticable and
contrary to the public interest and that
good cause exists for making the
amendment 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 *‘significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (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.
For the same reason, the FAA certifies
that this amendment will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
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under the criteria of the Regulatory Issued in Washington, D.C. on December Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 95) is
Flexibility Act. 29, 1995. amended as follows effective at 0901
Thomas C. Accardi, UTC,

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 95 Director, Flight Standards Service. 1. The authority citation for part 95

continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,

Alrspace, Navigation (air). Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).
authority delegated to me by the 2. Part 95 is amended to read as
Administrator, part 95 of the Federal follows:

REVISIONS TO MINIMUM ENROUTE IFR ALTITUDES AND CHANGEOVER POINTS
[Amendment 393 Effective Date, January 4, 1996]

From To MEA

§95.1001 Direct Routes-U.S. 95.48 Green Federal Airway 8 is Amended to Read in Part
Campbell Lake, AK NDB .......oi ittt ettt b ettt e she e e be e s be e e bt e sab e et e e esbeesbeesineenes Glennallen, AK NDB .......... 13000

A509
EPSON, OG FIX ittt ettt e e e sttt e e e e et bttt e e e e e bbbt e e e e e e b e et e e e e e e e eeeens Marci, FL FIX ..o 6000
IMAIFCE, L FIX ettt bbbttt h et h bt b et b e bbbt ettt ne e Dolphin, FL VORTAC ........ 8000
§95.6003 VOR Federal Airway 3 is Amended to Read in Part
DFOWN, FL FIX ettt et e e oot e e e s et e e e e e e s e e e e e e e s nn e e e e e e s n e neeeas Mnate, FL FIX .....ccoooinneen. 5000
§95.6008 VOR Federal Airway 8 is Amended to Read in Part
[0 11T 7 ANV @ ] = 17X SRR Lynsy, NV FIX ...coovvviiinn. 7600
LT N LY TR Means, NV FIX ......ccccoeeee 7500
§95.6046 VOR Federal Airway 46 is Amended to Read in Part
[0 1AV Z=T ¢ (o s R N A A Y @ ] = I O PP U PP PP PP Hampton, NY VORTAC ..... 1900
§95.6091 VOR Federal Airway 91 is Amended to Read in Part
Sardi, NY FIX *LO00—MOCA ...ttt sttt ettt ettt se et se e bt sae e besbeebeabeenteabeenbesbeennenteans Calverton, NY VORTACT .. *2500
§95.6113 VOR Federal Airway 113 is Amended to Read in Part
BOISE, ID VORTAC ...oiteiiiiteit ettt h bbbttt a bt h e bt bt et e e bt e b bt ettt et ene e s Pluto, ID FIX.
SW BND ..o 9700
NE BND .oooviiieiiiicicicee 13000
PIULO, 1D FIX oottt ettt e e R et E e r e r e s Salmon, ID VOR/DME ....... 15500
§95.6234 VOR Federal Airway 234 is Amended to Read in Part
Anton Chico, NM, VORTAC *7500—MOCA .......cioiiiiiiiieiee et e Dalhart, TX VORTAC ........ *8500
§95.6328 VOR Federal Airway 328 is Amended to Read in Part
KIPNUK, AK VOR/DME .....oiitiiiiiiiteieie ettt ettt ettt me et s e bt b e et e e e beenbenbeenteneeeneeneeenes Acate, AK FiX .ocooveverieninnnn. 2000
Acate, AK FIX *5500-MOCA Brous, AK FIX ..o *9000
BroUS, AK FID ..o ————————— Dillingham, AK VOR/DME.
E BND 5000
W BND 9000
Is Amended to Delete
PEICH, AK FIX ettt b ettt b e a et R bbbt b ettt nae s Dillingham, AK VOR/DME . 5000
§95.6514 VOR Federal Airway 514 is Added to Read in Part
MiSSION May, CA VORTACT ..ottt ettt sttt ettt ettt ettt b e b e b b e e bt e e bttt ann e s Ryahh, CA FIX ....cccccnvinne 4000
*Ryahh, CA FIX *6200—MCA Ryahh FIX, E BND .......cccoiiiiiiiiiieeneeese e Baret, CAFIX oo e
EBND .o 8000
W BND ............ 5500
BaArEt, CA FIX ittt et oo e e e e et e e e e e e et e e e e e r e e e e e e e b e et e e e s e e eeeeas Canno, CA FIX 8000
(0= 0T (o T OF N b ST TSP P PP VRTOPPRPPIN Julian, CA VORTAC .......... 8500
JUIIAN, CA VORTAGC ..ttt ettt ettt ettt e e kbt e e e h b et e ek b et e 2k b e e e ea b b e e e aabb e e e aabe e e et eeeeenbeeeeanbeeeeanneeaannen Warne, CA FIX.
S BND ..o, 8000
N BND .o 9000
Warne, CA FIX *5600-MCA Thermal VORTAC, N BND ......ccccoouiiiiiiiienieeiee e *Thermal, CA VORTAC ..... 9000
Thermal, CA VORTAC .. ittt ettt ettt e e b et e e e h bt e e ek b e e e et b e e e aabb e e e ahbe e e e bbeeeanbbeeeanbneeaanneeaannes Twentynine Palms, CA 7000
VORTAC.
*Twentynine Palms, CA VORTAC *7900-MCA Twentynine Palms VORTAC, NE BND **7400- Goffs, CA VORTAC ........... **10000
MOCA.
GOFFS, CA VORTAC ..ottt ettt ettt h et h e bt et b e a et e he et e ae bt eh e et e be et e e b e e b e et e e b e nbeenn et e Boulder City, NV VORTAC 7600
§95.6533 VOR Federal Airway 533 is Amended to Read in Part
Lakeland, FL VORTAC *3000—MRA ..ottt ettt sre et et n e nne s *Cambe, FL FIX ....cccceeeee. 1700
§95.6538 VOR Federal Airway 538 is Amended to Read in Part
*Twentynine Palms, CA VORTAC *7900-MCA Twentynine Palms VORTAC, NE BND **7400- Goffs, CA VORTAC ........... **10000

MOCA.
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8§95.8003 VOR FEDERAL AIRWAYS CHANGEOVER POINTS

Airway segment

Changeover points

From To Distance From
V-113 is Amended to Read in Part

Boise, ID VORTAC .....cooiiiiiiiee et Salmon, ID VOR/DME ........ccooiiiiiiiieieieiiiiiieee e 45 Biose.

Salmon, ID VOR/DME Coppertown, MT VOR/DME 60 Salmon.
V=328 is Amended by Adding

Dillingham, AK VOR/DME .......ccccooiiiiiiiiiniiiiiciiene Kipnuk, AK VOR/DME ......c.cccoiiiiiiiiiiieniceiec e 70 Dillingham.
V-514 is Amended by Adding

Goffs, CA VORTAC .....ooiiiiiiiiiie et Boulder City, NV VORTAC .....ccceiiiiieiiiieeeieee e #60 Goffs.

#COP measured from EED VORTAC.

[FR Doc. 96-380 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 28408; Amdt. No. 1700]
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 operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, addition of
new obstacles, or changes in air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

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

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 Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA—
200), 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:
Paul J. Best, Flight Procedures
Standards Branch (AFS—-420), Technical
Programs Division, Flight Standards
Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591;
telephone (202) 267-8277.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes 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
(FAR). The applicable FAA Forms are
identified as FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260—
4, 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
documents 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 identified
the airport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 is effective
upon publication of each separate SIAP
as contained in the transmittal. 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, | find that notice
and public procedure before adopting
these SIAPs are 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
“significant regulatory action’” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a



700

Federal Register / Vol. 61, No. 7 / Wednesday, January 10, 1996 / Rules and Regulations

“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. 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

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on December 15,
1995.
Thomas C. Accardi,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

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

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

1. The authority citation for part 97 is
revised to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120, 44701; and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

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

By amending: §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;
8§97.33 RNAV SIAPs; AND §97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

Effective February 29, 1996

Bullhead City, AZ, Laughlin/Bullhead Intl,
GPS RWY 34, Orig

Little Rock, AR, Adams Field, GPS RWY 18,
Orig

Magnolia, AR, Magnolia Muni, GPS RWY, 17,

Orig

Magnolia, AR, Magnolia Muni, GPS RWY, 35,

Orig

Rogers, AR, Rogers Municipal-Carter Field,
GPS RWY 1, Orig

Mammoth Lakes, CA, Mammoth Lakes, GPS
RWY 27, Orig

Denver, CO, Front Range, GPS RWY 35, Orig

Bridgeport, CT, Igor I. Sikorsky Memorial,
GPS RWY 29, Orig

Adel, GA, Cook County, VOR/DME RNAV
RWY 5, Orig

Atlantic, IA, Atlantic Muni, GPS RWY 12,
Orig

Tipton, IA, Mathews Memorial, GPS RWY
11, Orig

Mayfield, KY, Mayfield Graves County, GPS
RWY 36, Orig

Mansfield, LA, De Soto Parish, GPS RWY 18,
Orig

Portland, ME, Portland Intl Jetport, RADAR-
1, Amdt 4, CANCELLED

Plymouth, MA, Plymouth Muni, GPS RWY 6,
Orig

Grayling, Ml, Grayling AAF, GPS RWY 14,
Orig

Howvell, Ml, Livingston County, GPS RWY

13, Orig

Sedalia, MO, Sedalia Memorial, GPS RWY
18, Orig

Sedalia, MO, Sedalia Memorial, GPS RWY
36, Orig

Warrensburg, MO, Skyhaven, GPS RWY 36,
Orig

Hastings, NE, Hastings Muni, GPS RWY 14,
Orig

Elko, NV, Elko Muni-J.C. Harris Field, GPS
RWY 5, Orig

West Milford, NJ, Greenwood Lake, VOR
RWY 6, Orig

West Milford, NJ, Greenwood Lake, VOR OR
GPS-A, Amdt 3, CANCELLED

Hamilton, OH, Hamilton-Fairfield, GPS RWY
29, Orig

Philadelphia, PA, Philadelphia Intl, ILS RWY
9L, Amdt 3

Pawtucket, RI, North Central State, GPS RWY

5, Orig

Pawtucket, RI, North Central State, GPS RWY
23, Orig

Winnsboro, SC, Fairfield County, GPS RWY
22, Orig

Rock Springs, WY, Rock Springs-Sweetwater
County, GPS RWY 27, Orig

Effective February 1, 1996

Sault Ste Marie, Ml, Sault Ste Marie/
Sanderson Field, VOR OR GPS RWY 32,
Amdt 1

Springfield, IL, Capital, ILS RWY 31, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, NDB OR
GPS RWY 5L, Amdt 2, CANCELLED

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, NDB
RWY 5L, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
5L, Amdt 23, CANCELLED

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
5L, Orig

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
23R, Amdt 9, CANCELLED

Indianapolis, IN, Indianapolis Intl, ILS RWY
23R, Orig

St. Louis, MO, St. Louis/Lambert-St. Louis
Intl, ILS RWY 12L, Amdt 3

Albuquerque, NM, Albuquerque Intl, ILS
RWY 3, Orig

Wilmington, OH, Airborne Airpark, ILS RWY
4L, Amdt 3

Wilmington, OH, Airborne Airpark, ILS/DME
RWY 4R, Amdt 1

Wilmington, OH, Airborne Airpark, ILS RWY
22R, Amdt 4

Wilmington, OH, Airborne Airpark, ILS/DME
RWY 22L, Amdt 1

[FR Doc. 96-382 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 28410; Amdt. No. 1702]
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 operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of changes
occurring in the National Airspace
System, such as the commissioning of
new navigational facilities, addition of
new obstacles, or changes in air traffic
requirements. These changes are
designed to provide safe and efficient
use of the navigable airspace and to
promote safe flight operations under
instrument flight rules at the affected
airports.

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

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 Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public Inquiry Center (APA-
200), 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:
Paul J. Best, Flight Procedures
Standards Branch (AFS-420), Technical
Programs Division, Flight Standards
Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
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Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591,
telephone (202) 267-8277.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes 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

88 97.20 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (FAR). The applicable FAA
Forms are identified as FAA Form
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
documents 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.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 is effective
upon publication of each separate SIAP
as contained in the transmittal. The
SIAPs contained in this amendment are
based on the criteria contained in the
United States 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.

The FAA has determined through
testing that current non-localizer type,
non-precision instrument approaches
developed using the TERPS criteria can
be flown by aircraft equipped with
Global Positioning System (GPS)
equipment. In consideration of the
above, the applicable Standard
Instrument Approach Procedures
(SIAPs) will be altered to include “or
GPS” in the title without otherwise
reviewing or modifying the procedure.
(Once a stand alone GPS procedure is
developed, the procedure title will be
altered to remove “‘or GPS”’ from these
non-localizer, non-precision instrument

approach procedure titles.) Because of
the close and immediate relationship
between these SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, | find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
are, 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
“significant regulatory action’” under
Executive Order 12866; (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. 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

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on December 15,

1995.
Thomas C. Accardi,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

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

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

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

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120, 44701; and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

§897.23,97.27,97.33,97.35 [Amended]

By amending: §97.23 VOR, VOR/
DME, VOR or TACAN, and VOR/DME
or TACAN; §97.27 NDB, NDB/DME;
§97.33 RNAYV SIAPs; and §97.35
COPTER SIAPs, identified as follows:

. . Effective JAN 04, 1996

Cabool, MO, Cabool Memorial, VOR/DME or
GPS RWY 21, Amdt 2 CANCELLED

Cabook, MO, Cabool Memorial, VOR/DME
RWY 21, Amdt 2

Goldsby, OK, David Jay Perry, VOR/DME or
GPS RWY 31, Orig CANCELLED

Goldsby, OK, David Jay Perry, VOR/DME
RWY 31, Orig

Charleston, SC, Charleston Executive, RNAV
or GPS RWY 9, Amdt 5A CANCELLED

Charleston, SC, Charleston Executive, RNAV
RWY 9, Amdt 5A

[FR Doc. 96-381 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 97
[Docket No. 28409; Amdt. No. 1701]
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 operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of changes occurring in
the National Airspace System, such as
the commissioning of new navigational
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or
changes in air traffic requirements.
These changes are designed to provide
safe and efficient use of the navigable
airspace and to promote safe flight
operations under instrument flight rules
at the affected airports.

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

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 matter
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 affected airport is
located; or

3. The Flight Inspection Area Office
which originated the SIAP.

For Purchase—Individual SIAP
copies may be obtained from:

1. FAA Public inquiry Center (APA-
200), 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
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by the Superintendent of Documents,
US Government Printing Office,
Washington, DC 20402.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Best, Flight Procedures Standards
Branch (AFS—420), Technical Programs
Division, Flight Standards Service,
Federal Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20591; telephone (202)
267-8277.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment to part 97 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 97)
establishes, amends, suspends, or
revokes Standard Instrument Approach
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete
regulatory description on each SIAP is
contained in the appropriate FAA Form
8260 and the National Flight Data
Center (FDC)/Permanent (P) Notices to
Airmen (NOTAM) which are
incorporated by reference in the
amendment under 5 U.S.C. 552(a), 1
CFR part 51, and § 97.20 of the Federal
Aviations Regulations (FAR). 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 of 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
documents 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

§8§97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33, 97.35

identification and the amendment
number.

The Rule

This amendment to part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 97) establishes, amends, suspends,
or revokes SIAPs. For safety and
timeliness of change considerations, this
amendment incorporates only specific
changes contained in the content of the
following FDC/P NOTAM for each
SIAP. The SIAP information in some
previously designated FDC/Temporary
(FDC/T) NOTAMs is of such duration as
to be permanent. With conversion to
FDC/P NOTAMSs, the respective FDC/T
NOTAMs have been cancelled.

The FDC/P NOTAMs for 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 chart changes to SIAPs
by FDC/P NOTAMs, the TERPs criteria
were applied to only these specific
conditions existing at the affected
airports. All SIAP amendments in this
rule 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 all these
SIAP amendments requires making
them effective in less than 30 days.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the TERPS. Because of the
close and immediate relationship
between these SIAPs and safety in air
commerce, | find that notice and public
procedure before adopting these SIAPs
are impracticable and contrary to the
public interest and, where applicable,
that good cause exists for making these
SIAPs effective in less than 30 days.

[Amended]

Conclusion

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
“significant regulatory action’” under
Executive Order 12866; (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. 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

Air Traffic Control, Airports,
Navigation (Air).

Issued in Washington, DC on December 15,
1995.
Thomas C. Accardi,
Director, Flight Standards Service.

Adoption of the Amendment

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

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

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

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120, 44701; and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(2).

2. Part 97 is amended to read as
follows:

By amending: §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 Upon Publication.

. : FDC
FDC date State City Airport Number SIP
11/30/95 | MI Howell ....oooviieieieecee e Livingston County ........ccccevevnveenn. FDC 5/6471 | VOR or GPS Rwy 31, Amdt 10.
11/30/95 | NC Hickory .... Hickory Regional ............cccoeeeeee. FDC 5/6482 | NDB or GPS Rwy 24, Amdt 4B.
11/30/95 | NC Hickory ....... Hickory Regional ...........ccccveeneen. FDC 5/6483 | ILS Rwy 24, Amdt 6A.
11/30/95 | TN Memphis ..... Memphis Intl ... FDC 5/6468 | RADAR-1, Amdt 37.
11/30/95 | TN Memphis ......... Memphis Intl .....ccccoovvvveiiiirein, FDC 5/6469 | NDB or GPS Rwy 9, Admt 25C.
12/01/95 | AR Springdale Springdale Muni .........ccccocceeenee. FDC 5/6491 | ILS Rwy 18, Amdt 6.
12/01/95 | AR Springdale Springdale Muni .........ccccoecvveenen. FDC 5/6496 | VOR or GPS Rwy 18, Amdt 14.
12/01/95 | TX DUMAS ...ooiiiiiiiieee e Moore County .......cccceeeeieeeennnennn FDC 5/6495 | VOR/DME RNAV or GPS Rwy
19, Amdt 3.
12/04/95 | AK FDC 5/6539 | NDB Rwy 18, Amdt 8.
12/04/95 | AK FDC 5/6540 | VOR or GPS Rwy 18, Amdt 8.
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: . FDC
FDC date State City Airport Number SIP

12/04/95 | AK Bethel .... FDC 5/6541 | VOR/DME Rwy 18, Orig.

12/04/95 | AK Bethel ....... FDC 5/6544 | ILS/DME Rwy 18, Amdt 4A.

12/04/95 | AK Cold Bay FDC 5/6538 | VOR or GPS, Rwy 14, Admt
12a.

12/04/95 | AK Cold Bay .. Cold Bay FDC 5/6545 | NDB Rwy 14, Amdt 10A.

12/04/95 | AK Cold Bay ............ Cold Bay FDC 5/6546 | ILS Rwy 14, Amdt 15.

12/04/95 | CA Arcata-Eureka .... Arcata ........... FDC 5/6534 | ILS Rwy 32, Amdt 29.

12/04/95 | FL Miami ......ccceeeee.. .. | Miami Intl FDC 5/6527 | ILS Rwy 9R, Amdt 8.

12/05/95 | AK Talkeetna .......cccceevveeeeiiieciiieees Talkeetna FDC 5/6565 | VOR/DME or GPS Rwy 36, Amdt
1.

12/05/95 | MN Rochester ......cccccvvvvcieeevieeccee, Rochester Intl FDC 5/6561 | ILS Rwy 31, Amdt 20.

12/12/95 | TX Levelland .. .. | Levelland Muni ... FDC 5/6662 | NDB or GPS Rwy 35, Amdt 1.

12/12/95 | TX Levelland ........ccccoveviieeeviieeen, Levelland Muni FDC 5/6664 | NDB or GPS Rwy 17, Amdt 2.

[FR Doc. 96-379 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-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 participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Commodity Credit Corporation
7 CFR Part 1485

Agreements for the Development of
Foreign Markets for Agricultural
Commodities

AGENCY: Commodity Credit Corporation
(Cco).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Commodity Credit
Corporation (CCC) is proposing to
amend its regulations implementing the
Market Promotion Program (MPP)
authorized by Section 203 of the
Agricultural Trade Act of 1978, 7 U.S.C.
5623. Specifically, the proposed rule
would extend the period of time
following the expiration of the
marketing year during which
participants may pay for approved
market development activities and still
be entitled to receive reimbursement
from CCC. This period would be
extended from 30 days to 4 months. The
proposed rule is part of an effort by CCC
to increase program flexibility and ease
administrative requirements on program
participants.

DATES: Comments on the proposed rule
should be submitted in writing to the
address below by February 9, 1996 to be
assured of consideration.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon L. McClure, Director, Marketing
Operations Staff, Foreign Agricultural
Service, United States Department of
Agriculture, 14th and Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20250—
1042, (202) 720-5521.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Executive Order 12866

This proposed rule is issued in
conformance with Executive Order
12866. Based on information compiled
by the Department, it has been
determined that this proposed rule:

(1) Would have an annual effect on
the economy of less than $100 million;

(2) Would not adversely affect in a
material way the economy, a sector of
the economy, productivity, competition,
jobs, the environment, public health or
safety, or State, local, or tribal
governments or communities;

(3) Would not create a serious
inconsistency or otherwise interfere
with an action taken or planned by
another agency;

(4) Would not alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; and

(5) Would not raise novel legal or
policy issues arising out of legal
mandates, the President’s priorities, or
principles set forth in Executive Order
12866.

The Department of Agriculture is
committed to carrying out its statutory
and regulatory mandates in a manner
that best serves the public interest.
Therefore, where legal discretion
permits, the Department actively seeks
to promulgate regulations that promote
economic growth, create jobs, are
minimally burdensome and are easy for
the public to understand, use or comply
with. In short, the Department is
committed to issuing regulations that
maximize net benefits to society and
minimize costs imposed by those
regulations.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

It has been determined that the
Regulatory Flexibility Act is not
applicable to this proposed rule since
CCC is not required by 5 U.S.C. 553 or
any other provision of law to publish a
notice of rulemaking with respect to the
subject matter of this rule.

Paperwork Reduction Act

The proposed rule does not impose
any new reporting or recordkeeping
requirements. The information
collection requirements of participating
in the MPP were approved for use by
the Office of Management and Budget
under OMB control number 0551-0027.

Executive Order 12372

This proposed rule is not subject to
the provisions of Executive Order 12372
which requires intergovernmental
consultation with state and local
officials. See the Notice related to 7 CFR
part 3015, subpart V, published at 46 FR
29115 (June 24, 1983).

Executive Order 12778

This proposed rule has been reviewed
under the Executive Order 12778, Civil
Justice Reform. The proposed rule
would have pre-emptive effect with
respect to any state or local laws,
regulations, or policies which conflict
with such provisions or which
otherwise impede their full
implementation. The proposed rule
would not have retroactive effect.
Administrative proceedings are not
required before parties may seek judicial
review.

Background

On February 1, 1995, the CCC
published final rules at 60 FR 6352
governing the MPP. These new rules
were applicable beginning with a
participant’s 1995 marketing year.
Following publication, CCC participated
with interested parties in five
information sessions designed to
familiarize participants with the new
regulations and offer participants an
additional opportunity to identify any
problem areas. At these sessions, there
was considerable discussion concerning
the requirement that participants must
have completely paid for approved
activities not later that 30 days
following the end of a participant’s
activity plan in order to receive
reimbursement, 7 CFR 1485.16(h)(3). As
a result of these discussions, CCC
recognized that this requirement is too
restrictive and does not allow sufficient
time for a participant to receive and pay
an invoice submitted by a third party,
particularly for those activities that are
conducted near the end of an activity
plan year. In addition, the current
requirement may, inadvertently, impose
a requirement on participants to prepay
invoices. This is not a practice CCC
wishes to endorse since it is not a
common business practice and may also
jeopardize the financial integrity of the
program. This proposed rule would
amend the current requirement in 7 CFR
1485.16(h) by allowing participants to
transfer funds to pay for activities not
later than 4 months following the end of
the activity plan year and still be
entitled to receive reimbursement from
CCC.

List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1485

Agricultural commodities, Exports.
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For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, CCC proposes to amend 7
CFR part 1485 as follows:

PART 1485—AGREEMENTS FOR THE
DEVELOPMENT OF FOREIGN
MARKETS FOR AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES

1. The authority citation for Part 1485
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 5623, 5662-5664 and
sec. 1302, Pub. L. 103-66, 107 Stat. 330.

Subpart B—Market Promotion Program

2.1n §1485.16, paragraph (h) is
revised to read as follows:

8§1485.16 Reimbursement rules.
* * * * *

(h) CCC will reimburse for
expenditures made after the conclusion
of participant’s activity plan year
provided:

(1) The activity was approved prior to
the end of the activity plan year;

(2) The activity was completed within
30 calendar days following the end of
the activity plan year; and

(3) all funds transferred to pay for the
activity within 4 months following the
end of the activity plan year.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on December
19, 1995.

Timothy J. Galvin,

Acting Administrator, Foreign Agricultural
Service and Vice President, Commodity Credit
Corporation.

[FR Doc. 95-326 Filed 1-9-95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-05-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Chapter |
[Docket No. RM95-16-000]

Regulations for the Relicensing of
Hydroelectric Projects

January 4, 1996.

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE.

ACTION: Petition for rulemaking;
extension of time.

SUMMARY: On October 31, 1995, the
Commission issued a notice of National
Hydropower Association’s (NHA)
petition for rulemaking in the above-
captioned docket (60 FR 56278,
November 8, 1995). Certain departments
and agencies of the Federal Government
are presently closed for all but
emergency matters due to a lack of
appropriated funds. The Commission

anticipates that a number of these
agencies may wish to file comments on
the petition. In order to accommodate
this unusual circumstance, notice is
hereby given that an extension of time
is granted.

DATES: Initial comments by all parties
shall be filed on or before February 5,
1996. Reply comments shall be due on
or before March 4, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barry Smoler, Office of the General
Counsel, (202) 208-1269.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-303 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

18 CFR Part 35

[Docket Nos. RM95-8-000 and RM94-7—
001]

Promoting Wholesale Competition
Through Open Access
Nondiscriminatory Transmission
Services by Public Utilities; Recovery
of Stranded Costs by Public Utilities
and Transmitting Utilities; Notice of
Technical Conference and Potential
Broadcast of Technical Conference
Concerning Independent System
Operators and Reform of Power Pools
Under the Federal Power Act

January 4, 1996.

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, DOE.

ACTION: Notice of Technical Conference
and Potential Broadcast of Technical
Conference.

SUMMARY: The Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
notifies interested persons that it will
hold a technical conference regarding
independent system operators (ISOs)
and power pools on January 24, 1996, at
9:30 A.M. The Commission has invited
specific persons with technical
expertise to participate in the
conference. Their names, and an agenda
for the conference, are attached. This
notice also provides interested persons
with the necessary information by
which they may seek to receive the
broadcast of the conference.

DATES: Persons interested in receiving
the broadcast of the conference for a fee
must notify Shirley Al-Jarani or Julia
Morelli at the Capitol Connection (703—
993-3100) by January 10, 1996. The
conference will be held on January 24,
1996, at 9:30 A.M.

ADDRESSES: The conference will be held

at the Federal Energy Regulatory

Commission, 888 First Street, N.E.,

Washington, D.C. 20426.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Karen A. Tomcala (Legal Issues), Office
of the General Counsel, Federal

Energy Regulatory Commission, 888

First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.

20426, (202) 208-0464
Carolyn A. Berry (Technical Issues),

Office of Economic Policy, Federal

Energy Regulatory Commission, 888

First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.

20426, (202) 208-2227
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
addition to publishing the full text of
this document in the Federal Register,
the Commission also provides all
interested persons an opportunity to
inspect or copy the contents of this
document during normal business hours
in the Public Reference Room at 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426.

The Commission Issuance Posting
System (CIPS), an electronic bulletin
board service, provides access to the
text of formal documents issued by the
Commission. CIPS is available at no
charge to the user and may be accessed
using a personal computer with a
modem by dialing (800) 856—-3920 or
(202) 208-1397 if dialing locally. To
access CIPS, set your communications
software to 19200, 14400, 12000, 9600,
7200, 4800, 2400, or 1200 bps, full
duplex, no parity, 8 data bits and 1 stop
bit. The full text of this document will
be available on CIPS in ASCII and
WordPerfect 5.1 format. The complete
text on diskette in WordPerfect format
may also be purchased from the
Commission’s copy contractor, La Dorn
Systems Corporation, also located in the
Public Reference Room at 888 First
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426.

At the Commission’s technical
conference on comparability for power
pools held December 5 and 6, 1995,
several speakers described proposals for
developing independent system
operators (ISOs) as one method to
address full competition and comply
with the Commission’s open access and
comparability requirements.t Power
pools considering the formation of ISOs
include PJM, NEPOOL and NYPP.

To follow up on the issues raised
during the December technical
conference, the Commission will hold a

1See Promoting Wholesale Competition Through
Open Access Non-discriminatory Transmission
Services by Public Utilities; Recovery of Stranded
Costs by Public Utilities and Transmitting Utilities,
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and Supplemental
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 60 FR 17662 (April
7,1995), IV FERC Stats. & Regs. 132,514 (1995)
(Open Access Proceeding).
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technical conference on issues relating
to 1SOs and power pools on January 24,
1996, beginning at 9:30 a.m. The
speakers for the technical conference
are:

Panel One

Hon. William Daniel Fessler, President,
California Public Utilities
Commission (invited)

John Rowe, President and CEO, New
England Electric System

Paul Joskow, MITSUI Professor of
Economics and Management,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Steven J. Kean, Vice President, Enron
Power Marketing, Inc.

J. Leroy Thilly, General Manager &
Counsel, Wisconsin Public Power,
Inc.

Panel Two

E. Linn Draper, Jr., Chairman, President
and CEO, American Electric Power
Company

William W. Hogan, Thorton Bradshaw
Professor of Public Policy &
Management, Harvard University

Alan Richardson, Executive Director,
American Public Power Association

Jeanine Hull, Vice President and
Assistant General Counsel, LG&E
Power Inc.

Steven Walton, P.E., Manager,
Transmission Policy & Pricing,
Pacificorp

The conference will be held at the
Commission, 888 First Street, NE.,
Washington, DC 20426.

The purpose of the technical
conference is threefold. First, the
Commission expects the participants to
help us define the essential elements
and operational characteristics of an
ISO.

Second, the Commission wishes to
explore the development of principles
that should be applied in reforming
power pools, including evaluating ISO
proposals by power pools, to ensure that
they are not unduly discriminatory
under the Federal Power Act. The
Commission is particularly interested in
exploring whether the creation of 1SOs
is necessary to ensure comparability of
transmission service by power pools.

Third, the Commission is aware that
public utilities that are not members of
power pools also are considering the
formation of 1ISOs. The Commission is
interested in exploring the development
of criteria for evaluating these types of
ISO proposals as well. As is the case
with power pools, the Commission is
interested in whether ISOs are necessary
to ensure comparability for public
utilities that are not members of power
pools.

Broadcast of Technical Conference

If there is sufficient interest, the
Capitol Connection may broadcast the
technical conference on January 24,
1996, to interested persons. Persons
interested in receiving the broadcast for
a fee should contact Shirley Al-Jarani or
Julia Morelli at the Capitol Connection
(703-993-3100) no later than January
10, 1996.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-340 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and
Firearms

27 CFR Part 9
[Notice No. 818]
RIN 1512-AA07

Extension of the Paso Robles
Viticultural Area

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

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
extension of the western border of the
Paso Robles viticultural area in San Luis
Obispo County, California. The Paso
Robles viticultural area was originally
approved in Treasury Decision ATF—
148, 48 FR 45241, October 4, 1983 (27
CFR 9.84). The petition was initially
submitted by Justin C. Baldwin and
more recently re-submitted by July
Ackerman, Executive Director, Paso
Robles Vintners and Growers
Association as spokesperson for the
seven vineyards and one winery within
the proposed new border.

ATF believes the establishment of
American viticultural areas and their
subsequent use as appellations of origin
in wine labeling and advertising allows
wineries to better designate the specific
grape-growing area where their wines
come from and allows consumers to
better identify the wines they purchase.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before April 9, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Comments must be
addressed to: Chief, Wine, Beer, and
Spirits Regulations Branch, Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, P.O.
Box 50221, Washington, DC 20226
(Notice No. 818). Copies of the petition,
the proposed regulations, the
appropriate maps, and any written
comments received will be available for

public inspection during normal
business hours at: ATF Reading Room,
Office of Public Affairs and Disclosure,
Room 6480, 650 Massachusetts Avenue,
NW, Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Lou Blake, Wine, Beer, and Spirits
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms, 650
Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20226 (202-927—
8210).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On August 23, 1978, ATF published
Treasury Decision ATF-53 (43 FR
37672, 54624) revising regulations in 27
CFR Part 4. These regulations allow the
establishment of definitive American
viticultural areas. The regulations allow
the name of an approved viticultural
area to be used as an appellation of
origin on wine labels and in wine
advertisements. On October 2, 1979,
ATF published Treasury Decision ATF—
60 (44 FR 56692) which added a new
Part 9 to 27 CFR, for the listing of
approved American viticultural areas.

Section 4.25a(e)(1), Title 27 CFR,
defines an American viticultural area as
a delimited grape-growing region
distinguishable by geographical
features, the boundaries of which have
been delineated in Subpart C of Part 9.

Section 4.25a(e)(2) outlines the
procedure for proposing an American
viticultural area. Any interested person
may petition ATF to establish a grape-
growing region as a viticultural area.
The petition should include:

(a) Evidence that the name of the
proposed viticultural area is locally
and/or nationally known as referring to
the area specified in the petition;

(b) Historical or current evidence that
the boundaries of the viticultural area
are as specified in the petition;

(c) Evidence relating to the
geographical features (climate, soil,
elevation, physical features, etc.) which
distinguish the viticultural features of
the proposed area from surrounding
areas;

(d) A description of the specific
boundaries of the viticultural area,
based on the features which can be
found on United States Geological
Survey (U.S.G.S.) maps of the largest
applicable scale; and

(e) A copy of the appropriate U.S.G.S.
map with the boundaries prominently
marked.

Petition

The original petition to extend the
western border of the Paso Robles
viticultural area was filed in July 1993,
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by Justin C. Baldwin as spokesperson
for his own vineyard and winery and for
five other wineries in the area. All of the
vineyards and the winery, which are
located outside the western border of
the current Paso Robles viticultural area,
were established after the original Paso
Robles viticultural area was approved.
At the time Mr. Baldwin submitted his
petition additional information was still
needed to complete the petition. Until
the additional information could be
obtained, the original petition was
returned to Mr. Baldwin.

July Ackerman, Executive Director of
the Paso Robles Vintners and Growers
Association, later resubmitted the
petition in December 1994. Ms.
Ackerman, in her official role as
Executive Director, along with members
of the Paso Robles Vintners and Growers
Association, support the proposed
extension. The petition also includes
the names of 71 people in the grape and
wine industries who support the
proposed expansion area.

Ms. Ackerman states the proposed
expansion area has always been
considered a part of the Paso Robles
Wine Country. In fact, the petition notes
that the proposed expansion area was
included in the original petition but was
removed due to a petition involving a
contiguous area. The proposed
expansion area is between the
boundaries set forth in these two
petitions. In 1989 the Paso Robles
Chamber of Commerce published “A
History and Tour Guide of the Paso
Robles Wine Country.” Included in this
publication was one of the vineyards
and wineries located in the proposed
expansion area. As noted, the proposed
expansion area was also originally
included in the petition for the current
Paso Robles viticultural area. However,
a concurrent petition was being
considered for the York Mountain
viticultural area and to prevent any
intrusion into York Mountain the
petitioner for Paso Robles amended the
southwestern border. At the same time,
the western boundary was amended to
begin at the next most eastern range
line. At the time of this amendment, no
vineyards had been established in the
area beyond the amended western
boundary.

The area under petition will expand
the western border of the current Paso
Robles viticultural area while
continuing to maintain a southwestern
border adjacent to York Mountain’s
northern border. This expansion would
add approximately 52,618 acres to the
existing viticultural area. Since the final
rule for the Paso Robles viticultural area
was published in 1983, seven vineyards

have been planted in the proposed
expansion area.

Historical and Current Evidence

The name of the area comes from the
Spanish name “El Paso de Robles”
(meaning “‘the Pass of the Oaks™), which
was given to the area by travelers
between the missions of San Miguel and
San Luis Obispo. A land grant, in this
name, was conveyed by Governor
Micheltorena to Pedro Narvaez on May
12, 1844. This land grant included the
present area of Paso Robles, Templeton,
and Adelaida.

Historically, the Santa Lucia
Mountain range has been known as the
western border of the Paso Robles area.
All seven of the vineyards planted since
1983 are located east of the Santa Lucia
Mountain Range, just beyond the
western border of the current Paso
Robles Viticultural area and north of the
York Mountain viticultural area.

In addition, the proposed expansion
area contains the same telephone
number prefixes and post office zip
codes as the existing viticultural area.
Further, the proposed expansion area
utilizes the same government services
(i.e. schools, fire departments, etc.) as
the existing viticultural area.

Geographical Evidence

The petitioner provided geographical
evidence derived from the “Soil Survey
of San Luis Obispo County,
California”’—Paso Robles Area. This
survey was a cooperative effort of the
Soil Conservation Service and the
University of California Agriculture
Experiment Station. Petitioner’s data
also reflects information collected from
airports, forestry stations, city and
county historical records and individual
agriculturalists.

The proposed expansion area is
characterized by rolling hills, 750 feet to
1800 feet, similar to the current Paso
Robles appellation and unlike the more
mountainous area of York Mountain.
Soils generally consist of Nacimiento
Ayar, Nacimento Los Osos Balcom
Series and Linne-Calodo Series, three of
the four soil types found in the current
appellation.

Temperatures in the proposed
expansion area are the same as the
current appellation, ranging between
20-110 degrees Fahrenheit. Rainfall in
the current appellation is between 10
and 25 inches per year. The proposed
expansion area averages 25 inches per
year maintaining a similarity with the
current appellation and less than the 45
inches per year within the York
Mountain Viticultural Area. Degree days
of 2500—3500 are also the same for both

the current appellation and the
proposed expansion area.

Proposed Boundaries

The proposed boundaries for the
expansion of the Paso Robles
viticultural area use range and township
lines, the county line and other points
of reference. These same features are
used as boundaries for the existing Paso
Robles viticultural area.

The points of reference for the
boundaries of the current viticultural
area and the proposed expansion area
are found on United States Geological
Survey (U.S.G.S.) map entitled ““San
Luis Obispo,” scale 1:250,000 (19586,
revised 1969).

Paperwork Reduction Act

The provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980, Pub. L. 96-511,
44 U.S.C. Chapter 35, and its
implementing regulations, 5 CFR Part
1320, do not apply to this notice of
proposed rulemaking because no
requirement to collect information is
proposed.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

It is hereby certified that this
proposed regulation will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The establishment of a viticultural area
is neither an endorsement nor approval
by ATF of the quality of wine produced
in the area, but rather an identification
of an area that is distinct from
surrounding areas. ATF believes that the
establishment of viticultural areas
merely allows wineries to describe more
accurately the origin of their wines to
consumers, and helps consumers
identify the wines they purchase. Thus,
any benefit derived from the use of a
viticultural area name is the result of the
proprietor’s own efforts and consumer
acceptance of wines from that region.

Accordingly, a regulatory flexibility
analysis is not required because the
proposal, if promulgated as a final rule,
is not expected (1) to have significant
secondary or incidental effects on a
substantial number of small entities; or
(2) to impose, or otherwise cause a
significant increase in the reporting,
recordkeeping, or other compliance
burdens on a substantial number of
small entities.

Executive Order 12866

It has been determined that this
proposed regulation is not a significant
regulatory action as defined by
Executive Order 12866. Accordingly,
this proposal is not subject to the
analysis required by this Executive
Order.
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Public Participation

ATF requests comments from all
interested parties. Comments received
on or before the closing date will be
carefully considered. Comments
received after that date will be given the
same consideration if it is practical to
do so, but assurance of consideration
cannot be given except as to comments
received on or before the closing date.

ATF will not recognize any comment
as confidential. Comments may be
disclosed to the public. Any material
which a commenter considers to be
confidential or inappropriate for
disclosure to the public should not be
included in the comment. The name of
the person submitting a comment is not
exempt from disclosure. During the
comment period, any person may
request an opportunity to present oral
testimony at a public hearing. However,
the Director reserves the right to
determine, in light of all circumstances,
whether a public hearing will be held.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this document
is Mary Lou Blake, Wine, Beer, and
Spirits Regulations Branch, Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms.

List of Subject in 27 CFR Part 9

Administrative practices and
procedures, Consumer protection,
Viticultural areas, and Wine.

Authority and Issuance

Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations,
Part 9, American Viticultural Areas, is
proposed to be amended as follows:

PART 9—AMERICAN VITICULTURAL
AREAS

Paragraph 1. The authority citation
for Part 9 continues to read as follows:
Authority: 27 U.S.C. 205.

* * * * *

Subpart C—Approved American
Viticultural Areas

Par. 2. Section 9.84(c) is revised to
read as follows:

§9.84 Paso Robles.

* * * * *

(c) Boundaries. The Paso Robles
viticultural area is located within San
Luis Obispo County, California. From
the point of beginning where the county
lines of San Luis Obispo, Kings and
Kern Counties converge, the county line
also being the township line between
T.24S. and T.25S., in R.16E.:

(1) Then in a westerly direction along
this county line for 42 miles to the range
line between R.9E. and R.10E;

(2) Then in a southerly direction for
12 miles along the range line to the
southwest of corner of T.26S. and
R.10E.;

(3) Then in a southeasterly direction,
approximately 5.5 miles to a point of
intersection of the Dover Canyon Jeep
Trail and Dover Canyon Road;

(4) Then in an easterly direction along
Dover Canyon Road, approximately 1.5
miles, to the western border line of
Rancho Paso de Robles;

(5) Then, following the border of the
Paso Robles land grant, beginning in an
easterly direction, to a point where it
intersects the range line between R.11E.
and R.12E.;

(6) Then southeasterly for
approximately 16.5 miles to the point of
intersection of the township line
between T.29S. and T.30S. and the
range line between R.12E. and R.13E,;

(7) Then in an easterly direction for
approximately 6 miles to the range line
between R.13E. and R.14E.;

(8) Then in a northerly direction for
approximately 6 miles to the township
line between T.28S. and T.29S.;

(9) Then in an easterly direction for
approximately 18 miles to the range line
between R.16E. and R.17E.;

(10) Then in a northerly direction for
approximately 24 miles to the point of
beginning.

Dated: December 29, 1995.

Daniel R. Black,

Acting Director.

[FR Doc. 96-298 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-31-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 67

[CGD 95-052]

RIN 2115-AF15

Conformance of Lights on Artificial

Islands and Fixes Structures, and
Other Facilities to IALA Standards

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Request for comments.

SUMMARY: In keeping with the National
Performance Review, the Coast Guard is
reviewing its requirements for lights on
artificial islands and fixed structures
(such as oil rigs) and other facilities to
bring them into conformance with the
International Association of Lighthouse
Authorities (IALA) standards. Also, the
Coast Guard is reviewing its approval
procedures and considering requiring
manufacturers to have lighting
equipment and fog signal emitters tested

by independent laboratories. Adopting
the IALA standards may enhance
maritime safety by conforming to
lighting standards which are easier for
the mariner to understand. After
consideration of the comments received,
the Coast Guard may initiate a
rulemaking project.

DATES: Comments are requested by
February 9, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
the Executive Secretary, Marine Safety
Council (G-LRA/3406) (CGD 95-052),
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100
Second Street SW., Washington, DC
20593-001, or may be delivered to room
3406 at the same address between 8 a.m.
and 3 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays. The telephone
number is (202) 267-1477.

The Executive Secretary maintains the
public docket for this request for
comments. Comments will become part
of this docket and will be available for
inspection or copying at room 3406,
U.S. Coast Guard Headquarters, between
8 a.m. and 3 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LTJG Chad Asplund, Short Range Aids
to Navigation Division, Telephone: (202)
267-1386.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Request for Comments

The Coast Guard encourages
interested persons to participate in this
request for comments by submitting
written data, views, or arguments.
Persons submitting comments should
include their names and addresses,
identify this notice (CGD 95-052) and
the specific section of this notice to
which each comment applies, and give
the reason for each comment. Please
submit two copies of all comments and
attachments in an unbound format, no
larger than 8%2 by 11 inches, suitable for
copying and electronic filing. Persons
wanting acknowledgment of receipt of
comments should enclosed stamped,
self-addressed postcards or envelopes.

Background and Purpose

In keeping with the National
Performance Review, the Coast Guard is
reviewing its standards for lighting
equipment presently required on
artificial islands, fixed structures, and
other facilities. The Coast Guard is
considering bringing the lighting
standards into conformance with the
International Association of Lighthouse
Authorities (IALA) standards. In 1982,
the United States, along with most of
the world’s other maritime nations,
became a party to the agreement that
established the IALA Maritime Buoyage
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System (MBS). In 1985, the United
States began harmonizing the United
States Aids to Navigation System
(USATONS) with the MBS.

If the standards of IALA are adopted,
the current candlepower for these lights
would be revised to an ‘““area specific”
standard. These lights would still have
to be visible for 90 percent of the nights
of the year. The Coast Guard is also
considering standardizing the approval
procedures for optical and audio
equipment for fog signal emitters.

Presently, under 33 CFR part 67, all
artificial islands and structures erected
on or over the seabed and subsoil of the
outer continental shelf (OCS) are
marked as private aids to navigation.
The obstruction lights prescribed are
either a white or red, quick-flashing, all-
around light, depending on structure
classification and background lighting.
Multiple obstruction lights are required
to flash in unison.

The IALA standards define a quick-
flashing, white light as a north cardinal
mark. The present private aid system
may be misleading to the mariner
accustomed to the IALA system. The
mariner accustomed to using a white,
quick-flashing light as a cardinal mark
might mistake a structure which is not
a cardinal mark for a cardinal mark. To
conform with IALA, each structure
would retain the red or white light, but
display a Morse code “U” (..-) rather
than the quick flashing light.

Current regulations in 33 CFR part 67,
subpart 67.05 require that lights be of
sufficient candlepower so as to be
visible for a prescribed distance,
corresponding to the structure’s class,
90 percent of the nights of the year.
Certain geographic regions have
environmental conditions that preclude
lights from meeting the above standard.
The new standards might divide the
country into separate regions to allow
for differences in transmissivity and its
effects on the range of visibility. For
example, one region might include the
First, Ninth, and Eleventh Coast Guard
Districts, while the other region might
include the remaining districts.

The existing procedure in 33 CFR
67.05-10 that regulates lighting
equipment states that manufacturers of
lights must have their equipment
approved by the District Commander
and a permit must be issued before the
equipment can be distributed. This
procedure might be changed to require
an independent laboratory to conduct
the test. If so, the manufacturer would
then forward the results to Commandant
(G-NSR), U.S. Coast Guard, 2100 2nd
Street SW., Washington, D.C., 20593, for
review.

Cost Information

The Coast Guard is seeking additional
information on the cost that could be
associated with this project. Presently,
the Coast Guard is consulting with
Automatic Power Incorporated,
Tideland Signal Corporation, and Sea
Nav Corporation in an effort to estimate
the economic impact that this project
could have on manufacturers and users.
The Coast Guard specifically requests
comments from laboratories which
conduct tests of lighting systems and fog
signal emitters covered by part 67
regarding the costs of approvals.

Solicitation of Views

The Coast Guard solicits comments
from all segments of the marine
community and other interested persons
on these suggestions and recommended
alternatives related to obstruction
lighting on artificial islands, fixed
structures, and other facilities. The
Coast Guard is particularly interested in
receiving information, views, data, and
reasons on the following questions and
areas of concern:

1. Should these lights be changed to
conform to IALA standards?

Should the lights be charged to Morse
“U” in accordance with IALA
standards, or with another
configuration?

2. Should Class “C” structures be
required to conform to IALA?

3. Should fog signal and light
inspection procedures be changed?

Should the equipment approval
procedures be changed to require testing
by independent laboratories with results
then forwarded to the Coast Guard?

Would such a change increase or
decrease costs and compliance time?

4. What other factors should be
considered in light of this proposed
change?

Is there any other information that
you feel may be helpful in
implementing this change with less
impact on the affected persons?

Dated: January 3, 1996.
J.A. Creech,

Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief,
Office of Navigation Safety and Waterway
Services.

[FR Doc. 96-354 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

33 CFR Part 117
[CGD05-95-081]
RIN 2115-AE47

Drawbridge Operation Regulations;
Anacostia River, Washington, DC

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: At the request of the
Consolidated Rail Corporation
(CONRAIL), the Coast Guard is
proposing to change the regulations that
govern the operation of the railroad
bridge across the Anacostia River, mile
3.4, at Washington, DC. This proposal
would change the current schedule by
extending the winter seasonal
restrictions and reducing the hours of
operation during the boating season.
These changes to the drawbridge
regulations are intended to relieve the
bridge owner of the burden of having a
bridgetender staff the bridge during
periods of non-use, while still providing
for the reasonable needs of navigation.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before April 9, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Commander (ob), Fifth Coast Guard
District, 431 Crawford Street,
Portsmouth, Virginia 23704-5004, or
may be delivered to Room 109 at the
same address between 8 a.m. and 4
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays. The telephone number
is (804) 398-6222. Comments will
become part of this docket and will be
available for inspection at Room 109,
Fifth Coast Guard District.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ann B. Deaton, Bridge Administrator,
Fifth Coast Guard District, at (804) 398—
6222.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Request for Comments

The Coast Guard encourages
interested persons to participate in this
rulemaking by submitting written data,
views, or arguments. Persons submitting
comments should include their names
and addresses, identify this rulemaking
(CGD05-95-081) and the specific
section of this proposal to which each
comment applies, and give the reason
for each comment. The Coast Guard
requests that all comments and
attachments be submitted in an
unbound format suitable for copying
and electronic filing. If not practical, a
second copy of any bound material is
requested. Persons wanting
acknowledgement of receipt of
comments should enclose a stamped,
self-addressed postcard or envelope.

The Coast Guard will consider all
comments received during the comment
period. It may change this proposal in
view of the comments.

The Coast Guard plans no public
hearing. Persons may request a public
hearing by writing to the Commander
(ob) at the address under ADDRESSES.
The request should include reasons why
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a hearing would be beneficial. If it
determines that the opportunity for oral
presentations will aid this rulemaking,
the Coast Guard will hold a public
hearing at a time and place announced
by a later notice in the Federal Register.

Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in
drafting this document are Linda L.
Gilliam, Project Manager, Bridge
Administration Section, and CDR T.R.
Cahill, Project Counsel, Fifth Coast
Guard District Legal Office.

Background and Purposes

The current regulations found at 33
CFR 117.253 provide that the draw of
the CONRAIL bridge, mile 3.4, on the
Anacostia River, shall open on signal on
Saturdays, Sundays, and Federal
Holidays from April 1 through
September 30; between 7 a.m. and 11
p-m. on weekdays that are not Federal
Holidays from April 1 through
September 30; and on eight hours notice
at all other times. CONRAIL has
requested that 33 CFR 117.253 be
amended to reduce the periods during
which it must open the bridge on signal.
In support of its request, CONRAIL
contends that its records show that the
period of heavy boating traffic is from
May 15 through September 15, not April
1 through September 30 as provided in
the current regulations. CONRAIL has
also asked that the hours during which
the bridge must open on signal be
reduced, and that the same schedule be
adopted for both weekdays and
weekends.

The Coast Guard has reviewed
CONRAIL’s bridge logs for 1993 and
1994, copies of which are available for
inspection at Room 10-9, Fifth Coast
Guard District. According to the logs for
1993 and 1994, the railroad bridge only
opened a total of 11 times from April 1
through May 15, and 6 times between
September 15 through September 30.
For 1993 and 1994 during the weekdays,
the bridge opened 10 times between
noon and 1 p.m.; 4 times between 6 p.m.
and 7 p.m.; and 5 times after 7 p.m.
During 1993 and 1994 on the weekends,
the bridge opened 9 times between 7
p.m.and 9 a.m.

Based on the above information, the
Coast Guard is proposing changes to 33
CFR 117.253. The proposed changes
would require the bridge to open on
signal between 9 a.m. and 12 noon and
between 1 p.m. and 6 p.m. every day
from May 15 through September 30. The
bridge would also open on signal
between 6 p.m. and 7 p.m. every day
from May 15 through September 30 if
notice is given to the bridgetender prior
to 6 p.m. on the day for which the

opening is requested. Requirements
would be the same for both weekend
and weekday openings. The bridge will
continue to open on eight hours notice
at all other times.

As discussed above, openings have
been infrequent during the periods
which would be affected by these
proposed changes. The Coast Guard
believes that these proposed changes
will relieve CONRAIL of the burden of
requiring a bridgetender to be on duty
during periods of little or no vessel
traffic while not unduly restricting
navigation.

Regulatory Evaluation

This proposed action is not a
significant regulatory action under
section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866
and does not require an assessment of
potential costs and benefits under
section 6(a)(3) of that order. It has been
exempted from review by the Office of
Management and Budget under that
order. It is not significant under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040; February 26, 1979). The
Coast Guard expects the economic
impact of this proposal to be so minimal
that a full Regulatory Evaluation under
paragraph 10e of the regulatory policies
and procedures of DOT is unnecessary.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the Coast Guard
must consider whether this proposal, if
adopted, will have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. “Small
entities” include independently owned
and operated small businesses that are
not dominant in their field and that
otherwise qualify as “‘small business
concerns” under section 3 of the Small
Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632). Because it
expects the impact of this proposal to be
minimal, the Coast Guard certifies
under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) that this proposal,
if adopted, will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

Collection of Information

This proposal contains no collection
of information requirements under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.).

Federalism

The Coast Guard has analyzed this
proposal under the principals and
criteria contained in Executive Order
12612, and it has determined that this
proposal will not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

Environment

The Coast Guard considered the
environmental impact of this proposal
and concluded that under section
2.B.2.e.(32)(e) of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1B (as amended, 59
FR 38654, 29 July 1994), this proposal
is categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation. A
Categorical Exclusion Determination
statement has been prepared and placed
in the rulemaking docket.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117
Bridges.
Proposed Regulations

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Coast Guard proposes to amend Part 117
of Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations
to read as follows:

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

1. The authority citation for Part 117
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 CFR 1.46; 33
CFR 1.05-1(g); Section 117.255 also issued
under the authority of Pub. L. 102-587, 106
Stat. 5039.

2.In §117.253, paragraphs (b)(1) (ii)
and (iii) are revised to read as follows:

§117.253 Anacostia River.
* * * * *
* * *

o

(l) * X *

(ii) Between 9 a.m. and 12 noon and
between 1 p.m. and 6 p.m. from May 15
through September 30.

(iii) Between 6 p.m. and 7 p.m. from
May 15 through September 30 if notice
is given to the bridgetender not later
than 6 p.m. on the day for which the
opening is requested.

* * * * *
Dated: December 21, 1995.
W.J. Ecker,

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander,
Fifth Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 96—-353 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 651
[1.D. 010496C]

New England Fishery Management
Council; Modification of Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
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Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Modification of public meeting.

SUMMARY: NMFS previously announced
a public meeting (60 FR 67116,
December 28, 1995) of the New England
Fishery Management Council for 2 days
to consider actions affecting New
England fisheries in the exclusive
economic zone. This modification
announces that only the Groundfish
Committee of the New England Fishery
Management Council will be meeting.
DATES: The meeting will begin on
Wednesday, January 10, 1996, at 10 a.m.
and on Thursday, January 11, 1996, at
8:30 a.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Tara’s Ferncroft Conference Resort

and Hotel, 50 Ferncroft Road, Danvers,
MA,; telephone: (508) 277-2500.

Requests for special accommodations
should be addressed to the New
England Fishery Management Council, 5
Broadway, Saugus, MA 01906-1097;
telephone: (617) 231-0422.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Douglas G. Marshall, Executive Director,
(617) 231-0422.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
January 10-11 meeting is being
convened specifically to address the
remaining groundfish issues that relate
to finalizing draft Amendment 7 to the
Northeast Multispecies (Groundfish)
Fishery Management Plan. The intent of
this amendment is to implement
measures to rebuild severely overfished

stocks, with particular emphasis on cod,
haddock, and yellowtail flounder. If
time allows, the Committee may
consider other relevant business.

Special Accommodations

This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Douglas G. Marshall (see ADDRESSES) at
least 5 days prior to the meeting date.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: January 4, 1996.
Gary Matlock,

Program Management Officer, National
Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 96-345 Filed 1-5-96; 11:44 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22—P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement to Assess the
Impacts of Disposal and Reuse of the
Former Fort Ord

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DoD.

ACTION: Notice of Availability of a Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (DSEIS) for the disposal and
reuse of former Fort Ord, California.

SUMMARY: The Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS) and Record of
Decision (ROD) were completed in 1993
to support the Army disposal of excess
lands and establishment of the Presidio
of Monterey (POM) Annex. Disposal of
properties is underway. The DSEIS
addresses the disposal of 250 acres of
newly excess lands made available by
reducing the size of the POM Annex.

The DSEIS addresses two new reuse
alternatives as secondary actions by
others. The Final Fort Ord Base Reuse
Plan was adopted by the Fort Ord Reuse
Authority on December 12, 1994 and is
analyzed as Alternative Seven. One
additional reuse scenario, reflecting
land use changes received through the
DSEIS scoping process and recent
public benefit conveyance requests is
considered as Alternative Eight. The
DSEIS fulfills the Army commitment in
the ROD to develop additional
environmental analysis to address the
impacts of the reuse plan not already
addressed in the FEIS. Copies of the
draft DSEIS have been forwarded to
federal, state and local agencies; and
interested organizations and
individuals.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the DSEIS can be
obtained by writing or calling Ms. Kristy
Chew at Jones & Stokes, Associates, Inc.,
2600 V Street, Suite 100, Sacramento,
CA 95818-1914, telephone (916) 737—-
3000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Comments and questions should be
addressed to Mr. Bob Verkade,
Sacremento District, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, 1325 J. Street, Sacremento,
CA 95814-2922, or call (916) 557—-7423.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Copies of
the DSEIS and related reports are
available for review at the following
branch libraries: Seaside, Aromas, Big
Sur, Bradley, Carmel Valley, Castroville,
Gonzales, Greenfield, King City, Marina,
Park, Prunedale, San Ardo, San Lucas,
Santa Lucia, and Soledad. Copies are
also available for review at the Harrison
Memorial Library, Monterey Public
Library, Pacific Grove Public Library,
Parkfield Library, Salina Public Library,
Steinbeck Library, Morro Bay Public
Library, Paso Robles Public Library, San
Luis Obispo Public Library, Seaside
Branch Municipal Public Library, and
Monterey Free Libraries. Written
comments may also be submitted to the
address below until the close of the
DSEIS comment period (45 days after
the date of the Environmental Protection
Agency notice on this action).

Raymond J. Fatz,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of the
Army, (Environment, Safety and
Occupational Health) OASA (I,L&E).

[FR Doc. 96-299 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

Department of the Army

Record of Decision on the Final
Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS), on the Disposal and Reuse of
Jefferson Proving Ground, Madison,
Indiana

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act and
its implementing regulations
promulgated by the President’s Council
on Environmental Quality, the Army
has prepared a Record of Decision
(ROD) pertaining to the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
for the disposal and reuse of Jefferson
Proving Ground (JPG).

The decision is to dispose of 55,264
acres of excess property at JPG in
accordance with the Defense
Authorization Amendments and Base
Closure and Realignment Act of 1988,
Public 100-526. The disposal actions

will be incremental and based on the
ability to remediate contaminated
portions of the property.

The FEIS addressed the
environmental and socioeconomic
effects of the disposal and subsequent
reuse of 55,264 acres. Three alternative
methods of disposal were analyzed:
Encumbered Disposal, Unencumbered
Disposal and Retention of the Property
in a Caretaker status (i.e., the No-Action
Alternative).

The Encumbered Disposal Alternative
addressed the transfer of property with
Army-imposed conditions on future use
for purposes that may include
protection of important resources such
as water quality and historical
resources, and protection of human
health and the environment from
hazardous substances that may be
present on the property. The
Unencumbered Disposal Alternative
evaluated the potential to remove
encumbrances, thereby allowing the
property to be disposed with few or no
Army-imposed restrictions on future
use. The impacts of reuse were
evaluated in terms of low, medium and
high intensity land use.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the Record of
Decision and the Final Environmental
Impact Statement can be obtained by
writing or calling Mr. James Davidson,
at the U.S. Army Materiel Command,
ATTN: AMCSO, 5001 Eisenhower
Avenue, Alexandria, VA 22333-0001,
(703) 274-5510.

Dated: January 3, 1996.
Raymond J. Fatz,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of the
Army, (Environment, Safety and
Occupational Health) OASA, (I,L&E).

[FR Doc. 96-301 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) on the Disposal and Reuse of
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton,
Virginia

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: The proposed action
evaluated by this DEIS is the disposal of
Vint Hill Farms Station, Warrenton
Virginia, in accordance with the Defense
Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990, Public Law 101-510. The DEIS
addresses the environmental
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consequences of the disposal and
subsequent reuse of the 701 acres. Three
alternative methods of disposal are
analyzed: Encumbered Disposal,
Unencumbered Disposal and retention
of the property in a caretaker status (i.e.,
the No Action Alternative). The
Encumbered Disposal Alternative
addresses transfer of property with
certain constraints on future use as a
condition of disposal. The
Unencumbered Disposal Alternative
involves removing existing constraints
to allow for property disposal with
fewer or no Army imposed restrictions
on future use. The impacts of reuse are
evaluated in terms of land use
intensities.

A scoping meeting was held at the
Vint Hill Farms Stanton Theater on
December 5, 1994. Public notices
requesting input and comments from
the public were issued in the regional
area surrounding the Vint Hill Farms
Station.

DATES: Written public comments and
suggestions received within 45 days of
the publication of the Environmental
Protection Agency’s Notice of
Availability for this action will be
addressed in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement can be
obtained by writing to Dr. Susan Rees,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile
District, (ATTN; CESAM-PD-EC), 109
St. Joseph Street, P.O. Box 2288, Mobile,
Alabama 36628-0001 or by telephone at
(334) 694-4141 or telefax (334) 690—
2424,

Dated: January 3, 1996.

Raymond J. Fatz,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of the
Army, (Environmental Safety and
Occupational Health) OASA (IL&E).

[FR Doc. 96-300 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board, Pantex Plant,
Amarillo, Texas

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770) notice
is hereby given of the following
Advisory Committee meeting:
Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board (EM SSAB),
Pantex Plant.

DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, January 23,
1996: 1:30 p.m.=5:30 p.m.
ADDRESSES: Amarillo Association of
Realtors, 5601 Enterprise Circle,
Amarillo, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Williams, Program Manager,
Department of Energy, Amarillo Area
Office, P.O. Box 30030, Amarillo, TX
79120 (806)477-3121.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose of the Committee

The Board provides input to the
Department of Energy on Environmental
Management strategic decisions that
impact future use, risk management,
economic development, and budget
prioritization activities.

Tentative Agenda

1:30 pm Welcome—Introductions—
Approval of Minutes
1:40 pm Co-Chairs’ Comments
2:00 pm Task Force Reports
—Public Participation/Public
Information
—Environmental Restoration
—Sitewide Environmental Impact
Statements
—~Future of the Nuclear Complex
—Waste Management
2:30 pm Updates
—Occurrence Reports—DOE
3:30 pm Break
3:45 pm Presentation
—Employee Concerns Process
4:30 pm Subcommittee Reports
—Budget and Finance
—Community Outreach
—Policy and Personnel
—Program and Training
—Nominations
5:30 pm Adjourn
Public comment will be taken
periodically throughout the meeting.

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public.
Written statements may be filed with
the Committee either before or after the
meeting. Written comments will be
accepted at the address above for 15
days after the date of the meeting.
Individuals who wish to make oral
statements pertaining to agenda items
should contact Tom Williams’ office at
the address or telephone number listed
above. Requests must be received 5 days
prior to the meeting and reasonable
provision will be made to include the
presentation in the agenda. The
Designated Federal Official is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. Each individual
wishing to make public comment will
be provided a maximum of 5 minutes to

present their comments. This notice is
being published less than 15 days before
the date of the meeting, due to
programmatic issues that had to be
resolved prior to publication.

Minutes

The minutes of this meeting will be
available for public review and copying
at the Pantex Public Reading Rooms
located at the Amarillo College Lynn
Library and Learning Center, 2201
South Washington, Amarillo, TX phone
(806) 371-5400. Hours of operation are
from 7:45 am to 10:00 pm, Monday
through Thursday; 7:45 am to 5:00 pm
on Friday; 8:30 am to 12:00 noon on
Saturday; and 2:00 pm to 6:00 pm on
Sunday, except for Federal holidays.
Additionally, there is a Public Reading
Room located at the Carson County
Public Library, 401 Main Street,
Panhandle, TX phone (806) 537-3742.
Hours of operation are from 9:00 am to
7:00 pm on Monday; 9:00 am to 5:00
pm, Tuesday through Friday; and closed
Saturday and Sunday as well as Federal
Holidays. Minutes will also be available
by writing or calling Tom Williams at
the address or telephone number listed
above.

Issued at Washington, DC on January 5,
1996.

Rachel M. Samuel,

Acting Deputy Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc. 96-384 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board, Savannah
River Site; Meeting

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770) notice
is hereby given of the following
Advisory Committee meeting:
Environmental Management Site-
Specific Advisory Board (EM SSAB),
Savannah River Site.

DATES AND TIMES: Monday, January 22,

1996:

9:30 a.m.—4 p.m. (Risk Management and
Future Use Subcommittee)

6:00 p.m.—7 p.m. (public comment
session) Tuesday, January 23, 1996:
8:30 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: All meetings will be held at:

The Hilton Resort, Palmetto Dunes

Plantation, Hilton Head Island, South

Carolina.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom

Heenan, Manager, Environmental
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Restoration and Solid Waste,
Department of Energy Savannah River
Operations Office, P.O. Box A, Aiken,
S.C. 29802 (803) 725-8074.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Purpose of the Board:

The purpose of the Board is to make
recommendations to DOE and its
regulators in the areas of environmental
restoration, waste management and
related activities.

Tentative Agenda
Monday, January 22, 1996

9:30 a.m. Risk Management
Subcommittee meeting—support
documentation for future use
recommendation and fiscal year
1998 budget prioritization

4:00 p.m. Adjourn

6:00 p.m. Public Comment Session (5-
minute rule)

7:00 p.m. Adjourn

Tuesday, January 23, 1996

8:00 a.m. Coffee

8:30 a.m. Approval of minutes and
agency updates

9:00 a.m. Bylaws Subcommittee report
including amendments to Bylaws

10:00 a.m. Elections of officers

10:30 a.m. Environmental Remediation
and Waste Management
Subcommittee Report

1:00 p.m. Risk Management and
Future Use Subcommittee Report

2:45 p.m. Nuclear Materials
Management Subcommittee Report

2:55 p.m. Membership Subcommittee
Report

3:05 p.m. Annual report/workplan
discussion

3:30 p.m. Public Comment Session (5-
minute rule)

4:00 p.m. Adjourn

If needed, time will be allotted after

public comments for items added to the

agenda, and administrative details. A

final agenda will be available at the

meeting Monday, January 22, 1996.

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public.
Written statements may be filed with
the Committee either before or after the
meeting. Individuals who wish to make
oral statements pertaining to agenda
items should contact Tom Heenan’s
office at the address or telephone
number listed above. Requests must be
received 5 days prior to the meeting and
reasonable provision will be made to
include the presentation in the agenda.
The Designated Federal Official is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business. Each individual

wishing to make public comment will
be provided a maximum of 5 minutes to
present their comments.

Minutes

The minutes of this meeting will be
available for public review and copying
at the Freedom of Information Public
Reading Room, 1E-190, Forrestal
Building, 1000 Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC 20585 between
9:00 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday—Friday
except Federal holidays. Minutes will
also be available by writing to Tom
Heenan, Department of Energy
Savannah River Operations Office, P.O.
Box A, Aiken, S.C. 29802, or by calling
him at (803) 725-8074.

Issued at Washington, DC on January 5,
1996.

Rachel Murphy Samuel,

Acting Deputy Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc. 96-386 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

[Docket No. EG96-26-000, et al.]

Calpine Parlin Cogen, Inc., et al.;
Electric Rate and Corporate Regulation
Filings

January 3, 1996.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Calpine Parlin Cogen, Inc.
[Docket No. EG96-26-000]

On December 22, 1995, Calpine Parlin
Cogen, Inc. (“Calpine Parlin) filed with
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission an application for
determination of exempt wholesale
generator status pursuant to Part 365 of
the Commission’s regulations.

Calpine Parlin is a Delaware
corporation and an indirect wholly
owned subsidiary of Calpine
Corporation, a California corporation
which owns and operates qualifying
facilities in the western United States.
Calpine Parlin proposes to own and
operate a 117 MW gas-fired
cogeneration facility located in Parlin,
New Jersey and sell electric power
exclusively at wholesale to Jersey
Central Power & Light Company.

Comment date: January 22, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

2. Calpine Newark Cogen, Inc.

[Docket No. EG96—27-000]

On December 22, 1995, Calpine
Newark Cogen, Inc. (‘“‘Calpine Newark’’)
filed with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission an application for
determination of exempt wholesale
generator status pursuant to Part 365 of
the Commission’s regulations.

Calpine Newark is a Delaware
corporation and an indirect wholly
owned subsidiary of Calpine
Corporation, a California corporation
which owns and operates qualifying
facilities in the western United States.
Calpine Newark proposes to own and
operate a 52 MW gas-fired cogeneration
facility located in Newark, New Jersey
and sell electric power exclusively at
wholesale to Jersey Central Power &
Light Company.

Comment date: January 22, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

3. Lone Star Energy Plant Operations,
Inc.

[Docket No. EG96—28-000]

On December 22, 1995, Lone Star
Energy Plant Operations, Inc.
(““LSEPO”’), 1817 Wood Street, Dallas,
TX 75201, filed with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission an application
for determination of exempt wholesale
generator status pursuant to Part 365 of
the Commission’s regulations.

LSEPO provides operating and
maintenance services for three existing
natural gas-fired cogeneration facilities
(located in Sweetwater, TX; Buffalo, NY;
and Bellingham, WA) which are
qualifying facilities under the
Commission’s Rules.

Comment date: January 22, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

4. Encogen One Partners Ltd.

[Docket No. EG96—29-000]

On December 22, 1995, Encogen One
Partners Ltd. (““Encogen One”’), c/o
Enserch Development Corporation, 1817
Wood Street, Dallas, TX 75201, filed
with the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission an application for
determination of exempt wholesale
generator status pursuant to Part 365 of
the Commission’s regulations.

Encogen One owns one eligible
facility (an existing natural gas-fired
cogeneration facility, a transformer and
appurtenant interconnecting
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equipment), near Sweetwater, Texas,
with a electric generating capacity of
approximately 255 MW.

Comment date: January 22, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice. The
Commission will limit its consideration
of comments to those that concern the
adequacy or accuracy of the application.

5. Southwestern Electric Power
Company

[Docket No. ER94-1393-000]

Take notice that on December 11,
1995, Southwestern Electric Power
Company (SWEPCO) filed a supplement
to its filing in the above-captioned
docket. SWEPCO has served a copy of
this filing on Northeast Texas Electric
Cooperative, Inc. and the Public
Utilities Commission of Texas.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

6. Appalachian Power Company

[Docket No. ER95-1797-000]

Take notice that on December 19,
1995, the American Electric Power
Service Corporation (AEPSC), on behalf
of Appalachian Power Company (APCO)
tendered for filing an amendment to its
filing in the above-referenced docket
clarifying the AEP Companies’ policy
regarding emission allowance cost
recovery.

An effective date of January 1, 1996 is
requested.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

7. Northeast Utilities Service Company

[Docket No. ER96—202-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Northeast Utilities Service
tendered for filing an amendment in the
above-referenced dockets.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

8. Indeck Pepperell Power Associates,
Inc.

[Docket No. ER96-345-000]

On December 26, 1995, Indeck
Pepperell, Inc. (“Indeck Pepperell™)
filed a supplement to its petition for
waivers, blanket approvals and an order
approving its Rate Schedule No. 1.

In its petition, filed on November 13,
1995, Indeck Pepperell stated that it
intended to sell energy and capacity
from the Indeck Pepperell 38 MW
combined-cycle cogeneration facility
located in Pepperell, Massachusetts.
The rates charged by Indeck Pepperell
will be mutually agreed upon by the
parties to each particular transaction.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

9. Florida Power Corporation

[Docket No. ER96-582-000]

Take notice that on December 12,
1995, Florida Power Corporation
tendered for filing a Contract for
Interchange Service between itself and
Citizens Lehman Power Sales. Florida
Power states that the contract provides
for service under existing Schedule J,
Negotiated Interchange Service, and
existing Schedule OS, Opportunity
Sales.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

10. International Utility Consultants

[Docket No. ER96—-594-000]

Take notice that on December 14,
1995, International Utility Consultants
tendered for filing an application for
review of its Rate Schedule for entrance
into the Wholesale Power Market as a
broker and marketer of power. In
addition, on December 26, 1995,
International Utility Consultants filed
additional information to its December
14, 1995 filing in this docket.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

11. PSI Energy, Inc.

[Docket No. ER96-608-000]

Take notice that PSI Energy, Inc. on
December 18, 1995, tendered for filing
a Schematic and Exhibit Update to the
Interconnection Agreement between
PSI, the United States of America,
Hoosier Energy Rural Electric
Cooperative, Inc. (Hoosier), and
Southern Indiana Gas and Electric
Company (SIGECO).

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

12. Wisconsin Power and Light
Company

[Docket No. ER96—-609-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Wisconsin Power and Light
Company (WP&L) tendered for filing an
Agreement dated October 30, 1995,
establishing Electric Clearinghouse, Inc.
as a customer under the terms of
WP&L'’s Point-to-Point Transmission
Tariff.

WP&L requests an effective date of
December 13, 1995, and accordingly
seeks waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements. A copy of this filing has
been served upon the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

13. Pacific Gas and Electric Company
[Docket No. ER96-611-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E) tendered for filing a new
Interconnection Agreement superseding
PG&E’s Rate Schedule FPC No. 29, and
PacifiCorp’s Rate Schedule FPC No. 83.
The prior Interconnection and power
sale agreement (1984 Agreement—
Supplement No. 1 to Rate Schedule FPC
Nos. 29 and 83) expires by its own terms
on December 31, 1995, and the parties
have accordingly negotiated a
predecessor Agreement. This new
Agreement supersedes both the 1984
agreement and a prior 1967 Agreement,
which the 1984 Agreement
Supplemented.

By this filing, PG&E and PacifiCorp
formally request that the FERC allow the
1967 agreement and the 1984
Agreement to both terminate effective
December 31, 1995 and be replaced by
the new Agreement, effective January 1,
1996.

Copies of this filing were served upon
PacifiCorp and the California Public
Utilities Commission.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

14. New York State Electric & Gas
Corporation

[Docket No. ER96-612-000]

Take notice that New York State
Electric & Gas Corporation (NYSEG) on
December 18, 1995, tendered for filing
as an initial rate schedule, an agreement
with KCS Power Marketing, Inc. (KCS).
The agreement provides a mechanism
pursuant to which the parties can enter
into separately scheduled transactions
under which NYSEG will sell to KCS
and KCS will purchase from NYSEG
either capacity and associated energy or
energy only as the parties may mutually
agree.

NYSEG requests that the agreement
become effective on December 16, 1995,
so that the parties may, if mutually
agreeable enter into separately
scheduled transactions under the
agreement. NYSEG has requested waiver
of the notice requirements for good
cause shown.

NYSEG served copies of the filing
upon the New York State Public Service
Commission and KCS.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.
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15. New York State Electric & Gas
Corporation

[Docket No. ER96-613-000]

Take notice that New York State
Electric & Gas Corporation (NYSEG) on
December 18, 1995, tendered for filing
as an initial rate schedule, an agreement
with Industrial Energy Applications,
Inc. (IEA). The agreement provides a
mechanism pursuant to which the
parties can enter into separately
scheduled transactions under which
NYSEG will sell to IEA and IEA will
purchase from NYSEG either capacity
and associated energy or energy only as
the parties may mutually agree.

NYSEG requests that the agreement
become effective on December 16, 1995,
so that the parties may, if mutually
agreeable enter into separately
scheduled transactions under the
agreement. NYSEG has requested waiver
of the notice requirements for good
cause shown.

NYSEG served copies of the filing
upon the New York State Public Service
Commission and IEA.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

16. Wisconsin Power and Light
Company

[Docket No. ER96—614-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Wisconsin Power and Light
Company (WP&L) tendered for filing an
Agreement dated November 21, 1995,
establishing Koch Power Services as a
customer under the terms of WP&L'’s
Point-to-Point Transmission Tariff.

WPL requests an effective date of
December 1, 1995 and accordingly seeks
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements. A copy of this filing has
been served upon the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

17. Wisconsin Power and Light
Company

[Docket No. ER96—615-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Wisconsin Power and Light
Company (WP&L) tendered for filing an
Agreement dated November 15, 1995,
establishing Industrial Energy
Applications, Inc. as a customer under
the terms of WP&L'’s Point-to-Point
Transmission Tariff.

WPL requests an effective date of
December 1, 1995 and accordingly seeks
waiver of the Commission’s notice
requirements. A copy of this filing has
been served upon the Public Service
Commission of Wisconsin.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

18. PECO Energy Company

[Docket No. ER96-640-000 ]

Take notice that on December 21,
1995, PECO Energy Company tendered
for filing an amendment in the above-
referenced docket.

Comment date: January 17, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

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,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 18 CFR 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-341 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

[Docket No. ER96-602-000, et al.]

Northern Indiana Public Service
Company, et al.; Electric Rate and
Corporate Regulation Filings

January 2, 1996.
Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Northern Indiana Public Service
Company

[Docket No. ER96—602—-000]

Take notice that on December 15,
1995, Northern Indiana Public Service
Company tendered for filing an
executed Service Agreement between
Northern Indiana Public Service
Company and National Gas & Electric
L.P.

Under the Service Agreement,
Northern Indiana Public Service
Company agrees to provide services to
National Gas & Electric L.P. under
Northern Indiana Public Service
Company’s Power Sales Tariff, which
was accepted for filing by the
Commission and made effective by

Order dated August 17, 1995 in Docket
No. ER95-1222-000. Northern Indiana
Public Service Company and National
Gas & Electric L.P. request waiver of the
Commission’s sixty-day notice
requirement to permit an effective date
of January 1, 1996.

Copies of this filing have been sent to
the Indiana Utility Regulatory
Commission and the Indiana Office of
Utility Consumer Counselor.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

2. Maine Public Service Company

[Docket No. ER96-603—-000]

Take notice that on December 15,
1995, Maine Public Service Company
submitted an agreement under its
Umbrella Power Sales tariff.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

3. Portland General Electric Company

[Docket No. ER96-604—-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Portland General Electric
Company (PGE), tendered for filing a
Revision No. 5 to Exhibit C of the
General Transfer Agreement for
Integration of Resources between the
Bonneville Power Administration and
PGE, Contract No. DE-MS79—
89BP92273, (Portland General Electric
Rate Schedule FERC No. 185).

The BPA and PGE mutually agree to
revise Exhibit C to the General Transfer
Agreement for Integration of Resources
to provide for the addition of the Trojan
Switching Station as a Point of Delivery
in the amount of 265 MW for the Beaver
Combined Cycle Project Resource and
revises the short distance discount
applied to the Allston Point of
Integration (POI) effective at 2400 hours
on June 30, 1995. This revision also
provides for the addition of the Alvey
Substation as a short-term off-system
Point of Delivery in the amount of 20
MW of firm service, a contract resource
to the Springfield Utility Board, for the
month of December 1995, effective at
2400 hours on November 30, 1995.

Copies of the filing have been served
on the Bonneville Power
Administration.

Pursuant to 18 CFR 35.11, PGE
respectfully requests that the
Commission grant a waiver of the notice
requirements of 18 CFR 35.3 to allow
Revision No. 5 to Exhibit C of the
General Transfer Agreement for
Integration of Resources to become
effective as of November 15, 1995.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.
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4. Portland General Electric Company

[Docket No. ER96—-605-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Portland General Electric
Company (PGE), tendered for filing
under FERC Electric Tariff, 1st Revised
Volume No. 2, an executed Service
Agreement between PGE and Power
Exchange Corporation.

Pursuant to 18 CFR 35.11 and the
Commission’s order issued July 30, 1993
(Docket No. PL93-2-002), PGE
respectfully requests the Commission
grant a waiver of the notice
requirements of 18 CFR 35.3 to allow
the executed Service Agreement to
become effective January 1, 1996.

Copies of this filing were served upon
the entity listed in the body of the filing
letter.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

5. The Montana Power Company

[Docket No. ER96-606—-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, The Montana Power Company
(Montana Power), tendered for filing
pursuant to Part 35 of the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission’s (FERC)
Regulations under the Federal Power
Act its proposed Rate Schedule REC-1,
applicable for sales of electricity by
Montana Power for resale to Central
Montana Electric Power Cooperative,
Inc., (Central Montana) (Rate Schedule
FPC No. 39). Montana Power states that
this filing has been served upon Central
Montana. Montana Power has requested
that the Commission allow the revised
rates to be effective as of February 15,
1996.

Montana Power states that Rate
Schedule REC-1 will provide it with an
annual increase in revenues from sales
to these customers of $960,000 as a
result of a rate settlement agreement
accepted by the above-mentioned
parties.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

6. Cinergy Services, Inc.

[Docket No. ER96—-607-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Cinergy Services, Inc., tendered
for filing on behalf of its operating
companies, The Cincinnati Gas &
Electric Company (CG&E) and PSI
Energy, Inc. (PSI), an Interchange
Agreement, dated November 1, 1995,
between Cinergy, CG&E, PSI and Sonat
Power Marketing, Inc. (SONAT).

The Interchange Agreement provides
for the following service between
Cinergy and SONAT.

1. Exhibit A—Power Sales by SONAT
2. Exhibit B—Power Sales by Cinergy

Cinergy and SONAT have requested
an effective date of January 1, 1996.

Copies of the filing were served on
Sonat Power Marketing, Inc., the
Alabama Public Service Commission,
the Kentucky Public Service
Commission, the Public Utilities
Commission of Ohio and the Indiana
Utility Regulatory Commission.

Comment date: January 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph E
at the end of this notice.

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,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 18 CFR 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-343 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

[Project No. 2496-0OR]

Eugene Water & Electrical Board;
Notice of Intent To Hold Public Meeting
in Springfield, OR, To Discuss the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the Proposed Relicensing of
the Leaburg-Walterville Hydroelectric
Project

January 4, 1996.

On October 13, 1995, the Commission
staff mailed the DEIS to the
Environmental Protection Agency,
resource and land management
agencies, and interested organizations
and individuals. This document
evaluates the environmental
consequences of the proposed
relicensing of the Leaburg-Walterville
Hydroelectric Project at the installed
capacity of 21.5 megawatts. The project
is located on the McKenzie River in
Lane County, Oregon.

A public meeting, to be recorded by
a court reporter, is scheduled to be held
at 7 p.m. on Wednesday, January 17,

1996 at the Thurston High School
auditorium which is located just off
Highway 126, at 333 North 58th Street,
Springfield, Oregon. At the meeting,
Commission Staff will summarize major
DEIS findings and recommendations.
Resource agency personnel and other
interested persons will have an
opportunity to submit oral and written
comments on the DEIS for the public
record. Written comments on the DEIS
may also be sent to: The Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 1st Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426. Comments must be received
before January 19, 1996 and should be
identified by project name and number.

The DEIS considers recommendations
of government agencies,
nongovernmental organizations, affected
Indian tribes, the public, Eugene Water
& Electric Board (EWEB), and the
Commission’s staff. It evaluates natural
and social resource benefits, the
economic costs, and the project-specific
and cumulative environmental impacts
associated with relicensing the project.

To maintain and enhance the project’s
power generation efficiency and
capacity, the DEIS recommends raising
Leaburg Lake by 1.5 feet, installing
structures in the McKenzie River near
the Walterville intake, excavating the
Walterville tailrace, and upgrading
powerhouse generation equipment. The
environmental impacts of these actions
would be minor and could be mitigated
by staff recommended measures.

To enhance highly valued McKenzie
River fishery resources, EWEB would
install a fish screen in the Walterville
canal intake and would install tailrace
barriers in the Leaburg and Walterville
tailraces. To further improve fish habitat
and boating opportunities, enhanced
year-around minimum in-stream flows,
including a flow allotment that could be
used during late-summer low-flow
conditions are recommended.

To enhance recreation access and
opportunities along the McKenzie River,
EWEB proposes trust fund donations to
acquire lands along the river for access
and habitat protection. EWEB also
proposes several lesser measures to
enhance wildlife habitat values and
recreation opportunities on project
lands.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-304 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M
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[Docket No. CP96-109-000, et al.]

Williams Natural Gas Company, et al.;
Natural Gas Certificate Filings

January 2, 1996.

Take notice that the following filings
have been made with the Commission:

1. Williams Natural Gas Company

[Docket No. CP96-109-000]

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Williams Natural Gas Company
(Williams), P.O. Box 3288, Tulsa,
Oklahoma, 74101, filed in Docket No.
CP96-109-000 a request pursuant to
Section 157.205 of the Commission’s
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.205,) for approval to extend
an existing 4-inch loop line an
additional 1.3 miles to provide
increased delivery volumes to Missouri
Gas Energy (MGE) for the Simmons
chicken farm located in McDonald
County, Missouri under Williams’
blanket certificate authority issued in
Docket No. CP82-479-000, pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act
(NGA), all as more fully set forth in the
request which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

Williams indicates that the original
loop line was constructed pursuant to
Docket No. CP86—-634—-000. Williams
states that the total construction cost is
estimated to be $407,956 which cost
will be offset by the execution of a new
firm transportation agreement by MGE.
It is indicated that the new loop
extension will provide an additional
1.87 Mmcf per day of capacity to MGE
on a peak day.

Comment date: February 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
at the end of this notice.

2. East Tennessee Natural Gas
Company

[Docket No. CP96-115-000]

Take notice that on December 21,
1995, East Tennessee Natural Gas
Company (East Tennessee), P.O. Box
2511, Houston, Texas 77252, filed in
Docket No. CP96-115-000 a request
pursuant to Sections 157.205 and
157.212 of the Commission’s
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(18 CFR 157.205, 157.212) for
authorization to switch its existing 2-
inch connection to an existing 6-inch
connection for continuing firm service
to Knoxville Utilities Board (KUB),
under East Tennessee’s blanket
certificate issued in Docket No. CP82—
412-000 pursuant to Section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set
forth in the request that is on file with

the Commission and open to public
inspection.

East Tennessee proposes to construct
and operate a side valve and 20 feet of
6-inch pipeline at M.P. 3114-1+2.97 of
the KUB Storage Facility Line located in
Knox County, Tennessee in order to use
an existing, plugged 6-inch tap located
next to the 2-inch tap currently being
used. East Tennessee states that these
new facilities would cost $10,600 and
the existing 2-inch connection would be
removed once the physical connection
to the 6-inch tap has been placed in
service. East Tennessee mentions that
KUB requested this modification
because of increased residential growth
in its service area.

East Tennessee asserts that the
proposed connection is not prohibited
by its tariff and the total quantities of
natural gas to be delivered to KUB after
switching its connection would not
exceed the total quantities authorized to
be delivered. East Tennessee also
mentions that it has sufficient capacity
to accomplish deliveries at the proposed
delivery point without detriment or
disadvantage to its other customers.

Comment date: February 16, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph G
at the end of this notice.

3. MarkWest Hydrocarbon Partners,
Ltd.

[Docket No. CP96-121-000]

Take notice that, on December 22,
1995, in Docket No. CP96-121-000,
MarkWest Hydrocarbon Partners, Ltd.
(MarkWest), 5613 DTC Parkway, Suite
400, Englewood, Colorado 80111, filed a
petition with the Commission, pursuant
to Rule 207 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.307), for a declaratory order
disclaiming jurisdiction over gas
processing facilities that MarkWest is
constructing on land it purchased from
Columbia Gas Transmission Corporation
(Columbia) at Columbia’s Kenova
Processing Plant (a.k.a. the Kenova
Station or the Kenova plant), all as more
fully set forth in the application, which
is on file with the Commission and open
to public inspection.

In a related proceeding, in Docket No.
CP96-118-000, Columbia filed an
abbreviated application for permission
and approval to abandon the Kenova
plant, by sale to MarkWest.

MarkWest states that, since its 1988
acquisition of the Siloam, Kentucky
fractionation plant from Columbia
Hydrocarbon (a former affiliate of
Columbia), MarkWest has been
contractually obligated to purchase
natural gas liquids (NGL) from
Columbia, and Columbia has been
contractually obligated to deliver, to

MarkWest, the NGL that Columbia
extracted at its Kenova and Cobb
processing plants. MarkWest adds that,
because the Kenova plant is old,
inefficient, and outmoded, having been
built in 1958, Columbia decided to
replace it, and undertook a competitive
bidding process to solicit proposals
from third parties interested in: (1)
purchasing and replacing the existing
Kenova plant; (2) demolishing and
remediating the old facility site; (3)
taking over the Kenova plant processing
function with Columbia’s shippers; and
(4) dealing with the Columbia-
MarkWest contract. MarkWest, as the
winning bidder, has since moved to
construct a new Kenova processing
plant, and states that it expects the new
facility to be in service by mid-to-late
December, 1995.

MarkWest asserts that the
Commission’s jurisdiction under the
Natural Gas Act (15 U.S.C. §717) is
limited to natural gas, which has been
construed to mean methane, not the
heavier hydrocarbons that constitute
NGL, while the primary purpose of new
Kenova processing plant will be to
continue the Columbia-MarkWest
contract function, which (from
MarkWest’s perspective) will be the
extraction of NGL for sale by MarkWest.

MarkWest further states that there was
no Federal Power Commission
certification for the Kenova plant.
Therefore, MarkWest believes that its
construction, ownership, and operation
of the new processing plant will be
outside the Commission’s certificate
jurisdiction under section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act. Accordingly, to the
extent that the Commission deems it
necessary to act on Columbia’s
abandonment application, MarkWest
requests the Commission to issue an
order finding that the new Kenova
processing plant is outside the
Commission’s certificate jurisdiction
under section 7 of the Natural Gas Act.

Comment date: January 23, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

4. Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation

[Docket No. CP96-118-000]

Take notice that on December 22,
1995, Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia), 1700
MacCorkle Avenue, S.E., Charleston,
West Virginia 25314-1599, filed an
abbreviated application in Docket No.
CP96-118-000, pursuant to Section 7(b)
of the Natural Gas Act, Part 157 of the
Commission’s Regulations, and the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, for permission and approval
to abandon its Kenova Processing Plant
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(a.k.a. the Kenova Station or the Kenova
plant), by sale to MarkWest
Hydrocarbon Partners, Ltd. (MarkWest),
all as more fully set forth in the
application, which is on file with the
Commission and open to public
inspection.

In a related proceeding, in Docket No.
CP96-121-000, MarkWest filed a
petition with the Commission for a
declaratory order disclaiming
jurisdiction over the gas processing
facilities that MarkWest is constructing
on land purchased from Columbia at the
Kenova plant site.

The Kenova plant is located in Wayne
County, West Virginia. It was designed
and built in 1957-1958, and was
designed to remove essentially all of the
propane and heavier hydrocarbons (i.e.,
natural gas liquids, or NGL) and water
vapor from the gas stream entering
Columbia’s transmission system. The
gas processed at the Kenova plant
originates as production from fields in
southern West Virginia and eastern
Kentucky. Since it began operation in
1958, the NGL removed from this gas
stream at the Kenova plant is recovered
as one mixed liquid and is transported
via a pipeline owned by MarkWest to
Siloam, Kentucky, for further
separation, purification, and sale of the
NGL by MarkWest.

Columbia states that the Kenova plant
needs to be replaced, because of its age
and deteriorating condition, with more
modern and efficient gas processing
facilities. Columbia adds that it believes
the public interest can best be served
through its abandonment the existing
Kenova plant, thereby allowing a non-
jurisdictional company to continue the
processing service now being provided.
Columbia notes that MarkWest has
purchased the existing facilities at the
Kenova site, that those facilities are
being removed, and that MarkWest is
constructing and will operate new gas
processing facilities at the Kenova site,
thereby allowing MarkWest to remove
certain hydrocarbons from the natural
gas being transported on Columbia’s
pipeline system.

To Columbia’s knowledge, no
certificate exists for the Kenova plant,
due to the Commission’s historical view
that its jurisdiction generally does not
encompass processing plants. However,
to the extent deemed necessary by the
Commission, Columbia requests
authorization to abandon the existing
Kenova plant, by sale to MarkWest.

Comment date: January 23, 1996, in
accordance with Standard Paragraph F
at the end of this notice.

Standard Paragraphs

F. Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before the
comment date, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a motion to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.214 or 385.211)
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 a motion to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject to
the 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
application 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 and/or permission and
approval for the proposed abandonment
are 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 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 Section 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
therefore, 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.
Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96—-342 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

[Docket No. RP96-106-000]

ANR Pipeline Company; Notice of
Proposed Changes in FERC Gas Tariff

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, ANR Pipeline Company (ANR),
tendered for filing as part of its FERC
Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume No.
1, the tariff sheets as listed in
Attachment A to the filing, to be
effective February 1, 1996. With respect
to the Volumetric Buyout Buydown
Surcharges, the proposed charges are
designed to recover $1.2 million less on
an annual basis than the currently
effective volumetric surcharge. With
respect to Fixed Monthly Charges, the
proposed charges are designed to
recover $30,864 less on an annual basis
than the currently effective Fixed
Monthly Charges.

ANR states that the referenced tariff
sheets are being submitted as part of
ANR’s Seventh Annual Reconciliation
of buyout buydown costs being
recovered by means of Volumetric
Buyout Buydown Surcharges contained
in Docket Nos. RP91-33, et al., RP91—
192, RP92—4, RP92-199, RP93-29,
RP93-149 and RP96-10 and Fixed
Monthly Charges associated with Docket
No. RP96-10.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426 in accordance with Sections
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
Pursuant to Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
Pursuant to Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations, all such
motions or protests must be filed not
later than 12 days after the date of the
filing noted above. 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 application are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
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inspection in the Public Reference
Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-309 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-102-000]

Colorado Interstate Gas Company;
Notice of Application

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Colorado Interstate Gas Company
(CIG), tendered for filing to become part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, First Revised
Volume No. 1, the following revised
tariff sheet to be effective February 1,
1996.

First Revised Sheet No. 314

CIG proposes to revise its tariff to
eliminate Section 7.10(a)(ii) of the
General Terms and Conditions of the
Tariff which allows Shippers to post an
offer to swap a transportation
imbalance. CIG states that no Shipper
has ever posted an offer to swap an
imbalance under this provision and if a
Shipper wants to post an offer to swap
it can do so pursuant to current Section
7.10(a)(iii).

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with 18 CFR
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. Pursuant to Section 154.210
of the Commission’s Regulations, all
such motions or protests must be filed
not later than 12 days after the date of
the filing noted above. 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-313 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-100-000]

Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Filing of Report
on Second Year Storage Operations
Under Order No. 636

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Columbia Gas Transmission
Corporation (Columbia) tendered for
filing its Report On Second Year Storage
Operations Under Order No. 636" for
the twelve month period November 1,
1994 through October 31, 1995.
Columbia agreed to file this report
during the review of its first year report.
See Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.,
71 FERC 161,190 (1995).

Columbia states that copies of its
filing have been mailed to all
jurisdictional firm customers and
affected state regulatory commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
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
January 11, 1996. 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 in the Public Reference
Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-315 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-98-000]

Great Lakes Gas Transmission Limited
Partnership; Notice of Compliance
Filing

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Great Lakes Gas Transmission
Limited Partnership (Great Lakes)
tendered for filing as part of its FERC
Gas Tariff, Second Revised Volume No.
1, the following tariff sheets to become
effective February 1, 1996:

Title Page

First Revised Sheet No. 1
First Revised Sheet No. 3
Original Sheet No. 3A
Original Sheet No. 3B
Original Sheet No. 3C

Original Sheet No. 50A
Original Sheet No. 50B
Original Sheet No. 50C
First Revised Sheet No. 55
First Revised Sheet No. 60

Take notice that the following tariff
sheet is also being filed as part of its
FERC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 2
to become effective February 1, 1996:

Twenty-Eighth Revised Sheet No. 1000

Great Lakes asserts that the purpose of
this filing is to comply with
Commission Order No. 581, 72 FERC
161,301 (1995), issued September 28,
1995, in Docket No. RM95-4-000 and
Commission Order No. 582, 72 FERC
161,300 (1995), issued September 28,
1995, in Docket No. RM95-3-000.
Pursuant to the requirements of these
Orders, Great Lakes is (a) adding to the
title page the telephone and facsimile
number of the person to whom
communications concerning the tariff
should be sent; (b) updating the system
map and adding maps for the separate
zones; (c) including a statement of the
company’s policy with respect to the
financing or construction of laterals; (d)
including a statement with respect to
the order in which rates are discounted;
(e) listing the periodic reports it files as
required by Commission Order or
Settlement Agreement; (f) including in
its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 1 an Index of Customers as
of January 1, 1996; (g) updating the
Index of Customers within its FERC Gas
Tariff, Original Volume No. 2 to reflect
those customers transporting gas under
this tariff as of January 1, 1996; and (h)
removing from the tariff any references
to filing fees under §284.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Section
385.214 and Section 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
Pursuant to Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations, all such
motions or protests must be filed not
later than 12 days after the date of the
filing noted above. 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
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inspection in the Commission’s Public
Reference Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-317 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-107-000]

K N Interstate Gas Transmission
Company; Notice of Filing of
Reconciliation and Refund Report

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, K N Interstate Gas Transmission
Company (KNI) filed a reconciliation
and refund report in the above
captioned docket. KNI states that the
filing and refunds related to KNI’s
reporting of IT and storage revenues and
the refunding of excess storage service
revenues. KNI states that these amounts
were paid by KNI on December 29,
1995.

KNI also states that the reconciliation
report summarizes refund amounts for
the period October 1, 1994 through
September 30, 1995 related to Sections
27 and 28, Second Revised Volume No.
1-B and Section 31, First Revised
Volume No. 1-D of KNI's FERC Gas
Tariff. These sections relate to
accounting for and refunding of excess
IT and storage related revenues. KNI
states that IT revenues during the
reporting period were less than the
allocated costs and therefore, no excess
IT revenues were collected.

KNI states that copies of the filing
were served upon KNI’s jurisdictional
customers, interested public bodies, and
all parties to the proceeding.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a motion
to intervene or a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
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
January 11, 1996. 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 in the Public Reference
Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-308 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-87—000]

Koch Gateway Pipeline Company;
Notice of Proposed Changes In FERC
Gas Tariff

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 19,
1995, Koch Gateway Pipeline Company
(Koch Gateway) tendered for filing as
part of its FERC Gas Tariff, Fifth Revised
Volume No. 1, the following tariff sheets
effective January 1, 1996.

Tenth Revised Sheet No. 20
Ninth Revised Sheet No. 21
Tenth Revised Sheet No. 22
Tenth Revised Sheet No. 24

Koch Gateway states that the above
referenced tariff sheets are being
submitted pursuant to Section
32.3(d)(ii) of its tariff to reflect the
annual recalculation of its Account 858
surcharge. Koch Gateway states that the
revised rates has been adjusted
downward to reflect actual revenue
received from December 1, 1994 through
November 30, 1995. During the 12
month period, Koch Gateway collected
a surcharge which recovered costs
associated with High Island Offshore
System and U-T Offshore System
stranded contacts.

Koch Gateway states that the revised
tariff sheets are being served upon all its
customers, State Commissions and other
interested parties.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Section
385.214 and Section 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
All such motions or protests must be
filed as provided in Section 154.210 of
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 in the
Commission’s Public Reference Room.
Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96-318 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-99-000]

Nora Transmission Company; Notice
of Proposed Changes in FERC Gas
Tariff

January 4, 1996.
Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Nora Transmission Company

(Nora) tendered for filing as part of its
FERC Gas tariff, First Revised Volume
No. 1, the following tariff sheets to
become effective February 1, 1996.

Title Page

First Revised Sheet No. 1
Original Sheet No. 4

Sheet No. 5-25 (reserved for future use)
First Revised Sheet No. 27
First Revised Sheet No. 31
First Revised Sheet No. 100
First Revised Sheet No. 160
First Revised Sheet No. 162
First Revised Sheet No. 221
First Revised Sheet No. 231
First Revised Sheet No. 320

Nora states that the proposed changes
would increase revenues from
jurisdictional service by $67,467 based
upon the 12-month period ending
August 31, 1995, as adjusted. Changes to
delete the Pittston payment and address
company policy for laterals and
discounts are also contained in the
filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Section
385.314 and Section 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
Pursuant to Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations, all such
motions or protests must be filed not
later than 12 days after the date of the
filing noted above. 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 with the Commission a motion
to intervene. Copies of this filing are on
file with the Commission and are
available for public inspection in the
Public Reference Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-316 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96—-105-000]

Overthrust Pipeline Company; Notice
of Tariff Filing

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Overthrust Pipeline Company,
(Overthrust) tendered for filing to
become part of its FERC Gas Tariff, First
Revised Volume No. 1-A, the following
tariff sheets, to be effective January 29,
1996:

First Revised Sheet Nos. 41, 43-47, 50-52A,
53-55, 66, and 67
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Second Revised Sheet Nos. 40, 42 and 49A
Third Revised Sheet Nos. 48 and 49

Overthrust states that it seeks
Commission approval of proposed tariff
revisions that (1) will resolve areas of
concern expressed by its customers, and
(2) more accurately reflect post-636
pipeline operations. Overthrust states
further that acceptance of the proposed
tariff revisions will enable Overthrust to
respond more effectively to customer
needs as it continues to fine tune
transportation service while remaining
consistent with current Commission
policy.

Overthrust states that a copy of this
filing has been served upon its
jurisdictional customers as well as the
Wyoming Public Service Commission.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules
385.211 and 385.214 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 385.211 and
385.214). Pursuant to Section 154.210 of
the Commission’s Regulations, all such
motions or protests must be filed not
later than 12 days after the date of the
filing noted above. 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.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96—-310 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP95-407-000]

Questar Pipeline Company; Notice of
Informal Settlement Conference

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that an informal
settlement conference will be convened
in this proceeding on Thursday, January
11, 1996, at 10:00 a.m., at the offices of
the Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 888 First Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C., for the purpose of
exploring the possible settlement of the
above-referenced docket.

Any party, as defined in 18 CFR
385.102(c) (1991), or any participant, as
defined in 18 CFR 385.102(b) (1991), is
invited to attend. Persons wishing to
become a party must move to intervene
and receive intervenor status pursuant
to the Commission’s regulations, 18 CFR
385.214 (1991).

For additional information, contact
Lorna J. Hadlock at (202) 208—0737 or
John P. Roddy at (202) 208—0053.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-320 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-104-000]

Sea Robin Pipeline Company; Notice
of Flowthrough Crediting Report

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Sea Robin Pipeline Company (Sea
Robin), tendered for filing a report
setting forth amounts due shippers
through its Annual Flowthrough
Crediting Mechanism. This report is
filed pursuant to Section 27 of the
General Terms and Conditions of Sea
Robin’s FERC Gas Tariff which requires
the crediting of certain amounts
received as a result of resolving monthly
imbalances between its gas and
liquefiable shippers and under its
operational balancing agreements, and
imposing scheduling penalties during
the 12 month period ending October 31,
1995.

Sea Robin states that Copies of Sea
Robin’s filing will be served upon all of
Sea Robin’s shippers, interested
commissions and interested parties.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules 214
and 211 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (Sections
385.214 and 385.211). All such petitions
or protests should be filed on or before
January 11, 1996. 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.

Lois D. Cashell,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 96-311 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-109-000]

South Georgia Natural Gas Company;
Notice of Proposed Changes to FERC
Gas Tariff

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, South Georgia Natural Gas
Company, (South Georgia) tendered for
filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff,
Second Revised Volume No. 1, the
following tariff sheets to become
effective January 29, 1996:

Second Revised Sheet No. 14
Third Revised Sheet No. 33

South Georgia states that the purpose
of this filing is to change its deadline for
first-of-the-month nominations from
8:00 a.m. Central Time on the fifth
business day to 8:00 a.m. Central Time
on the third business day prior to the
beginning of the month effective with
nominations for February 1, 1996.
Accordingly, South Georgia has
requested that these sheets be made
effective as of January 29, 1996, the new
nomination deadline for February 1,
1996.

South Georgia states that copies of the
filing will be served upon its shippers
and interested state commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). Pursuant to Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations, all such motions or protests
must be filed not later than 12 days after
the date of the filing noted above.
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 in the
Public Reference Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96—306 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96—-101-000]

Southern Natural Gas Company;
Notice of GSR Cost Recovery Filing

January 4, 1996.
Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Southern Natural Gas Company
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(Southern) tendered for filing as part of
its FERC Gas Tariff, Seventh Revised
Volume No. 1, the following tariff sheets
with the proposed effective date of
January 1, 1996:

Tariff Sheets Applicable to Contesting
Parties:

Twenty-Seventh Revised Sheet No. 15

Twenty-Seventh Revised Sheet No. 17

Fifteenth Revised Sheet No. 18

1st Substitute Seventeenth Revised Sheet No.
29

1st Substitute Seventeenth Revised Sheet No.
30

1st Substitute Seventeenth Revised Sheet No.
31

Tariff Sheets Applicable to Supporting
Parties:

Seventh Revised Sheet No. 15a

Seventh Revised Sheet No. 17a

Southern submits the revised tariff
sheets to its FERC Gas Tariff, Seventh
Revised Volume No. 1, to reflect a
change in its FT/FT-NN GSR Surcharge,
its other transition cost surcharge, and
its Interruptible Transportation Rates
due to a decrease in the FERC interest
rate and to an increase in GSR billing
units effective January 1, 1996.

Southern states that copies of the
filing were served upon all parties listed
on the official service list compiled by
the Secretary in these proceedings.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with 18 CFR
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. Pursuant to Section 154.210
of the Commission’s Regulations, all
such motions or protests must be filed
not later than 12 days after the date of
the filing noted above. 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 Southern’s filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-314 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-108-000]

Southern Natural Gas Company;
Notice of Proposed Changes to FERC
Gas Tariff

January 4, 1996.
Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Southern Natural Gas Company,

(Southern) tendered for filing as part of
its FERC Gas Tariff, Seventh Revised
Volume No. 1, the following tariff sheets
to become effective January 29, 1996:

Second Revised Sheet No. 44
First Revised Sheet No. 44a
Second Revised Sheet No. 58
First Revised Sheet No. 63
First Revised Sheet No. 64
Second Revised Sheet No. 124

Southern states that the purpose of
this filing is to change its deadline for
first-of-the-month nominations from
8:00 a.m. Central Time on the fifth
business day to 8:00 a.m. Central Time
on the third business day prior to the
beginning of the month effective with
nominations for February 1, 1996.
Accordingly, Southern has requested
that these sheets be made effective as of
January 29, 1996, the new nomination
deadline for February 1, 1996.

Southern states that copies of the
filing will be served upon its shippers
and interested state commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a motion
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Rules 211
and 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 385.211
and 385.214). Pursuant to Section
154.210 of the Commission’s
Regulations, all such motions or protests
must be filed not later than 12 days after
the date of the filing noted above.
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 in the
Public Reference Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-307 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-78-000]

Stingray Pipeline Company; Notice of
Stipulation Agreement

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 6, 1995,
Stingray Pipeline Company (Stingray)
filed a Stipulation and Agreement
(Agreement) intended to resolve all
issues regarding the procurement and
ownership of and title to line pack on
Stingray’s system. The Agreement
provides that the two historic firm
shippers on Stingray’s system—Natural

Gas Pipeline Company of America and
Trunkline Gas Company—will agree to
relinquish to Stingray any title or claim
to line pack quantities that they
previously furnished to the system;
these two firm shippers are the only two
shippers holding any such claim. In
consideration therefor, these firm
shippers will be compensated by
Stingray through payments from a
limited-term surcharge mechanism that
is established pursuant to the
Agreement. Stingray states that
resolution of this claim became of
significance because of the termination
of those two contracts on November 29,
1994,

Comments on the settlement, as well
as motions to intervene or protests
should be filed with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 888 First
Street, NE., Washington, DC, 20426 on
or before January 16, 1996. Reply
comments should be filed on or before
January 23, 1996. Only those parties
who have not already filed comments
on the settlement may file comments on
January 16, 1996. 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 petition are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-319 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. TM96-3-17-000]

Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation; Notice of Proposed
Changes in FERC Gas Tariff

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Texas Eastern Transmission
Corporation, (Texas Eastern) tendered
for filing as part of its FERC Gas Tariff,
Sixth Revised Volume No. 1 and
Original Volume No. 2, revised tariff
sheets listed on Appendix A to the
filing. The proposed effective date of
these revised tariff sheets is February 1,
1996.

Texas Eastern states that these revised
tariff sheets are filed pursuant to Section
15.1, Electric Power Cost (EPC)
Adjustment, of the General Terms and
Conditions of Texas Eastern’s FERC Gas
Tariff, Sixth Revised Volume No. 1.
Texas Eastern states that Section 15.1
provides that Texas Eastern shall file to
be effective each February 1 revised
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rates for each applicable zone and rate
schedule based upon the projected
annual electric power costs required for
the operation of transmission
compressor stations with electric motor
prime movers and to also reflect the EPC
Surcharge which is designed to clear the

balance in the Deferred EPC Account as
of October 31, 1995.

Texas Eastern states that these revised
tariff sheets are being filed to reflect
changes in Texas Eastern’s projected
expenditures for electric power for the
twelve month period beginning
February 1, 1996. Texas Eastern states

that the rate reductions proposed to the
primary firm capacity reservation
charges, usage rates and 100% load
factor average costs for full Access Area
Boundary service from the Access Area
Zone, East Louisiana, to the three
market area zones are as follows:

Zone Reservation Usage 100% LF
=T = A PP PP PR TP $(0.035)/dth $(.009)/dth $(.0021)/dth
Market 2 (0.108)/dth (.0026)/dth (.0062)/dth
Market 3 (0.159)/dth (.0038)/dth (.0090)/dth

Texas Eastern states that copies of its
filing have been served on all firm
customers of Texas Eastern and current
interruptible shippers and interested
state commissions.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with sections
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations.
Pursuant to Section 154.210 of the
Commission’s Regulations, all such
motions or protests must be filed not
later than 12 days after the date of the
filing noted above. 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 in the Public Reference
Room.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-305 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. GT96—-41-000]

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation; Notice of Refund Report

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 18,
1995, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corporation (Transco) tendered for
filing with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission a Refund Report
pursuant to Section 29 of the General
Terms and Conditions of its FERC Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume 1, in order
to show the calculation of excess
interruptible transportation/gathering
revenues for the period November 1994
through August 1995.

Transco states that, on December 15,
1995, it refunded 90 percent
($10,861,125.28 including interest of
$288,967.38) of the excess interruptible
transportation/gathering revenues to
applicable firm transportation Buyers
based on each respective Buyers’ fixed
cost contribution as a percentage of the
total fixed cost contribution of each
Buyers during the refund period.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
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
January 11, 1996. 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.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-321 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

[Docket No. RP96-103-000]

Wyoming Interstate Company, Ltd.;
Notice of Application

January 4, 1996.

Take notice that on December 29,
1995, Wyoming Interstate Company,
Ltd. (WIC), tendered for to become part
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised
Volume No. 2 filing the following
revised tariff sheets, to be effective
February 1, 1996:

First Revised Sheet No. 13
First Revised Sheet No. 14
First Revised Sheet No. 15
Second Revised Sheet No. 16
First Revised Sheet No. 17
First Revised Sheet No. 18
Second Revised Sheet No. 19

First Revised Sheet No. 20
First Revised Sheet No. 21
Second Revised Sheet No. 22

WIC proposes simplifying its Form of
Transportation Service Agreement
(“Agreement’’) applicable to Rate
Schedule FT by: (1) Transferring to Rate
Schedule FT certain provisions from the
Agreement; (2) removing certain
provisions of the Agreement that are
referenced in other locations of the
Tariff; and (3) adding clarifying notes to
the exhibits of the Agreement. WIC
states the proposed revisions do not
make any substantive change to the
current Agreement or the Tariff.

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, 888
First Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with 18 CFR
385.214 and 385.211 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure. Pursuant to Section 154.210
of the Commission’s Regulations, all
such motions or protests must be filed
not later than 12 days after the date of
the filing noted above. 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.

Lois D. Cashell,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 96-312 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M

Office of Energy Research

Fusion Energy Advisory Committee;
Notice of Open Meeting

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.
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SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provisions of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770),
notice is given of a meeting of the
Fusion Energy Advisory Committee.

DATES: Thursday, January 18, 1996, 9:00
a.m. to 6:00 p.m.; and Friday, January
19, 1996, 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

ADDRESSES: Omni Shoreham Hotel,
2500 Calvert St., N.W., Washington, DC
20008.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Albert L. Opdenaker, 111, Executive
Assistant, Office of Fusion Energy, ER—
50, GTN, U.S. Department of Energy,
Washington, D.C. 20585, Telephone:
301-903-4941.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Purpose of the Meeting

The Committee will receive a report
from its Strategic Planning
Subcommittee containing
recommendations on how to restructure
the fusion program. The full committee
will then prepare its report to the
Department on this subject.

Tentative Agenda

Thursday, January 18, 1996, and Friday,
January 19, 1996

—Presentation of the Strategic Planning
Subcommittee Report

—Discussion of the Subcommittee
Report

—Preparation of FEAC Report to DOE

—Public Comments (10-minute rule)

Public Participation

The meeting is open to the public.
Written statements may be filed with
the Committee either before or after the
meeting. Members of the public who
wish to make oral statements pertaining
to agenda items should contact Albert
Opdenaker at the address or telephone
number listed above. Requests to make
oral statements must be received 5 days
prior to the meeting; reasonable
provision will be made to include the
statement in the agenda. The
Chairperson of the Committee is
empowered to conduct the meeting in a
fashion that will facilitate the orderly
conduct of business.

Minutes

The minutes of this meeting will be
available for public review and copying
within 30 days at the Freedom of
Information Public Reading Room, I-
190, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C., between 9:00 a.m.
and 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

Issued at Washington, D.C. on January 5,
1996.

Rachel Murphy Samuel,

Acting Deputy Advisory Committee
Management Officer.

[FR Doc. 96-385 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

Office of Fossil Energy.

[Docket No. FE C&E 95-02—cCertification
Notice—148]

Blue Mountain Power, L.P.; Notice of
Filing of Coal Capability Powerplant
and Industrial Fuel Use Act

AGENCY: Office of Fossil Energy,
Department of Energy
ACTION: Notice of filing.

SUMMARY: On December 18, 1995, Blue
Mountain Power, L.P., submitted a coal
capability self-certification pursuant to
section 201 of the Powerplant and
Industrial Fuel Use Act of 1978, as
amended.
ADDRESSES: Copies of self-certification
filings are available for public
inspection, upon request, in the Office
of Fuels Programs, Fossil Energy, Room
3F-056, FE-52, Forrestal Building, 1000
Independence Avenue, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20585.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Russell at (202) 586-9624.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Title Il of
the Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use
Act of 1978 (FUA), as amended (42
U.S.C. 8301 et seq.), provides that no
new baseload electric powerplant may
be constructed or operated without the
capability to use coal or another
alternate fuel as a primary energy
source. In order to meet the requirement
of coal capability, the owner or operator
of such facilities proposing to use
natural gas or petroleum as its primary
energy source shall certify, pursuant to
FUA section 201(d), to the Secretary of
Energy prior to construction, or prior to
operation as a base load powerplant,
that such powerplant has the capability
to use coal or another alternate fuel.
Such certification establishes
compliance with section 201(a) as of the
date filed with the Department of
Energy. The Secretary is required to
publish a notice in the Federal Register
that a certification has been filed. The
following owner/operator of a proposed
new baseload powerplant has filed a
self-certification in acccordance with
section 201(d).

Owner: Blue Mountain Power, L.P.

Operator: Destec Operating Company.

Location: Richland Township, in
Bucks County adjacent to Quakertown,
PA.

Plant Configuration: Combined cycle.

Capacity: 150 megawatts.

Fuel: Natural gas.

Purchasing Entities: Metropolitan
Edison.

In-Service Dates: Late 1997.

Issued in Washington, D.C., December 29,
1995.
Anthony J. Como,

Director, Office of Coal & Electricity, Office
of Fuels Programs, Office of Fossil Energy.

[FR Doc. 96-387 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Associated Banc-Corp., et al.;
Formations of; Acquisitions by; and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied for the Board’s approval
under section 3 of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and §
225.14 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding
company or to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the applications
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the
Reserve Bank or to the offices of the
Board of Governors. Any comment on
an application that requests a hearing
must include a statement of why a
written presentation would not suffice
in lieu of a hearing, identifying
specifically any questions of fact that
are in dispute and summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received not later than February
2,1996.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(James A. Bluemle, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois
60690:

1. Associated Banc-Corp., Green Bay,
Wisconsin, and Associated Banc-Shares,
Inc., Madison, Wisconsin; to acquire, by
merger, 100 percent of the voting shares
of Greater Columbia Bancshares, Inc.,
Portage, Wisconsin, and thereby
indirectly acquire The First National
Bank of Portage, Portage, Wisconsin.

2. First Capital Bankshares, Inc.,
Peoria, Illinois, a de vovo bank; to
become a bank holding company by
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acquiring 100 percent of the voting
shares of First Capital Bank, Peoria,
Ilinois (in organization).

B. Federal Reserve Bank of San
Francisco (Kenneth R. Binning,
Director, Bank Holding Company) 101
Market Street, San Francisco, California
94105:

1. First Hawaiian, Inc., Honolulu,
Hawaii; to acquire 100 percent of the
voting shares of Pacific One Bank,
Portland, Oregon, a de novo bank.

2. ValliCorp Holdings, Inc., Fresno,
California; to merge with CoBank
Financial Corporation, San Luis Obispo,
California, and thereby indirectly
acquire Commerce Bank of San Luis
Obispo, National Association, San Luis
Obispo, California.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 4, 1996.

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 96-332 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

Ohio Valley Banc Corp., et al.; Change
in Bank Control Notices; Acquisitions
of Shares of Banks or Bank Holding
Companies; Correction

This notice corrects a notice (FR Doc.
96-00009) published on page 168 of the
issue for Wednesday, January 3, 1996.

Under the Federal Reserve Bank of
Cleveland heading, the entry for Ohio
Valley Banc Corp., Gallopolis, Ohio, is
revised to read as follows:

1. Ohio Valley Banc Corp., Gallipolis,
Ohio; to engage de novo through its
subsidiary, Loan Central, Inc., in
secured and unsecured consumer and
commercial lending activities pursuant
to § 225.25(b)(1)(iii) of the Board’s
Regulation Y. These activities are to be
performed nationwide.

Comments on this application must
be received by January 19, 1996.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, January 4, 1996.

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 96—-333 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

Public Buildings Service: Proposed
Pacific Highway Port of Entry
Expansion, Blaine, Washington; Notice
of Availability of Final Environmental
Impact Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) of 1969, as amended, as
implemented by the Council on
Environmental Quality (40 CFR Parts
1500-1508), the General Services
Administration (GSA) has filed with the
Environmental Protection Agency, and
made available to other government and
interested private parties, the Final
Environmental Statement (FEIS) for the
proposed expansion at the Pacific
Highway Port of Entry in Blaine,
Washington.

The FEIS is on file and a copy may
be obtained from U.S. General Services
Administration, Region 10, Attention:
Donna M. Meyer, 400 15th Street, SW,
Auburn, Washington 98001 (206) 931—
7675. A limited number of copies of the
FEIS are available to fill single copy
requests. Loan copies are available for
public review at the Blaine City Library,
610 Third Street, Blaine, Washington.

Written comments regarding the Final
Environmental Impact Statement may
be submitted until January 22, 1996 and
should be addressed to General Services
Administration in care of GSA’s EIS
subconsultant, Berger/ABAM Engineers
Inc. 33301 Ninth Avenue South, Federal
Way, Washington, 98003-6395

Dated: December 21, 1995.
L. Jay Pearson,
Regional Administrator (10A).
[FR Doc. 96-323 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6820-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[NV—-030-96-4830-10-24—1 A]

Sierra Front/Northwest Great Basin
Resource Advisory Council; Meeting

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

DATES: January 25-26, 1996.

ADDRESSES: 850 Harvard Way, Reno,
Nevada, 89520.

SUMMARY: The Council will meet
January 25, 1996, from 10:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m. and on January 26 from 8:00
a.m. to 3:00 p.m. The Agenda will
include the following:

1. Call to Order.

2. Minutes of October 16, 1995
meeting.

3. Correspondence.

4. Overview of Standards and
Guidelines.

5. General discussion of Standards
and Guidelines.

6. Public comment 1:30 p.m., January
26, 1996.

7. Adjourn.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joan Sweetland, BLM Public Affairs
Officer, 1535 Hot Springs Road, Carson
City, Nevada 89706-0638. (Phone: 702—
885-6000)

Dated this 3rd day of January, 1996.
John O. Singlaub,
District Manager, Carson City District.
[FR Doc. 96-392 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-HC-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Drug Enforcement Administration
[Docket No. 94-49]

Farmacia Ortiz; Revocation of
Registration

On May 6, 1994, the Deputy Assistant
Administrator, Office of Diversion
Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA), issued an Order
to Show Cause to Farmacia Ortiz, a
pharmacy owned by Wayne Ortiz
Ramirez (hereinafter “*‘Owner’’) of San
German, Puerto Rico, notifying him of
an opportunity to show cause as to why
DEA should not revoke the retail
pharmacy’s DEA Certificate of
Registration, AF1619040 (hereinafter
“registration’), under 21 U.S.C.

88 824(a)(4) and 823(f), as being
inconsistent with the public interest.
Specifically, the Order to Show Cause
recorded ten allegations of
recordkeeping violations, of alteration of
expiration dates on seven bottles of
controlled substances, of providing
controlled substances to an undercover
operative without a valid prescription,
of providing controlled substances to
individuals with photocopied or altered
prescriptions, of possession of
controlled substances not accounted for
in its inventory, and of the owner-
pharmacist’s entering of a guilty plea in
Federal court to a single count of
dispensing Schedule Il controlled
substances without a prescription.

On May 28, 1994, the Owner, on
behalf of Farmacia Ortiz, requested a
hearing, and following prehearing
procedures, a hearing was held in Hato
Rey, Puerto Rico, on January 25, 1995,
before Administrative Law Judge Paul
A. Tenney. At the hearing the Owner
represented the interests of the
pharmacy, both parties called witnesses
to testify and introduced documentary
evidence, and after the hearing, the
Government counsel submitted
proposed findings of fact, conclusions of
law and argument. No post-hearing
submissions were offered for the
pharmacy. On March 22, 1995, Judge
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Tenney issued his opinion and
recommended ruling, recommending
that the DEA Certificate of Registration
for Farmacia Ortiz be revoked. Neither
party filed exceptions to his decision,
and on April 24, 1995, Judge Tenney
transmitted the record of these
proceedings to the Deputy
Administrator.

The Deputy Administrator has
considered the record in its entirety,
and pursuant to 21 CFR § 1316.67,
hereby issues his final order based upon
findings of fact and conclusions of law
as hereinafter set forth. The Deputy
Administrator adopts, in full, the
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Recommended Ruling of the
Administrative Law Judge, and his
adoption is in no manner diminished by
any recitation of facts, issues and
conclusions herein, or of any failure to
mention a matter of fact or law.

The Deputy Administrator finds that
Farmacia Ortiz (hereinafter the
Pharmacy) was established over sixty
years ago, and is owned by Mr. Ortiz-
Ramirez, who is also the pharmacist.
The investigation of the Pharmacy began
with DEA investigators reviewing the
Pharmacy’s DEA 222 order forms for
Schedule 1l controlled substances. The
investigators found a questionable
purchasing pattern of Demerol
injectables from 1990 to 1992,
specifically, an increase from
approximately 2,300 in 1990, to 5,000 in
1991, to 14,400 in 1992.

Based on this information, the
investigators conducted an audit of the
Pharmacy for the period from December
31, 1990, until November 30, 1992. As
evidenced by the computation chart
prepared by a DEA Diversion
Investigator, the audit revealed an
overage of 237 units of Demerol, and a
shortage of 400 tablets of Percocet. The
audit also revealed overages of Tylenol
No. 3, Hydrocet, Valium, Xanax, and
Halcion. Judge Tenney took official
notice of the facts that (1) Percocet is a
brand name for a product containing
oxycodone, a Schedule Il narcotic
controlled substance pursuant to 21 CFR
§1308.12(b); (2) Demerol is a brand
name for a product containing
meperidine, a Schedule Il narcotic
controlled substance pursuant to 21 CFR
§1308.12(c); (3) Tylenol No. 3 is a brand
name for a product containing codeine,
a Schedule 11l narcotic controlled
substance pursuant to 21 CFR
§1308.13(e); (4) Valium is a brand name
for a product containing diazepam, a
Schedule 1V narcotic controlled
substance pursuant to 21 CFR
§1308.14(c); (5) Xanax is a brand name
for a product containing alprazolam, a
Schedule 1V controlled substance

pursuant to 21 CFR §1308.14(c); and (6)
Halcion is a brand name for a product
containing triazolam, a Schedule IV
controlled substance pursuant to 21 CFR
§1308.14(c).

The investigators had also concluded
that the Pharmacy had neither an initial
inventory nor a biennial inventory.
However, at the hearing before Judge
Tenney, the Owner testified that the
Puerto Rican authorities would not give
him a license unless a yearly inventory
was made, and Judge Tenney found that
this assertion was not rebutted by the
Government.

Further, a review of the Pharmacy’s
prescription records revealed that
original prescriptions and multiple
photocopies of the same prescriptions
had been filled. A DEA Diversion
Investigator testified that in February
1993, he had interviewed the doctors
who purportedly issued some of these
photocopied prescriptions, and each
doctor interviewed recognized the
names of the patients listed on his
prescriptions, but denied issuing the
photocopied prescriptions.

The DEA investigators also found a
large number of Demerol prescriptions
written by Dr. Silvestry to a single
named patient. Dr. Silvestry was
interviewed, and he explained that the
named patient was a cancer patient who
frequently visited the doctor, but that
Dr. Silvestry never gave this patient
prescriptions for more than 75 or 100
ampules of Demerol at one time.
However, DEA investigators found at
the Pharmacy multiple prescriptions for
125, 150, and 175 ampules of Demerol
written to this patient. Also in February
1993, the investigators interviewed this
patient, who denied receiving anything
greater than 100 ampules of Demerol at
a time, and he denied altering any
prescriptions. However, he admitted
visiting Dr. Silvestry quite often and
filling his prescriptions from Dr.
Silvestry at the Pharmacy.

Investigators also interviewed a
patient of Dr. Pluguez about
photocopied prescriptions found at the
Pharmacy with his name. The Pharmacy
had filled a Demerol (100 mg)
prescription purportedly issued in
October 1992 by Dr. Pluguez to this
patient, and the instructions on the
prescription specified “Sig. 1p.o. q 6
H.” The DEA Investigator testified that
the instructions meant that the patient
was to take ‘“‘one tablet orally every six
hours.” Both the Investigator and the
Owner testified that 100 mg of Demerol
is an injectable substance that comes in
liquid form; it cannot be taken orally.
Judge Tenney found the investigator’s
testimony credible. Although the Owner
testified that the meaning of “p.o.”

could differ from doctor to doctor, he
did not provide any other meaning.
Also, Judge Tenney found it significant
that the Owner had not called Dr.
Pluguez to ascertain his meaning of
“p.o.” prior to filling the prescription,
and ““[d]espite this suspect prescription,
[the Pharmacy] continued to fill
prescriptions for [this patient] in
October and November of 1992.”

This same patient admitted to making
the prescription photocopies ‘‘so he
didn’t have to go back to the doctor and
spend the money.” He also told the
investigator that he took the
photocopied prescriptions to the
Pharmacy because he could get them
filled without question. However, the
Owner testified that in May 1993, the
patient had offered a photocopied
prescription, and that then he had
called the doctor to verify the
prescription. When the doctor denied
issuing the prescription in question, the
Owner had refused to fill that
prescription.

Next the investigators initiated two
undercover visits to the Pharmacy, with
the assistance of Dr. Pluguez’s patient.
During the first visit in April 1993, a
Puerto Rican police officer observed the
patient enter the Pharmacy supplied
with two altered, photocopied
prescriptions, one for Demerol and one
for Percocet, and receive medication
from the Owner. Shortly thereafter, the
Officer and the patient met outside the
Pharmacy, and the patient handed over
10 ampules of Demerol and 80 capsules
of Percocet, which he had received from
the Owner. The second visit occurred
on April 21, 1993, and the police officer,
accompanied by the patient, gave the
Owner altered prescriptions. The Owner
then gave the police officer Demerol and
Percocet.

Further, on May 21, 1993,
investigators searched the Pharmacy,
seizing controlled substances, some of
which were expired or had altered
labels. Investigators found several
bottles of controlled substances on
which the expiration dates had been
altered; specifically, the year of
expiration had been changed on five
bottles, and on three of those bottles, the
month of expiration had been altered.
Before Judge Tenney, the Owner denied
changing any of these expiration dates.

On August 18, 1993, the Owner was
indicted in the United States District
Court for the District of Puerto Rico, and
pursuant to a plea agreement, he pled
guilty to violations of 21 U.S.C. §829(a),
842(a)(1), and 842(c)(2)(A), for
dispensing Demerol and Percocet
“based on the photocopies of the
prescriptions which had not been
prescribed on original prescriptions by
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a licensed physician.” The Judge
accepted the plea agreement and
sentenced him to probation for one year
and to pay a $500.00 fine.

After the plea agreement was entered,
the DEA Investigator continued to
notice that the Pharmacy still purchased
large quantities of Demerol. Based on
this information, investigators
conducted a second audit of the
Pharmacy of the period of May 21, 1993,
through November 30, 1993, and this
audit revealed that the Pharmacy had a
shortage of 28 ampules of Demerol.

Pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 8§ 823(f) and
824(a)(4), the Deputy Administrator may
revoke a DEA Certificate of Registration
if he determines that the continued
registration would be inconsistent with
the public interest. Section 823(f)
requires that the following factors be
considered:

(1) The recommendation of the
appropriate State licensing board or
professional disciplinary authority.

(2) The applicant’s experience in
dispensing, or conducting research with
respect to controlled substances.

(3) The applicant’s conviction record
under Federal or State laws relating to
the manufacture, distribution, or
dispensing of controlled substances.

(4) Compliance with applicable State,
Federal, or local laws relating to
controlled substances.

(5) Such other conduct which may
threaten the public health or safety.
These factors are to be considered in the
disjunctive; the Deputy Administrator
may rely on any one or combination of
factors and may give each factor the
weight he deems appropriate in
determining whether a registration
should be revoked or an application for
registration denied. See Henry J.
Schwarz, Jr., M.D., Docket No. 88-42, 54
Fed. Reg. 16,422 (1989).

In this case, factors one through five
are relevant in determining whether the
Pharmacy’s continued registration
would be inconsistent with the public
interest. As to factor one,
“‘recommendation of the appropriate
State licensing board,” Judge Tenney
found that there was “‘no evidence to
indicate that [the Pharmacy] does not
hold proper State authorization to
operate a retail pharmacy and handle
controlled substances.”

As to factor two, the Respondent’s
“‘experience in dispensing * * *
controlled substances,” the Deputy
Administrator agrees with Judge Tenney
that the evidence of numerous
photocopied prescriptions filled by the
Pharmacy ‘““clearly demonstrated poor
dispensing experience under 21 U.S.C.
§823(f)(2) * * *. In addition,
substantial weight must be given to

factor (2) in evaluating the public
interest based upon the dangerous trend
concerning Demerol.” Specifically, the
Deputy Administrator agrees with Judge
Tenney'’s findings concerning the
Pharmacy’s dispensing of Demeral to
individuals presenting altered and
photocopied prescriptions and to
individuals presenting prescriptions
with instructions that were inconsistent
with the nature of the substance
prescribed. Further, the Pharmacy’s
inability to accurately account for its
supply of Demerol as evidenced by the
overage and shortage revealed during
DEA audits, and its inability to track its
supply of various Schedule Il and IV
controlled substances, are all relevant
concerns under factor two. Finally, the
Deputy Administrator agrees with Judge
Tenney’s conclusion that ““the
Government has proven poor dispensing
experience under 21 U.S.C. §823(f)(2),
and this conduct warrants serious
concern by the DEA.”

As to factor three, “‘the applicant’s
conviction record * * * relating to the
* * *distribution * * * of controlled
substances, “the evidence shows that
the Owner-pharmacist working at the
Pharmacy had a conviction record
related to the dispensing of controlled
substances, for in August 1993, he pled
guilty to charges of violating Federal
statutes; specifically, he admitted to
accepting and filling photocopied
prescriptions in violation of 21 U.S.C.
8§8829(a), 842(a)(1) and 842(c)(2)(A). He
was placed on probation for one year
and fined $500.00.

As to factor four, the Respondent’s
“[clompliance with applicable State,
Federal, or local laws relating to
controlled substances,” there was some
dispute as to the evidence presented.
The record contains testimony that the
pharmacy failed to maintain an initial
and a biennial inventory as required by
regulation, and yet the Owner testified
that he maintained a “‘perpetual
inventory,” for the Puerto Rican
authorities would not give him a license
unless a yearly inventory was
maintained. Judge Tenney found that
the Owner’s testimony on this point was
credible and unrebutted, and he
concluded “in light of the weight that is
attached to other factors under 21 U.S.C.
§823(f), factor (4) is not considered
critical in assessing the public interest.”

As to factor five, “[s]uch other
conduct which may threaten the public
health or safety,” Judge Tenney agreed
with the Government’s position, that *‘in
light of [the Owner’s] past conduct
* * * potential future actions by [the
Owner] may threaten the public health
and safety * * * [for] considerable
weight is attached to the alterations of

expiration dates on bottles of controlled
substances seized at the [Pharmacy].”
Although the Owner testified that he
was unaware of the alterations made on
the expiration dates, Judge Tenney
found his testimony on this point lacked
credibility. In the alternative, Judge
Tenney also found that, as the owner
and pharmacist at the Pharmacy, “it was
his responsibility to assure that such
alterations did not occur.”

The Deputy Administrator agrees with
Judge Tenney’s findings and his
conclusion that the Government proved,
by a preponderance of the evidence, that
continued registration of the Farmacia
Ortiz by the DEA would be inconsistent
with the public interest, and that any
pending applications should be denied
at the present time. See Sokoloff v
Saxbe, 501 F. 2d 571, 576 (2d Cir. 1974)
(stating that ‘““permanent revocation’ of
a DEA Certificate of Registration may be
“unduly harsh”).

Accordingly, the Deputy
Administrator of the Drug Enforcement
Administration, pursuant to the
authority vested in him by 21 U.S.C.
§8823 and 824, and 28 CFR §8§0.100(b)
and 0.104, hereby orders that DEA
Certificate of Registration AF1619040,
issued to Farmacia Ortiz, be, and it
hereby is, revoked and any pending
applications are hereby denied. This
order is effective February 9, 1996.

Dated: December 28, 1995.

Stephen H. Greene,

Deputy Administrator.

[FR Doc. 96-338 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

[Docket No. 94-40]

Darrell Risner, D.M.D., P.S.C.; Granting
of Restricted Registration

On March 18, 1994, the Deputy
Assistant Administrator, Office of
Diversion Control, Drug Enforcement
Administration (DEA), issued an Order
to Show Cause to Darrell Risner, D.M.D.,
P.S.C., (Respondent) of Barbourville,
Kentucky, notifying him of an
opportunity to show cause as to why
DEA should not deny his application for
registration as a practitioner under 21
U.S.C. 823(f) as being inconsistent with
the public interest. Specifically, the
Order to Show Cause alleged that:

1. An investigation by the Kentucky State
Police in 1989 revealed that in 1988 and
1989, [the Respondent] wrote numerous
prescriptions for Percodan and Percocet,
Schedule Il controlled substances, using the
names of fictitious individuals or individuals
who did not receive the prescriptions.

2.0n June 12, 1989, [the Respondent]
surrendered [his] DEA Certificate of
Registration, #AR1091482.



Federal Register / Vol. 61, No. 7 / Wednesday, January 10, 1996 / Notices

729

3. As a result of [his] unlawful prescribing
practices, on July 13, 1992, [he] pled guilty
in the Knox County (Kentucky) Circuit Court
to one count of facilitation to obtain a
Schedule Il controlled substance, and [was]
sentenced to 24 months unsupervised
probation, fined court cost[s] and ordered to
perform community service.

4. Effective August 15, 1989, [he] entered
into an agreed order with the Kentucky Board
of Dentistry in which [his] dental license was
suspended for six months followed by three
years probation, and [he was] prohibited
from prescribing controlled substances
during the probationary period.

On April 18, 1994, the Respondent,
through counsel, filed a timely request
for a hearing, and following prehearing
procedures, a hearing was held in
Arlington, Virginia, on November 29,
1994, before Administrative Law Judge
Mary Ellen Bittner. At the hearing both
parties called witnesses to testify and
introduced documentary evidence, and
after the hearing, counsel for both sides
submitted proposed findings of fact,
conclusions of law and argument. On
May 31, 1995, Judge Bittner issued her
Opinion and Recommended Ruling,
recommending that the Respondent’s
application be granted with restrictions
applicable for a period of two years
commencing on the effective date of his
registration. Neither party filed
exceptions to her decision, and on July
5, 1995, Judge Bittner transmitted the
record of these proceedings to the
Deputy Administrator.

The Deputy Administrator has
considered the record in its entirety,
and pursuant to 21 CFR 1316.67, hereby
issues his final order based upon
findings of fact and conclusions of law
as hereinafter set forth. The Deputy
Administrator adopts, in full, the
Opinion and Recommended Ruling,
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law
and Decision of the Administrative Law
Judge, and his adoption is in no manner
diminished by any recitation of facts,
issues and conclusions herein, or of any
failure to mention a matter of fact or
law.

The Deputy Administrator finds that
the Respondent is licensed to practice
dentistry in Kentucky, where he has
three offices and provides dental
services to low income communities in
Barbourville, Cumberland, and Hyden.
Besides the Respondent’s offices, these
communities had available limited
alternative dental care. The Respondent
testified that his patients do not have
access to fluoridated water and did not
have training on how to care for their
teeth. Consequently, many of his
patients suffered serious and painful
dental conditions. The Respondent
further stated that because he did not
have a DEA registration, he had to

prescribe non-controlled medication to
his patients. However, these drugs
sometimes were not as effective in
alleviating pain as controlled
substances, and in some cases, such
drugs exacerbated his patients’ other
medical conditions. Consequently, the
Respondent could not adequately treat
some of his patients, and his only
available alternative was to send them
to an emergency room to obtain the
needed medication. However, some
patients had difficulty getting to a
hospital with emergency facilities,
because of the distances they would
need to travel in this rural area of
Kentucky.

A retired Kentucky State Police
trooper (Trooper) testified before Judge
Bittner, stating that he had been
assigned to the state police Narcotics
Division, and on January 20, 1989, he
had opened an investigation in response
to a complaint received from the
Kentucky Board of Pharmacy. The
complaint advised that the Respondent
had obtained Schedule Il drugs from a
pharmacy in Barbourville, Kentucky.
The Trooper testified that on February
28, 1989, he obtained approximately 29
prescriptions for Percocet or Percodan
signed by the Respondent, and that
many of these prescriptions were for
“Dennis Smith.” The parties stipulated
that Percocet and Percodan contain
oxycodone, a Schedule Il controlled
substance.

The Trooper then interviewed the
Respondent, who said that “‘Dennis
Smith’ was a fictitious name, and that
he had written the prescriptions and
had had them filled himself in order to
have the drugs on hand to dispense
without charge to his patients in his
Hyden office. The Respondent testified
that he saw patients at that location in
the evening, and that there were no
local pharmacies open evenings where
his patients could fill prescriptions for
pain medication. He also testified: “‘I
know it’s wrong, and | realize it was a
bad error in judgment; but | did it.”

The Trooper then testified that he
contacted Dr. Thompson of the
Kentucky Board of Dentistry (Dental
Board), and on March 24, 1989, he and
Dr. Thompson met with the
Respondent. During that interview, the
Respondent denied using any of the
Percocet or Percodan himself and
offered to take a drug test. He also told
the Trooper that he had written
controlled substance prescriptions for
his wife and her parents for pain relief,
but that he had not kept any medical
records for his wife. He produced a
medical file for his mother-in-law, but it
did not indicate that he had prescribed
her controlled substances. The

Respondent testified before Judge
Bittner that he also had failed to
maintain a proper medical record for his
father-in-law, and that he failed to
maintain proper records for his family
members because he usually treated
them on weekends when staff members
were not in the office to assist with
recordkeeping.

On May 12, 1989, the Knox County
Circuit Court grant jury indicted the
Respondent on four felony counts of
obtaining a Schedule |1 controlled
substance by deception and fraud, and
one felony count of failing to keep
records of Schedule Il controlled
substances. On July 13, 1992, the
Commonwealth’s Attorney added an
additional misdemeanor count of
facilitation to obtain a Schedule 11
controlled substance by fraud. On that
same day, the Respondent pled guilty to
the misdemeanor count, and the court
accepted the plea and sentenced him to
24 months unsupervised probation,
costs, and community service consisting
of accepting without charge all referrals
for dental work from the Kentucky
Department of Social Services. The
Respondent testified that for two years,
from July 13, 1992, to July 13, 1994, he
provided free dental care to
approximately 150 patients, at a value of
approximately $28,000.00.

In June of 1989, the Respondent
appeared before the Dental Board, and
on June 12, 1989, he voluntarily
surrendered his DEA registration. On
July 27, 1989, the Dental Board entered
an Agreed Order suspending the
Respondent’s dental license for six
months, placing his license on
probation for three years following the
suspension, and ordering him to pay a
civil penalty of $500.00. The conditions
of probation included, among other
things, that the Respondent would not
prescribe any controlled substances and
that he would submit to random drug
screenings. During the third year of his
probation, the Respondent underwent
drug screenings, and the results were
negative. The Respondent testified that
he had complied with the Agreed Order,
and that since the end of the
probationary period on February 15,
1993, his dental license had not been
subject to any restrictions.

On February 15, 1993, the Respondent
applied for a new DEA registration in
Schedule Il non-narcotic and in
Schedules 111 through V. One of the
guestions on that application asks
whether the applicant has

Ever been convicted of a crime in
connection with controlled substances under
State or Federal law, or ever surrendered or
had a Federal controlled substance
registration revoked, suspended, restricted or
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denied, or ever had a State professional
license or controlled substance registration
revoked, suspended, denied, restricted or
placed on probation?

The Respondent had answered that
question as “‘yes,” and on the back of
the application, in response to the
requirement to explain an affirmative
answer, he had written:

| surrendered my DEA license #AR1091482
to the Kentucky Board of Dentistry in July
1989. | was placed on three years probation
which ended February 15, 1993. This was
due to prescription irregularities.

However, the Respondent did not
mention his conviction.

Finally, the Respondent testified before
Judge Bittner, stating that he had learned his
lesson and that he would not make the same
“error judgments” again. He stated that if his
DEA registration was restored, he would be
willing to maintain a log of patients who
received controlled substances, keep copies
of prescriptions in patient charts, and
undergo drug screening to provide
assurances that he was handling controlled
substances appropriately. He also testified
that his application should be amended, for
he was no longer requesting to be registered
to handle Schedule Il non-narcotic
substances. He merely asked to be registered
to handle controlled substances from
Schedules 11l through V.

Pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 823(f), the
Deputy Administrator may deny an
application for registration if he
determines that the registration would
be inconsistent with the public interest.
Section 823(f) requires that the
following factors be considered:

(1) The recommendation of the
appropriate State licensing board or
professional disciplinary authority.

(2) The applicant’s experience in
dispensing, or conducting research with
respect to controlled substances.

(3) The applicant’s conviction record
under Federal or State laws relating to
the manufacture, distribution, or
dispensing of controlled substances.

(4) Compliance with applicable State,
Federal, or local laws relating to
controlled substances.

(5) Such other conduct which may
threaten the public health or safety.

These factors are to be considered in the
disjunctive; the Deputy Administrator
may rely on any one or a combination

of factors and may give each factor the
weight he deems appropriate in
determining whether a registration
should be revoked or an application for
registration denied. See Henry J.
Schwarz, Jr., M.D., Docket No. 88-42, 54
FR 16,422 (1989).

In this case, the Deputy Administrator
agrees with Judge Bittner that all five
factors are relevant in determining
whether the Respondent’s registration

would be inconsistent with the public
interest. As to factor one,
“recommendation of the appropriate
State licensing board,” the Kentucky
Dental Board, after reviewing the
Respondent’s conduct, suspended his
license, and according to the terms of
the Agreed Order, subsequently placed
the Respondent on probation. Of equal
significance, the Respondent served out
the terms of his probation, and as of
February 15, 1993, his probationary
period ended, and his dental license has
not been subject to any restrictions since
that time.

As to factor two, the Respondent’s
“experience in dispensing * * *
controlled substances,” factor three, his
*“‘conviction record” as related to
controlled substances, and factor four,
the Respondent’s ““[clompliance with
applicable State, Federal, or local laws
relating to controlled substances,” it is
undisputed that the Respondent
obtained and handled Schedule 1l
controlled substances in violation of
State and Federal law and DEA
regulations, and that he pled guilty to a
criminal offense involving controlled
substances. Further, DEA regulations
levy recordkeeping requirements, such
as a requirement that the Respondent
use and maintain a DEA Form 222,
order form, for each distribution of a
Schedule Il controlled substance per 21
CFR 1305.03, and maintain inventories
and other dispensing records per 21
CFR 1304.03(b), 1304.04(g) and 1304.24.
However, the Respondent failed to
maintain records in compliance with
these provisions.

As to factor five, “[s]uch other
conduct which may threaten the public
health or safety,” the Government
argued that “[w]hat is disturbing about
the [Respondent’s conduct] is not only
the dishonest and unlawful nature of
falsifying prescriptions, but the fact that
legitimate means were available to [the]
Repondent to adequately and lawfully
treat his patients.” Further, the
Government argued that as to future
conduct, the Respondent continued to
be less than forthright as evidenced by
his 1993 DEA application wherein he
failed to disclose his criminal
conviction. However, Judge Bittner
commented upon this allegation by
noting:

In certain contexts, [the] Respondent’s
failure to state on his application form that
he had been convicted of a drug-related
crime might be sufficient grounds to * * *
deny an application. In the instant case,
however, | note that [the] Respondent stated
that he had surrendered his DEA registration
and that the Dentistry Board had put him on
probation for “‘prescription irregularities,” so
the Government was clearly aware from the

application that he had engaged in some form
of misconduct, and it does not appear that
[the] Respondent attempted to conceal his
conviction. In addition, it is also well
established that the parameters of the hearing
are determined by the prehearing statements,
and although [the] Respondent’s application
was at all times available to the Government,
the Government did not specify in its
prehearing statement or indicate at any time
prior to the hearing that [21 U.S.C.]
§824(a)(1) was at issue in this proceeding;
and [the] Respondent therefore had no notice
that this matter might be litigated. In these
circumstances, | find that [the] Respondent’s
failure to mention his conviction on his
application is not a basis for denying him a
registration.

As to this point, the Deputy
Administrator agrees with Judge
Bittner’s conclusion.

Further, the Deputy Administrator
also agrees with Judge Bittner’s
conclusion that “[i]t is undisputed that
Respondent’s obtaining and handling of
Schedule 1l controlled substances
violated State and Federal law and DEA
regulations, and | find that his
falsification of prescriptions, using
prescriptions to obtain controlled
substances for general dispensing and
failure to record dispensings of
controlled substances constitute
grounds for denying his application for
DEA registration.”

However, in mitigation, Judge Bittner
also found the Respondent’s testimony
credible. Specifically, that the
Respondent dispensed the improperly
obtained controlled substances to
patients for legitimate medical
purposes, and that he credibly
acknowledged his wrongdoing and was
willing to accept the responsibilities
inherent in a DEA registration. Finally,
Judge Bittner noted that “‘although
evidence that a DEA registration would
assist a practitioner in caring for his
patients does not, standing alone,
establish that the registration would be
in the public interest, such evidence
should be considered, and it is clear
from the record here that [the]
Respondent’s lack of a DEA registration
adversely affects his ability to
effectively treat his patients.”

Therefore, the Deputy Administrator
agrees with Judge Bittner that the public
interest is best served by granting the
Respondent’s amended application,
subject to restrictions. Accordingly, the
Deputy Administrator of the Drug
Enforcement Administration, pursuant
to the authority vested in him by 21
U.S.C. 823, and 28 CFR 0.100(b) and
0.104, hereby orders that the application
for a DEA Certification of Registration in
Schedules Il through V of Darrell
Risner, D.M.D., P.S.C., be granted
subject to the following restrictions: (1)
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the Respondent shall not administer or
dispense, other than by prescribing, any
controlled substance; and (2) the
Respondent shall maintain a log of all
controlled substance prescriptions and
submit such logs on a quarterly basis, to
the Resident Agent in Charge of the DEA
Louisville, Kentucky, Resident Office, or
a selected designee. The restrictions will
run for a period of two years
commencing on the effective date of the
Respondent’s registration. It hereby is so
ordered. This order is effective upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Dated: December 28, 1995.
Stephen H. Greene,
Deputy Administrator.
[FR Doc. 96-339 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Mine Safety and Health Administration

Extension of Time for Response to a
NIOSH Criteria Document

AGENCY: Mine Safety and Health
Administration, Labor.

ACTION: Notice; Extension of time for
response by the Mine Safety and Health
Administration (MSHA) to the
recommended standard on occupational
exposure to respirable coal mine dust
from the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH).

SUMMARY: On November 7, 1995, MSHA
received criteria for a recommended
standard from the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH). Under the Federal Mine Safety
and Health Act of 1977, the Secretary of
Labor must take one of the following
three actions within 60 days of receipt
of the NIOSH criteria: (1) Appoint an
advisory committee; (2) publish a
proposed rule; or (3) publish in the
Federal Register his determination not
to do so, and his reasons therefor. As a
result of the lapse in funding for the
U.S. Department of Labor and the partial
government shutdown, MSHA has been
unable to meet the 60-day statutory
deadline for a response.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Silvey, Office of Standards,
Regulations, and Variances, Mine Safety
and Health Administration, 4015
Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia
22203, (703) 235-1910.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Mine Safety and Health Act of
1977, 30 U.S.C. 801 et seq. (Mine Act),
authorizes the National Institute for
Occupational Safety and Health

(NIOSH) of the U.S. Department of
Health and Human Services to
recommend that the Secretary of Labor
promulgate specific occupational safety
and health standards to serve the
objectives of the Mine Act. By means of
criteria documents NIOSH notifies
MSHA, as well as others with an
interest in occupational safety and
health, of its recommendations for
health and safety standards. When the
Secretary of Labor receives any such
recommendation from NIOSH, Section
101(a)(1) of the Mine Act requires him
to take one of three actions within 60
days: (1) Refer such recommendations to
an advisory committee; (2) publish such
recommendations as a proposed rule; or
(3) publish in the Federal Register his
determination not to do so, and his
reasons therefor.

On November 7, 1995, NIOSH
transmitted to MSHA the document
entitled Criteria for a Recommended
Standard: Occupational Exposure to
Respirable Coal Mine Dust, which
examines the occupational health risks
associated with exposures to respirable
coal mine dust and crystalline silica
over a working lifetime. In that
document NIOSH makes a number of
recommendations for reducing those
risks, including reducing the
permissible exposure levels for
respirable coal mine dust and for
respirable crystalline silica by 50
percent.

Because of the lapse in funding for the
U.S. Department of Labor and the
resulting shutdown, MSHA has been
unable to meet the statutory deadline for
a response to the NIOSH criteria
document.

As soon as MSHA resumes normal
operations, the agency will move as
quickly as possible to respond to the
criteria document, and will publish
notice of its response in the Federal
Register.

Dated: January 4, 1996.
J. Davitt McAteer,

Assistant Secretary for Mine Safety and
Health.

[FR Doc. 96-331 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-43-M

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION
ADMINISTRATION

Information Collection Under Review

January 10, 1996.

The National Credit Union
Administration (NCUA) has submitted
the following public information
collection requests to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) for

review and clearance under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub.
L. 104-13, 44 U.S.C. Chapter 35). The
proposed information collections are
published to obtain comments from the
public. Public comments are encouraged
and will be accepted for sixty days from
the date listed at the top of this page in
the Federal Register.

Copies of these individual
information collection requests, with
applicable supporting documentation,
may be obtained by calling the NCUA
Clearance Officer, Suzanne Beauchesne,
at (703) 518-6412. Written comments
and/or suggestions regarding the
information collection requests listed
below should be directed to Ms.
Beauchesne, Office of Administration,
National Credit Union Administration,
1775 Duke Street, Alexandria, Virginia
22314 within 60 days from the date of
this publication in the Federal Register.
Comments should also be sent to the
OBM Desk Officer indicated below at
the following address: OMB Reports
Management Branch, New Executive
Office Building, Room 10202,
Washington, DC 20530. Attn: Milo
Sunderhauf.

National Credit Union Administration

OMB Number: 3133-0016.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of
currently approved collection of
information.

Title: Letter of Understanding and
Agreement.

Description: The Letter of
Understanding and Agreement requires
the credit union to submit financial and
statistical reports to the NCUA on a
monthly basis. The collection of
financial information is used by the
NCUA and the credit union to assess the
credit unions’ financial condition and to
minimize potential losses to the
National Credit Union Share Insurance
Fund.

Respondents: Federally insured credit
unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 219.

Estimated Burden Hours Per
Response: 30 minutes.

Frequency of Response: Monthly.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 1,314 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$19,552.32.

OMB Number: 3133-0024.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Mergers of Federally Insured
Credit Unions.

Description: As authorized by 12
U.S.C. 81766 and Part 708b, of NCUA'’s
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regulations, credit unions that wish to
merge must: (1) develop a plan of
merger and submit it to NCUA for
approval; (2) provide its members with
notice of the meeting at which the
proposed merger will be voted on; (3)
provide its members with a summary of
the plan of merger; (4) advise the NCUA
of the election results; and (5) notify
NCUA of the merger’s completion. The
information collection is reviewed by
NCUA to determine whether to permit
the proposed merger and to ensure that
the merger is completed pursuant to all
applicable laws and regulations. The
credit union’s members use the
information to decide whether to vote
for the proposed transaction.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 200.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 15 hours.

Frequency of Response: On occasion.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
3,000 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$44,640.

OMB Number: 3133-0032.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Records Preservation.

Description: The information storage
requirement enables credit unions to
reconstruct their records in the event
the credit union’s primary records are
destroyed by a catastrophe. Without the
duplicate records, a credit union could
not reconstruct its records and serve its
members.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 22,836.

Estimated Burden Hours Per
Response: 2 hours.

Frequency of Response: Quarterly.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
23,672 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$591,800.

OMB Number: 3133-0035.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Trustees and Custodians of
Pension Plans.

Description: The Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974
(ERISA) (P.L. 93-406) and Part 724 of
NCUA's regulations require credit
unions that act as trustees or custodians
for retirement plans, to maintain
individual records for each participant,
and to notify the participants of the
insurance status of their account(s). The
records and the notice are used by the
credit union member to make

investment decisions and to track the
progress of their account.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 3,877.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 3 minutes.

Frequency of Response: On Occasion.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
193,850 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$2,884,488.

OMB Number: 3133-0052.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Federal Credit Union
Membership.

Description: When a credit union
denies a membership application, the
Federal Credit Union Act, 12 U.S.C.
81761b(16), and Article I, section 2 of
the Standard Federal Credit Union
Bylaws require the credit union to
provide the applicant with written
reasons for the denial, upon the
applicant’s written request. The credit
union must also retain a copy of the
reasons. The applicant and the NCUA
use the information to determine
whether the credit union had a
reasonable basis to deny the
membership application.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 1,874.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Respondent: 1 hour.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 1,874 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: None.

OMB Number: 3133-0057.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Monthly Board Meeting
Minutes.

Description: Sections 110 and 113 of
the Federal Credit Union Act, 12 U.S.C.
881760 and 1761b and Article VIII,
Section 8 of the Standard Federal Credit
Union Bylaws require credit unions to
maintain the minutes of all meetings of
its board of directors and members.
Credit unions use the information to
maintain an accurate record of the
actions of its board of directors. NCUA
uses the information during
examinations to evaluate the conduct
and policies of the credit union’s board
of directors.

Respondents: Federal Credit Unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 7,498.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 15 minutes.

Frequency of Response: 13 times a
year.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
24,368.5 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: None.

OMB Number: 3133-0058.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Credit Committee Records.

Description: Section 108 of the
Federal Credit Union Act, 12 U.S.C.
§1758, and Avrticle IX, Sections 3 and 4
of the Standard Federal Credit Union
Bylaws requires credit unions to
maintain records of its credit
committee’s loan approvals and denials.
NCUA uses the information during its
examinations of credit unions to
evaluate the conduct of the credit
union’s credit committee.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 7,498.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 20 minutes.

Frequency of Response: 24 times per
year.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
59,984 total annual hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$892,561.92.

OMB Number: 3133-0080.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Meetings of Federal Credit
Union Board.

Description: Article VII, Section 4 of
the Standard Federal Credit Union
Bylaws require a written request by a
majority of the directors in order to call
a special meeting of the board.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 7,498.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 24 minutes.

Frequency of Response: On Occasion.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
300 total annual burden hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: None.

OMB Number: 3133-0081.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Credit Union Bylaws and
Certificate.

Description: Article XIX, Section 5 of
the Standard Federal Credit Union
Bylaws requires credit unions to
maintain copies of its organization
certificates, bylaws, amendments and
special authorizations. The collection of
information is used by the NCUA during
its examination of the credit union.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 7,498.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 12 minutes.
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Frequency of Response: Annually.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
1,500 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: None.

OMB Number: 3133-0117.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Credit Union Bylaws and
Certificate.

Description: This information
collection is required by 12 U.S.C.
§1757(6), and section 701.32(d) of
NCUA'’s regulations so that the NCUA
can determine whether to grant a low-
income designation to a credit union.

Respondents: Federal credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 15.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 15 hours.

Frequency of Response: On Occasion.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
225 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: $5625.

OMB Number: 3133-0129.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Corporate credit unions.
Description: Part 704 of NCUA’s
regulations requires corporate credit

unions (‘“‘corporate’) to engage in
information collection and record
keeping activities so that the corporate
and the NCUA can monitor the
corporate’s financial condition and
transactions with vendors.

Respondents: Corporate credit unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 43.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 86 hours.

Frequency of Response: On Occasion.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
3,698 hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost:
$55,026.24.

OMB Number: 3133-0130.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Title: Written Reimbursement Policy.

Description: This information
collection is authorized under sections
114 and 120 of the Federal Credit Union
Act, 12 U.S.C. 881761(c) and 1766(a)
and section 701.33(B)(2)(1) of NCUA’s
regulations, 12 C.F.R. § 701.33(B)(2)(1).
The information collection ensures that
any payments to directors are made in
accordance with standards set in
advance by the credit union’s board of
directors and enables NCUA examiners
to easily verify compliance by
comparing the policy to the actual
reimbursements.

Respondents: Federal Credit Unions.

Estimated Number of Respondents/
Recordkeepers: 7,498.

Estimated Burden Hours per
Response: 2 hours.

Frequency of Response: Once, and
updated as needed.

Estimated Total Reporting Burden:
14,996 total burden hours.

Estimated Total Annual Cost: None.

By the National Credit Union
Administration Board on January 4, 1996.
Becky Baker,

Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 96-371 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7535-01-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-245-OLA; ASLBP Docket
No. 96-711-011-OLA]

Northeast Nuclear Energy Company;
Millstone Nuclear Power Station, Unit
1; Notice of Reconstitution of Board

Pursuant to the authority contained in
10 CFR 2.271 (1995), the Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board for Northeast
Nuclear Energy Company (Millstone
Nuclear Power Station, Unit 1), Docket
No. 50-245-0LA, is hereby
reconstituted by appointing
Administrative Judge James P. Gleason
as Chairman of the Licensing Board in
place of Administrative Judge Thomas
S. Moore.

As reconstituted, the Board is
comprised of the following
Administrative Judges:

James P. Gleason, Esquire, Chairman

Dr. Richard F. Cole
Dr. Peter S. Lam

All correspondence, documents and
other material shall be filed with the
Board in accordance with 10 CFR 2.701
(1995).

The address of the new Chairman is:
James P. Gleason, Chairman, Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board Panel, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20555.

Issued at Rockville Maryland this 4th day
of January, 1996.

B. Paul Cotter, Jr.,

Chief Administrative Judge, Atomic Safety
and Licensing Board Panel.

[FR Doc. 96-391 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

Nuclear Safety Research Review
Committee

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of meeting.

The Nuclear Safety Research Review
Committee (NSRRC) will hold its next
meeting on January 25-26, 1996. The
location of the meeting will be in the
Cabinet-Judiciary Suite, Hyatt Regency
Hotel, One Bethesda Metro Center,
Bethesda, MD. The purpose of the
meeting is to discuss the conduct of
future safety research for the NRC by
outside parties in the light of budgetary
considerations.

The meeting will be held in
accordance with the requirements of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA), 5 U.S.C.App. This will be a
closed meeting pursuant to 5
U.S.C.App.10(d) and 5
U.S.C.552b(c)(9)(B) because premature
disclosure to the public of the
programmatic and budgetary
information to be discussed would be
likely to significantly frustrate
implementation of future NRC
contracting actions.

The NSRRC provides advice to the
Director of the Office of Nuclear
Regulatory Research (RES) on matters of
overall management importance in the
direction of the NRC’s program of
nuclear safety research.

Participants in parts of the discussion
will include senior NRC staff and other
RES technical staff as necessary.

Any inquiries regarding this notice, or
any subsequent changes in the status
and schedule of the meeting, may be
made to the Designated Federal Officer,
Dr. Jose Luis M. Cortez (telephone: 301—
415-6596), between 8:15 a.m. and 5:00
p.m.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland this 4th day
of January, 1996.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Andrew L. Bates,

Federal Advisory Committee Management
Officer.

[FR Doc. 96-350 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-P

Regulatory Guides; Availability

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission
has updated the Regulatory Guide List
to advise of the wide range of regulatory
guides that are available and to list all
published versions of each guide. The
Regulatory Guide Series has been
developed to describe and make
available to the public such information
as methods acceptable to the NRC staff
for implementing specific parts of the
Commission’s regulations, techniques
used by the staff in evaluating specific
problems or postulated accidents, and
data needed by the staff in its review of
applications for permits and licenses.

Single copies of the Regulatory Guide
List may be obtained free of charge by
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writing the Office of Administration,
Attention: Distribution and Services
Section, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555—
0001; or by fax at (301) 415-2260. Single
copies of regulatory guides, both final
and draft guides, may also be obtained
free of charge at this address.

Regulatory guides may also be
purchased from the National Technical
Information Service on a standing order
basis. Details on this service may be
obtained by writing NTIS, 5285 Port
Royal Road, Springfield, VA 22161.

Comments and suggestions in
connection with items for inclusion in
guides currently being developed or
improvements in all published guides
are encouraged at any time. Written
comments may be submitted to the
Rules Review and Directives Branch,
Division of Freedom of Information and
Publications Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555.

Regulatory guides and the list of
guides are available for inspection at the
Commission’s Public Document Room,
2120 L Street NW., Washington, DC.
Regulatory guides are not copyrighted,
and Commission approval is not
required to reproduce them.

(5 U.S.C. 552(a))

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 22nd
day of December 1995.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Bill M. Morris,

Director, Division of Regulatory Applications,
Office of Nuclear Regulatory Research.

[FR Doc. 96347 Filed 1-9-96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M

Georgia Power Company, et al.; Vogtle
Electric Generating Plant, Units 1 and
2 Notice of Consideration of Issuance
of Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses and Opportunity for a
Hearing

[Docket Nos. 50-424 and 50-425]

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF-68
and NPF-84, issued to the Georgia
Power Company, et al. (the licensee), for
operation of the Vogtle Electric
Generating Plant (VEGP, Vogtle), Units
1 and 2, located at the licensee’s site in
Burke County, Georgia.

The proposed amendments were
initially requested by the licensee in a
letter dated May 1, 1995, and a notice
of the Commission’s consideration of
the licensee’s proposal was published in
the Federal Register on September 7,
1995 (60 FR 46633). On September 26,

1995, the Commission published a
revision to 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J
(60 FR 49505), which became effective
October 26, 1995. The licensee
supplemented the initial May 1, 1995,
application by letters dated August 3
and 9, September 20, November 22, and
December 21, 1995. The December 21,
1995, letter included information that is
outside the scope of the initial
application in that it includes a
proposal to adopt certain provisions of
the revised 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J,
that was published subsequent to the
initial Federal Register notice.

As stated in the initial Federal
Register notice, the proposed
amendments would represent a full
conversion from the current Technical
Specifications (TS) to a set of TS based
on NUREG-1431, “Standard Technical
Specifications, Westinghouse Plants,”
Revision 1, dated April 1995. NUREG—
1431 was developed through working
groups composed of NRC staff members
and industry representatives and has
been endorsed by the staff as part of an
industry-wide initiative to standardize
and improve the TS. As part of this
submittal, the licensee has applied the
criteria contained in the Commission’s
Final Policy Statement on Technical
Specification Improvements for Nuclear
Power Reactors of July 22, 1993, to the
current Vogtle TS, and, using NUREG—
1431 as a basis, developed a proposed
set of improved TS for Vogtle. The
criteria in the Final Policy Statement
were subsequently added to 10 CFR
50.36, ““Technical Specifications,” in a
rule change which became effective on
August 18, 1995 (60 FR 36953).

The licensee has categorized the
proposed changes to the existing TS into
four general groupings. These groupings
are characterized as administrative
changes, relocated changes, more
restrictive changes, and less restrictive
changes. The licensee’s decision to
adopt certain provisions of the revised
10 CFR Part 50, Appendix J, is
considered a less restrictive change.
Less restrictive changes are those where
current requirements are relaxed or
eliminated, or new flexibility is
provided. The more significant “less
restrictive”” requirements are justified on
a case-by-case basis. When requirements
have been shown to provide little or no
safety benefit, their removal from the TS
may be appropriate. In most cases,
relaxations previously granted to
individual plants on a plant-specific
basis were the result of (a) generic NRC
actions, (b) new NRC staff positions that
have evolved from technological
advancements and operating
experience, or (c) resolution of the
Owners Groups’ comments on the

improved Standard Technical
Specifications. Generic relaxations
contained in NUREG-1431 were
reviewed by the staff and found to be
acceptable because they are consistent
with current licensing practices and
NRC regulations. The licensee’s design
was reviewed to determine if the
specific design basis and licensing basis
are consistent with the technical basis
for the model requirements in NUREG—
1431 and thus provides a basis for these
revised TS. These less restrictive
changes to the requirements of the
current TS do not result in operations
that will alter assumptions relative to
mitigation of an analyzed accident or
transient event.

The licensee’s proposal would adopt
Option B of 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix
J, as part of the implementation of the
improved standard TS. The proposal
adds a specific reference to Regulatory
Guide (RG) 1.163, “Performance-Based
Containment Leak-Test Program” in the
Administrative Controls section of the
Vogtle TS. No exceptions to the RG, nor
the documents which are endorsed by
the RG, are being requested. The
licensee does not propose to deviate
from the methods approved by the
Commission and endorsed in the RG.
The amendment proposes that a
detailed performance-based leakage-test
program will be available for NRC
inspection upon implementation of the
new TS.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendments, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

By February 9, 1996, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendments to the
subject facility operating licenses and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s *““Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings” in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Burke
County Library, 412 Fourth Street,
Waynesboro, Georgia. If a request for a
hearing or petition for leave to intervene
is filed by the above date, the
Commission or an Atomic Safety and
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Licensing Board, designated by the
Commission or by the Chairman of the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel, will rule on the request and/or
petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such

a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Services Branch, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC, by
the above date. Where petitions are filed
during the last 10 days of the notice
period, it is requested that the petitioner
promptly so inform the Commission by
a toll-free telephone call to Western
Union at 1—(800) 248-5100 (in Missouri
1-(800) 342—-6700). The Western Union
operator should be given Datagram
Identification Number N1023 and the
following message addressed to Herbert
N. Berkow, Director, Project Directorate
11-2: petitioner’s name and telephone
number; date petition was mailed; plant
name; and publication date and page
number of this Federal Register notice.
A copy of the petition should also be
sent to the Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555,
and to Ernest L. Blake, Jr, Esquire,
Shaw, Pittman, Potts, and Trowbridge,
2300 N Street, NW., Washington, DC
20037, attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)—(v) and 2.714(d).

If a request for a hearing is received,
the Commission’s staff may issue the
amendments after it completes its
technical review and prior to the
completion of any required hearing if it
publishes a further notice for public
comment of its proposed finding of no
sig