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amendment relieves restriction on the
handling of lemons grown in California
and Arizona.

Order, as amended. The provisions
in paragraph (b) (1) (i) of §910.321
(Lemon Regulation 21, 27 F.R. 4762) are
hereby amended to read as follows:

(ii) District 2: 558,000 cartons,
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)
Dated: May 24, 1962.
Paur A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5182; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:50 am.]

[Nectarine Order 1]

PART 916—NECTARINES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Shipments
§ 916.301 Nectarine Order 1.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement and Order No. 916
(7 CFR Part 916) regulating the han-
dling of nectarines grown in the State
of California, effective under the ap-
plicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
Nectarine Administrative Committee,
established under the aforesaid market-
ing agreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of shipments of nec-
tarines as hereinafter set forth, and in
the manner herein provided, will tend
to effectuate the declared policy of the
Act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage in public rule-
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this section until 30 days
after publication thereof in the FEpERAL
REeGisTER (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) in that,
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter-
vening between the date when informa-
tion upon which this section is based be-
came available and the time when this
section must become effective in order
to effectuate the declared policy of the
act is insufficient; a reasonable time is
permitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the provi-
sions hereof effective not later than the
date hereinafter specified. A reasonable
determination as to the supply of, and
the demand for, such nectarines must
await the development of the crop
thereof, and adequate information
thereon was not available to the
Nectarine Administrative Committee
until the date hereinafter set forth on
which an open meeting was held, after
giving due notice thereof, to consider
the need for, and the extent of, regula-
tion of shipments of such nectarines.
Interested persons were afforded an op-
portunity to submit information and
views at this meeting; the recommenda~-
tion and supporting information for
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regulation during the period specified
herein were promptly submitted to the
Department after such meeting was
held; shipments of the current crop of
such nectarines are expected to begin
on or about the effective date hereof;
this section should be applicable to all
such shipments in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act; the provisions
of this section are identical with the
aforesaid recommendation of the com-
mittee; information concerning such
provisions and effective time has been
disseminated among handlers of such
nectarines; and compliance with the
provisions of this section will not re-
quire of handlers any preparation there-
for which cannot be completed by the
effective time hereof. Such committee
meeting was held on May 17, 1962.

(b) Order. (1) During the period be-
ginning at 12:01 am., P.s.t., May 30,
1962, and ending at 12:01 a.m., Ps.t.,
November 1, 1962, no handler shall han-
dle any package or container of any
variety of nectarines unless such nec-
tarines grade at least U.S. No. 1: Pro-
vided, That the percentages of defective
or off-color nectarines in any package
or container shall not be in excess of the
applicable tolerances specified in § 51.-
3150 of the United States Standards for
Nectarines (§§ 51.3145-51.3159 of this
title), except that any such package or
container may contain one defective or
off-color nectarine.

(2) When used herein, “WU.S. No. 1”
shall have the same meaning as set forth
in the United States Standards for
Nectarines (§§ 51.3145-51.3159 of this
title), and all other terms shall have the
same meaning as when used in the mar-
keting agreement and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)

Dated: May 25, 1962.

PauLr A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vege-
table Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5233; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:52 am.]

[Nectarine Order 2]

PART 916—NECTARINES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Shipments
§916.302 Nectarine Order 2.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement and Order No. 916
(7 CFR Part 916) regulating the han-
dling of nectarines grown in the State
of California, effective under the appli-
cable provisions of the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
Nectarine Administrative Committee,
established under the aforesaid market-
ing agreement and order, and upon
other available information, it is hereby
found that the limitation of shipments
of nectarines of the variety hereinafter
set forth, and in the manner herein pro-
vided, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage in public rule-
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this section until 30
days after publication thereof in the
FeEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011)
in that, as hereinafter set forth, the time
intervening between the date when in-
formation upon which this section is
based became available and the time
when this section must become effective
in order to effectuate the declared policy
of the act is insufficient; a reasonable
time is permitted, under the circum-
stances, for preparation for such effec-
tive time; and good cause exists for
making the provisions hereof effective
not later than the date hereinafter
specified. A reasonable determination
as to the supply of, and the demand for,
such nectarines must await the develop-
ment of the crop thereof, and adequate
information thereon was not available
to the Nectarine Administrative Commit-
tee until the date hereinafter set forth
on which an open meeting was held,
after giving due notice thereof, to con-
sider the need for, and the extent of,
regulation of shipments of such nectar-
ines. Interested persons were afforded
an opportunity to submit information
and views at this meeting; the recom-
mendation and supporting information
for regulation during the period specified
herein were promptly submitted to the
Department after such meeting was
held; shipments of the current crop of
such nectarines are expected to begin on
or about the effective date hereof; this
section should be applicable to all such
shipments in order to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the act; the provisions
of this section are identical with the
aforesaid recommendation of the com-
mittee; information concerning such
provisions and effective time has been
disseminated among handlers of such
nectarines; and compliance with the pro-
visions of this section will not require of
handlers any preparation therefor which
cannot be completed by the effective time
hereof. Such committee meeting was
held on May 17, 1962.

(b) Order. (1) During the period be-
ginning at 12:01 a.m. Ps.t., May 30,
1962, and ending at 12:01 am., Ps.t.,
November 1, 1962, no handler shall han-
dle any package or container of Grand
River nectarines unless:

(i) Such nectarines, when packed in
a standard baskef, are of a size not
smaller than a size that will pack a
3 x 4 x 5 standard pack; or

(i1) Such nectarines, when packed in
any container other than the container
specified in subdivision (i) of this sub-
paragraph, measure not less than one
and fourteen-sixteenth (1'%4) inches in
diameter: Provided, That not to exceed
ten (10) percent, by count, of the nec-
tarines in any such container may fail to
meet such diameter requirement.

(2) When used herein, “diameter” and
“standard pack” shall have the same
meaning as set forth in the United States
Standards for Nectarines (§§ 51.3145 to
51.3159 of this title) ; “standard basket”
shall mean the standard basket set forth
in paragraph 1 of section 828.1 of the
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Agricultural Code of California; and all
other terms shall have the same mean-
ing as when used in the marketing agree-
ment and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674)

pated: May 25, 1962.

PauL A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.
(F.R. Doc. 62-5234; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:52 a.m.]

[Nectarine Order 4]

PART 916—NECTARINES GROWN IN
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Shipments
§916.303 Nectarine Order 4.

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the
marketing agreement and Order No. 916
(7 CFR Part 916) regulating the han-
dling of nectarines grown in the State
of California, effective under the appli-
cable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
Nectarine Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the aforesaid marketing
acreement and order, and upon other
available information, it is hereby found
that the limitation of shipments of nec-
tarines of the varieties hereinafter set
forth, and in the manner herein pro-
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage in public rule-
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this section until 30 days
after publication thereof in the FEDERAL
RecisTErR (5 U.S.C. 1001-1011) in that,
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter-
vening between the date when informa-
tion upon which this section is based
became available and the time when this
section must become effective in order to
eflectuate the declared policy of the act
is insufficient; a reasonable time is per-
mitted, under the circumstances, for
preparation for such effective time; and
good cause exists for making the provi-
sions hereof effective not later than the
date hereinafter specified. A reasonable
determination as to the supply of, and
the demand for, such nectarines must
await the development of the crop there-
of, and adequate information thereon
was not available to the Nectarine Ad-
ministrative Committee until the date
hereinafter set forth on which an open
meeting was held, after giving due notice
thereof, to consider the need for, and the
extent of, regulation of shipments of
such nectarines, Interested persons were
afforded an opportunity to submit infor-
mation and views at this meeting; the
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recommendation and supporting infor-
mation for regulation during the period
specified herein were promptly submitted
to the Department after such meeting
was held; shipments of the current crop
of such nectarines are expected to begin
on or about the effective date hereof;
this section should be applicable to all
such shipments in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act; the provisions
of this section are identical with the
aforesaid recommendation of the com-
mittee; information concerning such
provisions and effective time has been
disseminated among handlers of such
nectarines; and compliance with the pro-
visions of this section will not require of
handlers any preparation therefor which
cannot be completed by the effective
time hereof. Such committee meeting
was held on May 17, 1962.

(b) Order., (1) During the period be-
ginning at 12:01 a.m. P.s.t., May 30, 1962,
and ending at 12:01 a.m., P.s.t., November
1, 1962, no handler shall handle any
package or container of Sunrise, John
River, Early River, Grand Haven, or
Panamint nectarines unless:

(i) Such nectarines, when packed in
a standard basket, are of a size not
smaller than a size that will pack a4 x 4
standard pack; or

(i) Such nectarines, when packed in
a No. 26 standard lug box, or in a No. 27
standard lug box, are of a size that will
pack, in accordance with the require-
ments of a standard pack, not more than
108 nectarines in the respective lug box;
or

(iii) Such nectarines, when packed in
any container other than the containers
specified in subdivisons (i) and (ii) of
this subparagraph, measure not less than
two (2) inches in diameter: Provided,
That not to exceed ten (10) percent, by
count, of the nectarines in any such con-
tainer may fail to meet such diameter
requirement.

(2) When used herein, “diameter,”
and “standard pack’ shall have the same
meaning as set forth in the United
States Standards for  Nectarines
(§§ 51.3145 to 51.3159 of this title);
“standard basket” shall mean the stand-
ard basket set forth in paragraph 1 of
section 828.1 of the Agricultural Code of
California; “No. 26 standard lug box"
and “No 27 standard lug box,” respec-
tively, shall have the same meaning as
set forth in section 828.4 of the Agricul-
tural Code of California, and all other
terms shall have the same meaning as
when used in the marketing agreement
and order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 US.C.
601-674)

Dated: May 25, 1962.
PauL A, NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

|[F.R. Doc. 62-5235; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:52 a.m.]
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Chapter X—Agricultural Stabilization
and Conservation Service (Market-
ing Agreements and Orders), De-
partment of Agriculture

[Milk Order 130]

PART 1130—MILK IN CORPUS
CHRISTI, TEXAS, MARKETING
AREA

Order Amending Order

§ 1130.0 Findings and determinations.

The findings and determinations here-
inafter set forth are supplementary and
in addition to the findings and deter-
minations previously made in connection
with the issuance of the aforesaid order
and of the previously issued amend-
ments thereto; and all of said previous
findings and determinations are hereby
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as
such findings and determinations may
be in conflict with the findings and de-
terminations set forth herein.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro-
visions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure govern-
ing the formulation of marketing agree-
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR
Part 900), a public hearing was held
upon certain proposed amendments to
the tentative marketing agreement and
to the order regulating the handling of
milk in the Corpus Christi, Texas, mar-
keting area. Upon the basis of the evi-
dence introduced at such hearing and
the record thereof, it is found that:

(1) The said order as hereby amended,
and all of the terms and conditions
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the Act;

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de-
termined pursuant to section 2 of the
Act, are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds,
and other economic conditions which
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the said marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the order as
hereby amended, are such prices as will
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a
sufficient quantity of pure and whole-
some milk, and be in the public interest;
and

(3) The said order as hereby amended,
regulates the handling of milk in the
same manner as, and is applicable only
to persons in the respective classes of
industrial or commercial activity speci-
fled in, a marketing agreement upon
which a hearing has been held.

(b) Additional findings. It is neces-
sary in the public interest to make this
order amending the order effective not
later than June 1, 1962. Any delay be-
yond that date would tend to disrupt the
orderly marketing of milk in the market-
ing area.

The provisions of the said order are
known to handlers. The recommended
decision of the Assistant Secretary,
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United States Department of Agriculture,
was issued November 24, 1962, and the
decision containing all amendment pro-
visions of this order, was issued April 30,
1962. The changes effected by this order
will not require extensive preparation or
substantial alteration in method of oper-
ation for handlers. In view of the fore-
going, it is hereby found and determined
that good cause exists for making this
order amending the order effective June
1, 1962, and that it would be contrary
to the public interest to delay the effec-
tive date of this order for 30 days after
its publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
(Sec. 4(c) , Administrative Procedure Act,
5 U.8.C.1001-1011.)

(¢) Delerminations. It is hereby de-
termined that:

(1) The refusal or failure of han-
dlers (execluding cooperative associations
specified in section 8c(9) of the Act) of
more than 50 percen{ of the milk, which
is marketing within the marketing area,
to sign a proposed marketing agreement,
tends to prevent the effectuation of the
declared policy of the Act;

(2) The issuance of this order, amend-
ing the order, is the only practical means
pursuant to the declared policy of the
Act of advancing the interesis of pro-
ducers as defined in the order as herein
amended; and

(3) The issuance of the order amend-
ing the order is approved or favored by
at least three-fourths of the producers
who during the determined representa-
tive period were engaged in the produc-
tion of milk for sale in the marketing
area.

Order relative to handling. It is
therefore ordered, that on and after the
effective date hereof, the handling of
milk in the Corpus Christi, Texas, mar-
keting area shall be in conformity to and
in compliance with the terms and condi-
tions of the aforesaid order, as hereby
amended, and the aforesaid order is
hereby amended as follows:

§1130.41 [Amendmenm]

1. Delete paragraph (a) of § 1130.41
and substitute therefor the following:

(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall be
all skim milk (including reconstituted
skim milk) and butterfat (1) disposed
of in fluid form as milk, skim milk, but-
termilk, flavored milk drinks, cream, cul-
tured sour cream and sour cream prod-
ucts labeled Grade A, and any mixture
of cream and milk or skim milk (other
than frozen storage cream, aerated
cream products, eggnog, ice cream, ice
cream mix or other frozen mixes, evapo-
rated or condensed milk, and milk prod-
ucts contained in hermetically sealed
containers) : Provided, That when any
such product is fortified with nonfat milk
solids the amount of skim milk to be
classified as Class I shall be only that
amount equal to the weight of skim milk
in an equal volume of an unfortified
product of the same nature and butterfat
content, and (2) not accounted for as
Class II milk or Class II-A milk.

2. Renumber subparagraphs (4) and
(5) of § 1130.41(b) as subparagraphs (5)
and (6), respectively, and add a new sub-
paragraph (4) as follows:

(4) Skim milk contained in any forti-
fied product designated in paragraph
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(a) (1) of this section in excess of the
pounds of skim milk in such product
classified as Class I pursuant to such
subparagraph;

3. Delete §1130.61 and substitute
therefor the following:

§ 1130.61 Plants subject to other Fed-

eral ers.

The provisions of this part shall not
apply with respect to the operation of
any plant specified in paragraphs (a),
Ab) or (c) of this section except that
the operator thereof shall, with respect
to total receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat at such plant, make reports to the
market administrator at such time and
in such manner as the market adminis-
trator may require and allow verifica-
tion of such reports by the market
administrator.

(a) A fluid milk plant pursuant to
§ 1130.7(a) which also meets the pooling
requirements of another Federal order
and from which, the Secretary deter-
mines, a greater quantity of Class I milk
is disposed of during the month on routes
in such other Federal order marketing
area than was disposed of on routes
(other than to a distributing plant(s))
in the Corpus Christi, Texas, marketing
area.

(b) A fluid milk plant pursuant to
§ 1130.7(a) which also meets the pooling
requirements of another Federal order
and from which, the Secretary de-
termines, a greater quantity of Class I
milk is disposed of during the month on
routes (other than to a distributing
plant(s)) in the Corpus Christi, Texas,
marketing area than is disposed of on
routes in such other Federal order mar-
keting area, but which plant is, neverthe-
less, fully regulated under such other
Federal order.

(c) A fluid milk plant pursuant to
§ 1130.7(b) which (1) meets the pooling
requirements of another Federal order
and from which greater qualifying ship-
ments are made during the month to
plants regulated under such other order
than are made to plants regulated under
this order, or (2) retains automatic
pooling status under another Federal
order.

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674)

Effective date: June 1, 1962.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on May
24, 1962.
Joun P. Duncan, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5195; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:61 am.]

Title 16—COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter |—Federal Trade Commission
[Docket C-37]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Harwald Co. and Robert F. Grunwald

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-
leadingly: § 13.20 Comparative data or

merits: §13.20-20 Competitors’ prod-
ucts; § 13.265 Tests and investigations;
§ 13.280 Unigque nature or advantages.
Subpart—Disparaging competitors and
their products—Competitors’ products:
§ 13.1000 Performance. Subpart—Fur-
nishing means and instrumentalities of
misrepresentation or deception: § 13.1055
Furnishing means and instrumentalities
of misrepresentation or deception.
(Sec. 6, 88 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 88 Stat. 719, as amended; 15
U.8.C. 45) [Cease and desist order, The Har-
wald Company et al.,, Docket C-37, Dec. 11,
1961]

In the Matter of The Harwald Company,
a Corporation, and Robert F. Grun-
wald, Individually and as an Officer of
Said Corporation

Consent order requiring an Evanston,
I1l., manufacturer of automatic film in-
spection machines and other audio vis-
ual equipment, to cease representing
falsely in catalogs, circulars, form letters,
etc.—some furnished to authorized deal-
ers—that their said machines had ex-
clusive features not found in competing
products, and that certain purchasers
bought their products as a result of
comparative tests with competitors'
machines.

The order to cease and desist, including
further order requiring report of com-
pliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents The
Harwald Company, a corporation, and its
officers, and Robert F. Grunwald, in-
dividually and as an officer of said
corporate respondent, and respondents’
agents, representatives and employees,
directly or through any corporate or
other device, in connection with the
offering for sale, sale or distribution
in commerce, as “commerce” is defined
in the Federal Trade Commission Act,
of film inspection machines, audio-visual
equipment or any other product, do
forthwith cease and desist from:

1. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, that:

(a) Respondents’ products are
equipped with or contain features that
like or similar products of others are not
equipped with or do not contain, when
such is not a fact.

(b) Any of respondents’ prospective
customers or any purchaser of respond-
ents’ products has made a comparative
or competitive test with respondents’ and
their competitors’ products, and has pur-
chased respondents’ products as a result
thereof, when such is not a fact.

2. Using any false, misleading or de-
ceptive statements or representations
which disparage respondents’ competi-
tors or the products of such competitors.

3. Placing in the hands of dealers or
others any means or instrumentality by
and through which they may deceive and
mislead the purchasing public with re-
spect to the things or practices herein-
above set forth in Paragraphs 1 and 2.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
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manner and form in which they have

complied with this order.
1ssued: December 11, 1961,
By the Commission.
[SEAL] JosepH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5183; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:45 am.]
[Docket C-39]
PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Kisilevsky, Zuckerman & Schwartz-
man, Inc., et al.

subpart—Furnishing false guaranties:
§13.1053 Furnishing false guaranties:
§ 13.1053-35 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
§13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§13.1255 Manufacture or preparation:
§ 13.1255-30 Fur Products Labeling Act.
subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or decep-
tively, to make material disclosure:
§13.1865 Manufacture or preparation:
§ 13.1865-40 Fur Products Labeling Act.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended;
sec. 8, 65 Stat. 179; 15 US.C. 45, 691)
[Cease and desist order, Kistlevsky, Zucker-
man & Schwartzman, Inc., et al., New York,
N.Y., Docket C-39, Dec. 12, 1961]

In the Matter of Kisilevsky, Zuckerman
& Schwartzman, Inc., a Corporation,
and Harry Kisilevsky, Nathan Zucker-
man, and Julius Schwartzman, In-
dividually and as Officers of Said Cor-
poration

Consent order requiring New York City
manufacturing furriers to cease violat-
ing the Fur Products Labeling Act by
labeling and invoicing fur products
falsely to show that artificially colored
fur was natural; failing to disclose on
labels and invoices when fur products
contained artificially colored fur; and
furnishing false guaranties that certain
of their fur products were not mis-
branded, falsely invoiced, or- falsely
advertised.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents, Kisi-
levsky, Zuckerman & Schwartzman, Inc.,
a corporation, and its officers, and Harry
Kisilevsky, Nathan Zuckerman and
Julius Schwatzerman, individually and
as officers of said corporation and re-
spondents’ representatives, agents and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with
;he introduction, or manufacture for
introduction, into commerce, or the sale,
advertising or offering for sale, in com-
merce, or the transportation or distribu-
tion in commeree, of any fur product; or
in connection with the sale, manufacture
for sale, advertising, offering for sale,
transportation or distribution of any fur
product which is made in whole or in
part of fur which has been shipped and
‘I:eceived in commerce as ‘“‘commerce”,

fur” and “fur product” are defined in
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the Fur Products Labeling Act do forth-
with cease and desist from:

1. Misbranding fur products by:

A. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation on labels, that the fur in such
?ro:;:lucts is natural, when such is not the

act.

B. Failing to affix labels to fur prod-
ucts showing in words and figures plainly
legible all the information required to
be disclosed by each of the subsections
of section 4(2) of the Fur Products La-
beling Act.

2. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur
products by:

A. Representing on invoices, that the
fur in such products is natural, when
such is not the fact.

B. Failing to furnish invoices showing
in words and figures plainly legible to
purchasers of fur products all the infor-
mation required to be disclosed by each
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

3. Furnishing a false guaranty that
any fur product is not misbranded,
falsely invoiced or falsely advertised
when the respondents have reason to be-
lieve that such fur product may be intro-
duced, sold, transported or distributed in
commerce.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: December 12, 1961.

By the Commission.
[SEAL] JosepH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-5134; Filed, May 28, 1962;

8:45 am.]

Title 21—F0OD AND DRUGS

Chapter |—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER D—HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES

PART 191—HAZARDOUS SUB-
STANCES; DEFINITIONS AND PRO-
CEDURAL AND INTERPRETATIVE
REGULATIONS

Front Panel Placement and Increase
in Conspicuousness and Contrast
for Warning Information; Suspen-
sion of Certain Provisions

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs,
pursuant to the provisions of the Federal
Hazardous Substances Labeling Act
(sec. 10, 74 Stat. 378; 15 U.S.C.A. 1269)
and under the authority delegated to him
by the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare (25 F.R. 8625), on January
10, 1962 (27 F.R. 253) published an order
suspending until August 1, 1962, para-
graphs (a), (¢), and (d) of § 191.101 (21
CFR 191.101; 26 F.R. 7333, 11214), which
require main-panel placement and
proper conspicuousness of label infor-
mation. This order was promulgated on
the basis of information obtained from
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industry associations and by independ-
ent investigations, from which it was
concluded that more time was necessary
for full compliance with these require-
ments. Section 191.215 provided that
temporary sticker labels could be used to
furnish the mandatory information.

The Commissioner finds upon the basis
of evidence submitted to him and by in-
dependent investigation that many haz-
ardous substances in containers intended
or suitable for household use now in the
channels of commerce, either through
label revision or sticker labels, approach
full compliance with § 191.101 of the
regulations. There are, however, a sub-
stantial number of products- that, al-
though bearing the warnings required
by the regulations, do not have the in-
formation with the placement required
not with the conspicuousness specified.
The Commissioner finds that more time
is necessary to meet these requirements,
and therefore paragraphs (a), (¢), and
(d), of §191.101 are further suspended
until February 1, 1963. Articles subject
to the act shall bear all mandatory label-
ing required by the statute and the reg-
ulations thereunder, but the placement,
conspicuousness, and contrast require-
ments of the implementing regulations
will not be enforced before the new ef-
fective date of February 1, 1963.

Effective date. This order will become
effective on the date of signature.

(Sec. 10, 74 Stat. 378; 15 U.S.C. 1269)
Dated: May 22, 1962,

JoHNn L, HARVEY,
Deputy Commissioner
of Food and Drugs.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5148; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:47 am.]

Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter V—Depariment of the Army
SUBCHAPTER [ -ORGANIZED RESERVES

PART 564—NATIONAL GUARD
REGULATIONS

Burial

Section 564.41 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 564.41 Burial.

(a) Purpose. The purbose of this sec-
tion is to provide the authority and pro-
cedure for the care and disposition of
remains of members of the Army Na-
tional Guard entitled to burial from
Federal funds.

(b) Authorily. Chapter 75 of title 10,
United States Code (Death Benefits,
Care of the Dead) ; Act of May 14, 1948
as amended (73 Stat. 547, 24 U.S.C. 281)
(Burial in National Cemeteries).

(¢) Policy. The provisions of §§ 536.50
through 536 54 of this chapter are ap-
plicable to the Army National Guard,
except as modified in this section.

(d) Eligibility for death benefits. A
member of the Army National Guard who
dies while:

(1) Performing training or duty under
sections 316 or 503-505 of title 32,
United States Code, i.e., instructing at
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rifie ranges, attending annual field
training, National Guard schools, or
service schools, or performing authorized
travel to or from that duty.

(2) On inactive duty training author-
ized by section 502 of title 32, United
States Code or other provision of Fed-
eral law, or

(3) While hospitalized or undergoing
treatment at the expense of the United
States for injury incurred, or disease
contracted, while on that duty or train-
ing or while performing that travel.

(e) Limitation om burial expenses.
(1) Payment of burial expenses is lim-
ited to an amount not exceeding that al-
lowed by the Government for such serv-
ices. The amount allowed when relatives
incur the expenses will be in accordance
with the following limitations:

(i) If death occurred where a properly
approved Contract for Care of Remains
is in force the amount to be allowed for
each item will not exceed the amount
allowable under such contract.

(ii) If death occurred where no con-
tract is in force, reimbursement for
removal, preservation, casket and out-
side box (or cremation and an urn),
clothing and hearse service will be lim-
ited to a maximum of $400.

(iii) Reimbursement for transporta-
tion will be limited to the amount for
which the Government could have ob-
tained required common carrier trans-
portation plus the charge made for
hearse service from the common carrier
terminal to the first place of delivery.

(iv) Reimbursement for interment ex-
penses will be limited as follows:

(a) Not to exceed $200 if interment is
in a civilian cemetery.

(b) Not to exceed $125 when remains
are shipped from, or delivered by, the
preparing funeral director to a receiving
funeral home designated by the next of
kin and subsequently interred in a na-
tional or post cemetery.

(¢) Not to exceed $75 when remains
are shipped from, or delivered by, the
preparing funeral home direct to the
superintendent of a national cemetery or
the commanding officer of a post ceme-
tery.

(2) The Secretary of the Army has
designated the Chief, National Guard
Bureau, as the authority to determine the
amount of burial expenses payable from
Federal funds in cases involving Army
National Guard personnel eligible under
paragraph (d) of this section, except
where the death occurs while:

(i) Performing training duty at an
active Army installation,

(ii) Traveling to or from such duty,

(iii) Hospitalized or undergoing treat-
ment, at Federal expense for injury in-
curred or disease contracted while per-
forming that duty or performing that
travel to an active Army installation.

(3) The active Army will be re-
sponsible for care of remains of Army
National Guard personnel who die while
on active duty or on full time training
duty at an active Army installation, en
route to or from such active duty or full
time training duty, or while hospitalized
or undergoing treatment at Government
expense as authorized by law, for injuries,
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illness or disease contracted or incurred
while on such duty.

(f) Authorized expenses—(1) Re-
covery of remains. Recovery and identi-
fication of remains.

(2) Iiems of care and preparation. 1)
Notification to the next of kin or other
appropriate person.

(ii) Embalming and other preserva-
tive measures.

(iii) Hearse for removing remains
from the place of death to a funeral di-
rector's establishment and for delivery
of remains to a local cemetery or a com-
mon carrier terminal.

(iv) Funeral director’s services.

(v) Casket (or suitable receptable for
cremation purposes), and/or urn, with
outside box when required.

(vi) Burial and shipping permits.

(3) Cremation. Cremation only upon
written request of the person recognized
as the one to direct disposition of re-
mains.

(4) Clothing. (i) The clothing of the
deceased will be used to clothe the re-
mains, if available and in a clean and
serviceable condition.

(ii) When decedent’s own clothing is
not available, or is not suitable for burial,
necessary clothing will be provided.

(a) Suitable underclothing and hose;
complete appropriate uniform (except
shoes, cap, and gloves) commensurate
with the grade of the deceased at the
time of death; and complete insignia of
grade, organization and service, cam-
paign ribbons, and ribbons indicating
decorations and awards. _

(b) The uniform clothing will be
satisfactory and complete in every detail
as to size and fit, and will be clean and
pressed. The utmost care will be taken
to assure that proper insignia and rib-
bons are furnished and affixed.

(e) No clothing will be provided when
remains are mutilated to such an extent
that it is impossible to dress them in the
normal manner. Such remains will be
wrapped in suitable cloth material.

(iii) Clothing issues as indicated above
will not be made a charge against the ac-
counts of the deceased. Accountability
and responsibility for such items of is-
sued clothing will be terminated upon
execution by the responsible officer of DA
Form 1546 (Request for issue or Turn-in)
or a statement on DD Form 1150-1 (Re-
quest for issue or Turn-in) substantially
as follows:

The items of clothing enumerated above
were issued to clothe the remainsof . ___
for funeral purposes. At the time of his
death, the deceased was a member in good
standing in this organization.

(iv) In the case of an officer or war-
rant officer who is not entitled to issue
clothing or in the case of any enlisted
man where neither his own clothing nor
issue clothing is available, necessary
clothing may be purchased chargeable to
funds available for disposition of the re-
mains.

(5) Flag. An interment flag to drape .

the casket and to be presented to the
legal next of kin after the funeral. The
interment flag will be issued by the
United States Property and Fiscal Officer
to the organization commander of the

deceased. The signature of the organiza-
tion commander on the document of issue
will constitute a valid credit document
for accountability purposes.

(6) Transportation. (i) Necessary
transportation is authorized to ship the
remains (accompanied by an escort of
one person who is authorized round trip
transportation and other prescribed ex-
penses from Federal funds) to any town
or city, in either the United States or its
possessions or in a foreign country, des-
ignated by the person directing disposi-
tion of remains, or to a national or post
cemetery.

(ii) If the destination designated is a
common carrier terminal, common car-
rier transportation will be used for the
entire distance. If the destination desig-
nated is not a common carrier terminal,
common carrier transportation will be
used from the place of death to the com-
mon carrier terminal nearest the desti-
nation and hearse transportation may be
used from the common carrier terminal
nearest the destination to the destina-
tion.

(iii) Hearse transportation will also
be used for movement of remains from
the common carrier terminal at destina-
tion to the first place of delivery.

(7) Services included in interment al-
lowances. The allowance may include
the usual and customary services of in-
terment, such as hearse for the remains
to the cemetery and/or intermediaie
points; church services or clergyman’s
fees; obituary notices; vault; limousine
for the immediate family to and from the
cemetery; the services of a funeral direc-
tor; including the use of his facilities and
equipment; grave site or crypt; opening
and closing of the grave; and use of the
cemetery equipment.

(g) Procurement of initial services in-
cident to preparation of remains—(1)
How obtained. Services and merchan-
dise incident to preparation of remains
for shipment or burial will be obtained in
one of the following ways.

(1) Under contract.

(ii) By negotiation.

(iii) By next of kin.

(2) Under contract. When, in the
absence of the person having the right
to direct disposition, or at the specific
request of such person, Army National
Guard commanders are responsible for
arranging for preparation of remains,
active Army contracts will be utilized in
every instance if possible.

(3) By negotiation. In the absence of
the person having the right to direct
disposition, or at the specific request of
such person, commanders are responsible
for arranging for preparation of remains
for burial or shipment. If no Contract
for Care of Remains is in effect, the
Tequired services in each individual case
will be obtained by negotiation. Au-
thorities obtaining services by negotia-
tion will, if feasible, secure two or more
informal bids and will accept the bid
which is most advantageous to the
Government.

(4) By next of kin. In instances
where relatives making arrangements
with a funeral director for preparation
of remains, or in which relatives wish to
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select the merchandise to be used, com-~
manders should make no attempt to par-
ticipate in or interfere with the arrange-
ments. Participation by commanders
under such circumstances should be con-
fined to advising relatives of the limita-
tion on burial expenses as set forth in
paragraph (e) (1) of this section, and
that no expenditures in excess of those
amounts are reimbursable.

(h) Reimbursement for expenses
borne by individuals. When expenses
for a deceased person are borne by an
individual or individuals, reimbursement
may be made to such individual or in-
dividuals in an amount not in excess of
limitations of paragraph (e) of this
section.

(i) Burial in mnational cemeleries.
The remains of a member of the Army
National Guard whose death occurred
under honorable conditions while he
was:

(1) Performing training orduty under
sections 316, 503-505 of title 32, United
States Code, or performing authorized
travel to or from that duty or service.

(2) On inactive duty training author-
ized by section 502, of title 32, United
States Code or other provision of Fed-
eral law, or

(3) Hospitalized or undergoing treat-
ment, at the expense of the United
States for injury or disease contracted
or incurred under honorable conditions
under subparagraph (1) or (2) of this
paragraph, may be buried in a national
cemetery as provided by the Act of May
14, 1948, as amended (Public Law 86—
260, 73 Stat. 547, 24 U.S.C. 281), and
§§ 553.1 through 553.7 of this chapter.
(INGR 63, 80 April 1962] (Sec. 110, 70A
Stat. 600; 32 US.C. 110)) ~

J. C. LAMBERT,
Major General, U.S. Army,
The Adjutant General.

[FR. Doc. 62-5128; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:45 am.]

Title 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES,
AND VETERANS' RELIEF

Chapter I—Veterans Administration
PART 3—ADJUDICATION

Subpart A—Pension, Compensation,
and Dependency and Indemnity
Compensation

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS

1. In § 3.702, paragraph (e) is amended

and paragraph (f) is added to read as
follows:

§3.702 Dependency and indemmity
compensation.
L - o - w

(&) Widow becomes entitled. A widow
Who becomes eligible to receive death
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compensation by reason of liberalizing
provisions of any law may receive death
compensation or elect dependency and
indemnity compensation even though
dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion has been paid to a child or children
of the veteran.

(f) Death pension rate. (1) Effective
October 1, 1961, where the monthly rate
of dependency and indemnity compensa-
tion is less than the monthly rate of
death pension which would be payable if
the veteran’s death had not been service
connected, dependency and indemnity
compensation shall be paid in an amount
equal to the pension rate for any month
(or part thereof) in which this rate is
greater. (38 U.S.C.412(b))

(2) As to persons receiving dependency
and indemnity compensation on October
1, 1961, the higher rate shall not be paid
for any period prior to the date of receipt
of a claim therefor. A claim pending on
or filed subsequent to October 1, 1961,
is considered as including a claim for the
greater benefit.

2. Section 3.703 is revised to read as
follows:

§ 3.703 Two parents in same parental
line

.

(a) General. For periods on and after
January 1, 1959, death compensation is
not payable for a child if dependency and
indemnity compensation is paid to or for
a child or to the widow on account of the
child by reason of the death of another
parent in the same parental line. Effec-
tive June 9, 1960, where the death of one
such parent occurred on or after that
date, gratuitous benefits may not be paid
or furnished to or on account of any
child by reason of the death of more
than one parent in the same parental
line,

(b) Election. The child or his fidueci-
ary may elect to receive benefits based on
the service of either veteran. An election
of pension, compensation or dependency
and indemnity compensation based on
the death of one parent places the right
to such benefits based on the death of
another parent in suspension. The
suspension may be lifted at any time by
making another election.

(¢) Widow payee. Pension, compen-
sation or dependency and indemnity
compensation may not be paid to a
widow because of a child who is receiv-
ing pension, compensation or dependency
and indemnity compensation or, under
the circumstances described in § 3.707
(a) (2), war orphans’ educational assist-
ance, based on the death of another
parent in the same parental line. A
child who is not in the widow’s custody
may not receive an apportioned share of
the widow’s benefit concurrently with
benefits based on the death of another
parent in the same parental line.
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(d) Rate for other dependents. Where
a child receives benefits based on the
death of one parent, the rate payable to
the widow or other children based on the
death of another parent in the same
parental line will not exceed the amounts
which would be payable if the child were
receiving or an additional allowance were
being paid for such child in the second
case. (38 U.S.C. 3104(b) (2))

3. In § 3.704, paragraph (a) is amended
to read as follows:

§ 3.704 Elections within class of de-
pendents.

(a) Children. Where children are
eligible to receive monthly benefits under
more than one law, the election of bene-
fits by or on behalf of one child will not
serve to increase the rate allowable for
any other child. The rate payable for
each child will not exceed the amount
which would be paid if all children were
receiving benefits under the same law.

4. In § 3.707, paragraph (a) is amended
to read as follows:

§3.707 War orphans’ educational as-
sistance.

(a) (1) Election of war orphans’ edu-
cational assistance is a bar in the same
or any other case to further payments of
death pension, compensation, or depend-
ency and indemnity compensation after
age 18 because of approved school at-
tendance. Such benefits may be paid
concurrenfly, however, except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (2) of this para-
graph, for a child under the age of 18
years or for a helpless child.

(2) Effective June 9, 1960, an election
of either war orphans’ educational assist-
ance allowance or restorative training
allowance by or for a child, regardless of
age, is a bar to payment of death pension,
compensation or dependency and indem-
nity compensation based on the service
of another parent in the same parental
line where the death of one such parent
occurred on or after June 9, 1960.

(3) Election is final after one payment
has been made to or for a child or as an
administrative allowance to the school.
Payment will be considered to have been
made when the school has submitted a
certification of the child's enrollment
and a certification of training, thereby
establishing entitlement to payment of
an administrative (the reporting) allow-
ance for the certification. (38 U.S.C.
1701; 1762; 3104(b)(2))

(72 Stat. 1114; 88 U.S.C. 210)

These regulations are effective May 29,
1962,

[sEAL] W. J. DRIVER,
Deputy Administrator.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5153; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:47 am.]




Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

[7 CFR Part 9101
[Docket No. AO-144-A10]

LEMONS GROWN IN CALIFORNIA
AND ARIZONA

Notice of Recommended Decision
and Opportunity To File Written
Exceptions With Respect to Pro-
posed Amendment of Amended
Marketing Agreement and Order
Regulating Handling

Pursuant to the rules of practice and
procedure, as amended, governing pro-
ceedings to formulate marketing agree-
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part
900), notice is hereby given of the filing
with the Hearing Clerk of this recom-
mended decision with respect to the pro-
posed amendment of the marketing
agreement, as amended, and Order No.
910, as amended (7 CFR Part 910), here-
inafter referred to collectively as the
“order,” regulating the handling of
lemons grown in California and Arizona,
to be made effective pursuant to the
provisions of the Agricultural Marketing
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (secs.
1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674), hereinafter referred to as the
“act.” Interested parties may file writ-
ten exceptions to this recommended de-
cision with the Hearing Clerk, United
States Department of Agriculture, Room
112, Administration Building, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., not later than the close of
business of the fifteenth day after pub-
lication thereof in the FEDERAL REGISTER.
Exceptions should be filed in quadrupli-
cate.

Preliminary statement. The public
hearing, on the record of which the pro-
posed amendment of the order is for-
mulated, was initiated by the Agricul-
tural Marketing Service as a result of
proposals submitted by Pure Gold, Inc.,
Sunkist Growers, Inc., and Western
Fruit Growers Sales Co. In accordance
with the applicable provisions of the
aforesaid rules of practice and procedure,
a notice that such public hearing would
be held on February 9, 1962, in Room
810, Federal Building, 312 North Spring
Street, Los Angeles, California, was pub-
lished in the FEpErRAL REGISTER (27 F.R.
475) on January 17, 1962.

Material issues. The material issues
presented on the record of the hearing
were concerned with amending the order
to.

(1) Authorize marketing research and
development projects;

(2) Redefine the production area cov-
ered by the order and the boundaries
of the districts within such area;

(3) Increase to 20 percent the per-
mitted tolerance for overshipment of the
weekly allotment;
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(4) Provide for the issuance of special
allotments to handlers in District 3 who
have lemons ready for shipment at an
earlier date than other handlers in such
district;

(5) Clarify the language in § 910.52 of
the order with respect to committee rec-
ommendation for increasing the quan-
tity of lemons to be handled;

(6) Provide that District 3 shall have
additional grower representation on the
committee; and

(7) Increase to $15 the compensation
paid to committee members.

Findings and conclusions. The find-
ings and conclusions on the material is-
sues, all of which are based upon the evi-
dence adduced at the hearing and the
record thereof, are as follows:

(1) The provisions of the order should
be amended to extend the scope of activi-
ties thereunder by authorizing the com-
mittee to undertake marketing research
and development projects designed to as-
sist, improve, or promote the marketing,
distribution, and consumption of lemons.
The expenses of such projects, as author-
ized by the act, are to be paid out of as-
sessment income.

Through the medium of research, the
committee should be able to develop in-
formation on improved methods of han-
dling and marketing lemons which would
be of value to the industry in establish-
ing more orderly marketing and expand-
ing market outlets. It was indicated, at
the hearing, that marketing research
designed to expand and promote the
marketing of lemons in new and existing
market outlets needs to be undertaken.
Also, new and better methods of control-
ling market diseases, particularly decay,
need to be developed. It was pointed out,
however, that the scope and character of
the projects that may be undertaken
should not be limited more than is speci-
fled in the act. The committee should
be in a position to undertake any mar-
keting research and development project,
authorized by the act, as the circum-
stances indicate would tend to broaden
the market for lemons.

The work in connection with any such
marketing research and development
project should, of course, be performed
in the most economical and efficient
manner possible. Thus, the committee
should avail itself of the facilities of
either public or private agencies in carry-
ing out authorized research activities if it
would be more economical or expeditious
to do so. It is not intended that the
research activities of the committee
duplicate work already performed or un-
derway by other agencies. However, it
may be that additional research, or more
intensive study than that underway, may
be needed; in which case the committee
should cooperate with the other agencies
concerned in carrying out the particular
project.

As the Secretary is charged with the
responsibility for administration of the

order, plans for research and develop-
ment projects should be submitted for
his approval prior to conduct of the work,

(2) The production area covered by
the order should include all of the State
of California that is south of a line drawn
due east and west through the town of
Turlock, California. The northern
boundary of the California portion of the
production area is currently placed at
the 37th Parallel. Recently there have
been plantings of lemon and other citrus
fruit trees north of the 37th Parallel and
seed beds have been started in the area
which are capable of producing a quarter
of a million citrus fruit trees for future
plantings. There currently are no
plantings of lemons in the immediate
vicinity of Turlock nor near a line drawn
due east and west through this town.
However, so that such line can be located
with some precision, it should be drawn
through the post office in Turlock. The
lemons that will be produced from the
new plantings, north of the 37th Parallel,
will have characteristics similar to those
produced in District 1, will have the
same marketing season, and will probably
be prepared for market in the packing-
houses presently located in Distriet 1.
It is concluded, therefore, that the pro-
duction area, as hereinafter set forth, is
the smallest regional production area
that is practicable, consistently with
carrying out the declared policy of the
act.

The production area covered by the or-
der is divided into prorate districts for
the purpose of regulation as the lemons
grown in such districts have different
marketing seasons. As indicated, the
lemons grown in California north of the
37th Parallel have similar characteris-
tics and marketing season to those grown
in District 1 so the additional area to be
incorporated into the production area
covered by the order should be placed in
District 1. In addition to the plantings
of lemon trees north of the 37th Parallel,
recent small plantings also have been
made in District 1 in the counties of
Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo.
Lemon trees in these counties bloom and
set fruit during all months of the yezar,
similar to the trees in District 2, while
the lemon trees in other portions of Dis-
trict 1 produce one crop annually which
is marketed, generally, during a 5-month
period in the winter and spring. As the
lemons produced in Santa Barbara and
San Luis Obispo have characteristics and
a marketing season similar to those
grown in District 2, such counties
should be placed in such district rather
than in District 1. The districts should,
therefore, be defined as hereinafter set
forth.

(3) Under the current provisions of
the order, handlers are authorized to
overship their respective allotments in
an amount not to exceed 19 percent of
such allotment or one carload, whichever
is the greater. Any such overshipment
by a handler is offset by deduction of an
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equal amount of allotment from that
which such handler otherwise would re-
ceive the following week. The over-
shipment privilege was made & part of
the order as & handler experiences dif-
ficulty in handling during a week the
exact number of boxes of lemons author-
ized by the allotment issued to him for
such week and some flexibility of opera~-
tion is necessary.

The evidence of record shows that ad-~
ditional flexibility could be provided
without adversely affecting the purposes
of the program regulations. The de-
mand for lemons often increases sharply
due to changes in the weather or other
conditions. Thus, the demand during a
particular week may be underestimated
when the level of regulation for that
week is being considered. If the in-
creased demand develops at the end of
the week, some sales of lemons may be
lost as it may then be too late to increase
the weekly velume of shipments. It was
testified that increasing the permitted
percentage of overshipments would tend
to correct this situation. On the other
hand, should all handlers ship lemons in
an amount equal to their respective al-
lotments plus the -proposed 20 percent
overshipment tolerance and the demand
did not justify shipments in such quan-
tity, shipments could be “cutback” un-
der the following week’s allotment to the
extent required to offset the unjustified
overshipments.

The order should be amended, there-
fore, to increase the permitted overship-
ment of allotment to 20 percent or one
carload, whichever quantity is the
greater.

(4) The order should provide for the
issuance of “early availability allot-
ments” to handlers in District 3. These
special provisions are needed fo adapt
the procedure for allocating the quan-
tity of lemons permitted to be handled to
the unique situation which exists in such
district. Lemons produced in District 3
in the area near Yuma, Arizona, attain
marketable size approximately one
month earlier than the lemons produced
in other portions of that district. Also
lemons produced in the Yuma area at-
tain peak market quality during Septem-
ber and October while thz lemons in
other portions of District 3 are at their
best from mid-October to January.
When production of lemons in the Yuma
area was small, regulation at the begin-
ning of the marketing season could be
deferred until all handlers in the district
had marketable lemons available. This
is no longer the case, however, as lemon
production in the Yuma area is expand-
ing and has already increased fo about
2,500 carloads per year.

In order to provide allotment to han-
dlers in Distriet 3 at the time when their
lemons are most suitable for marketing,
allotment should be issued at the be-
ginning of the season only to those han-
dlers who have marketable lemons avail-
able. Handlers having such lemons at
this time should apply to the committee
for “early availability allotments” stat-
Ing the quantity of such allotment
desired for the particular week; and, to
the extent that market opportunity and
conditions of supply throughout the pro-
duction area will permit, such requests
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should be granted. It is conceivable, of

quantity of lemons which, based upon
consideration of all supply and demand
factors, should be handled in the District.
Thus, the total quantity of early avail-
ability allotment issued to applying han-
dlers may be less than the total quantity
applied for, if the committee so decides.
In such instances, the total early avail-
ability allotments issued by the commit-
tee should be distributed among the
applying handlers in the ratio that each
handler's reguest for such allotment is
to the total requests of all handlers.
Such distribution of the early availability
allotments should be utilized as there is
no practical means available for deter-
mining, on a weekly basis, the quantity of
marketable lemons which individual
handlers have available. The order
should provide, however, that the early
availability allotments issued to a han-
dler should not permit such handler to
handle more than his proporiionate
share of the total guantity of lemons es-
timated by the committee to be handled
by all handlers in the district during the
entire marketing season. Such a provi-
sion is necessary to assure that in the
distribution of early availability allot-
ments, no handler will be permitted to
handle more than his equitable share of
the total quantity of lemons to be han-
dled. A procedure should also be pro-
vided in the order to adjust the prorate
base of handlers receiving early avail-
ability allotments when marketable
demons generally are available in all
areas of District 3, so as to offset the ad-
vantage which would otherwise accrue
to such handlers. This can be accom-
plished by providing that, upon reaching
the period when marketable lemons are
available generally, the lemons available
for current shipment of each handler
receiving early availability allotment
shall be reduced by the quantity of early
availability allotments issued to such
handler. This will have the effect of
reducing the weekly allotments of such
handlers, when marketable lemons gen-
erally are available, below that which
they otherwise would receive each week.
It would, also, correspondingly increase
the weekly allotments of the handlers
who had not received early availability
allotments. Such procedure will be
equitable to all handlers since it will tend
to provide each with a greater share of
the total allotment, and thus accelerated
movement of lemons during the period
when such handler’s lemons are most
suitable for marketing.

The committee should formulate pro-
cedures, subject to aproval by the Secre-
tary, to govern the application for, and
the issuance of, early availability allot-
ments, as a regular and orderly proce-
dure should be adopted to carry out these
provisions of the order.

The provisions of the order relating
to overshipments, undershipments and
loan privileges should apply to early
availability allotments the same as to the
regular allotments issued under the order
as this flexibility of operations is needed
whenever regulations are in effect.
There was considerable discussion at the
hearing concerning the application of the

allotment loan provisions to early avail-
ability allotment. It was contended that
the loaning of such allotment should be
prohibited as handlers might inflate
their requests for early availability al-
lotment if it were possible to loan to
others any portion of such allotment
granted which was in excess of actual
shipments. The evidence of record
shows that such a restriction is not war-
ranted, however, inasmuch as (1) loans
could be made only to other handlers to
whom early availability allotment had
been issued because the order requires
all allotment loans to be between han-
dlers to whom allotments are issued, (2)
handlers desiring early availability al-
lotment may reasonably be expected to
request as much allotment as they will
be able to use, and therefore, only lim-
ited loaning of early availability allot-
ment wil be possible, and (3) any han-
dler obtaining an excess of early
availability allotment over that which
he is able to use or loan would lose al-
lotment and, further, woud have his pro-
rate base reduced more than if he had
applied for early availability allotment
in an amount equal to his actual ship-
ments.

(5) Provision is currently made in the
order for increasing the quantity of lem-
ons that may be handled during any week
whenever such an increase is deemed
advisable “because of unusual or unfore-
seen changes in the demand for lemons.”.
Actually, such an increase may be de-
sirable for other reasons. For example,
conditions in one district or portion of
a district may be such that handlers can-
not use the allotment that has been is-
sued to them. Under these circum-
stances, even though there is no unusual
or unforeseen change in the demand for
lemons, it is necessary io increase the
quantity of lemons to be handled, either
for another district or for the particular
district, over that originally fixed in or-
der that total shipments of lemons dur-
ing the particular week will actually
equal the amount that it was believed
should be shipped when the regulation
for that week was issued. The order
should be amended, therefore, to pro-
vide that an increase in the permitted
weekly shipments of lemons may be ini-
tiated whenever such action is believed
desirable. Of course, any such increase
should be made only if there are good
and sufficient reasons for such action.

(6) The administrative committee es-
tablished under the order currently is
composed of eight grower members, four
handler members, and one nonindustry
member who is neither a grower nor a
handler nor in any other way directly
connected with the lemon industry. The
current administrative committee is es-
tablished, and its members nominated,
and selected, in a manner to give recog-
nition to the organizational structure of
the industry. Geographical grower rep-
resentation on the committee is provided
by requiring that, of the grower members
or alternate members nominated and se-
lected to represent the cooperative mar-
keting organization handling more than
60 percent of the total volume of lemons
handled, at least one nominee for mem-
ber or alternate member shall be from
and represent District 1 and at least one
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nominee for member or alternate mem-
ber shall be from and represent District 3.

Production of lemons in Distriet 3 is
increasing, particularly in the Yuma
area, and the grower representation on
the committee from that district should
be increased. It was testified at the
hearing that nearly half of the lemons
produced in the Yuma area is marketed
through so called independent (nonco-
operatives) marketing organizations.
Therefore, since the large cooperative
marketing organization already must
nominate at least one grower member or
alternate member from District 3, the
additional grower representation for this
district should be nominated by the
growers who market their lemons
through the independent handler or-
ganizations. The order should provide,
therefore, that one of the nominees for
grower member or alternate member,
made under §910.22(d) of the order,
shall be from and represent District 3,
and that, in making selections for mem-
berships on the committee, the Secretary
should select at least one qualified
grower member or alternate member to
represent such District.

One witness at the hearing testified
that at least one of the eight grower
members should represent the major
lemon producing area (Yuma) of District
3 and that it would not be satisfactory
for such representation to be provided
by means of an alternate grower mem-
ber. It was contended that an alternate
member’s service on the committee is
restricted and an alternate member
would- not provide the continuing flow
of information needed by the Arizona
lemon growers. Section 910.28 of the
order provides that, insofar as practi-
cable, the growers of lemons in Districts
1 and 3 who are selected to membership
on the committee shall attend, and serve
as member at, each meeting of the com-
mittee to consider regulations applicable
to lemons shipped from the respective
district. Therefore, whether any such
grower is appointed as member or alter-
nate member, he is authorized to act as
member at all committee meetings held
for the purpose of formulating regula-
tions during the period the district he
represents is shipping lemons. The rec-
ord does not contain any cogent evidence
as to the reasons why a grower represent-
ative on the committee should continue
to serve as member at committee meet-
ings held for the primary purpose of
recommending regulation of lemon ship-
ments during the period when the dis-
trict such grower represents does not
have any lemons available for shipment.
It is concluded, therefore, that the order
should be amended as hereinafter set
forth.

(7) The marketing order should pro-
vide that members of the administrative
committee be compensated at a rate not
to exceed $15 for each day, or portion
thereof, spent in attending meetings of
the committee. The current provisions
of the order fixes such compensation at
not to exceed $10 per day or portion
thereof. All of the evidence in this re-
gard, adduced at the hearing, supported
an increase in the rate of compensation.
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It was evident, however, that those testi-
fying were in agreement that none of
the suggested rates of compensation
would be adequate payment for services
to the industry provided by the com-
mittee members. Therefore, there is
little basis for fixing such compensation
at any particular amount. It is obvious,
however, that costs have increased since
the time the current rate of compensa-
tion was fixed, and an increase in such
compensation to $15, as set forth in the
notice of hearing, would tend to offset
such increased costs.

(8) It was proposed in the notice of
hearing that the order be amended so
as to provide that, with respect to Dis-
trict 2, the term “lemons available for
current shipment” would include only
those lemons which potentially are mar-
ketable as fresh fruit under applicable
laws. The evidence of record does not
support the adoption of this proposal.

Rulings on proposed findings and con-
clusions. At the close of the hearing,
the Presiding Officer announced that in-
terested persons would be allowed until,
and including, March 1, 1962, to file pro-
posed findings and conclusions, and writ-
ten arguments or briefs, with respect to
the facts presented in evidence at the
hearing. Such a brief was filed, within
the preseribed time, by Col. Norman J.
Riebe, a grower of lemons, P.O. Box 1811,
Yuma, Arizona. The brief contains pro-
posed findings and conclusions, and argu-
ments, with respect to the proposals
contained in the notice of hearing. It
also contains arguments and proposals
which, if adopted, would incorporate
provisions into the order that either are
outside the scope of the notice of hear-
ing or are not adequately supported by
the evidence in the record. For example,
it is argued that certain provisions of
the order relating to District 2 are dis-
criminatory and designed to create a
marketing advantage for such district,
and, to offset such provisions, the
amended order should contain provisions
for grade regulations. Also, it is con-
tended that the amended order should
provide that all eight grower members
of the administrative committee should
be “uncommitted” and nominated by all
lemon growers rather than, for certain
positions, by the lemon marketing or-
ganizations. Such provisions are not
recommended for adoption. This does
not, however, preclude consideration of
these matters at a future hearing upon
appropriate notice to all persons likely
to be affected. Each point covered in
the brief has been considered carefully,
consistent with the scope of the notice
and the evidence in the record, in mak-
ing the findings and reaching the con-
clusion hereinbefore set forth. All pro-
posals in the brief which are inconsistent
with the findings and conclusions con-
tained herein are denied on the basis of
the facts found and stated in connection
with this decision.

General findings. (1) The marketing
agreement, as amended, and as hereby
proposed to be amended, and the order,
as amended, and as hereby proposed to
be amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectu-
ate the declared policy of the act;

(2) The marketing agreement, ag
amended, and as hereby proposed to be
amended, and the order, as amended, and
as hereby proposed to be amended, regu-
late the handling of lemons grown in the
designated production area in the same
manner as, and are applicable only to
persons in the respective classes of indus-
trial or commercial activity specified in,
the marketing agreement and order upon
which hearings have been held;

(3) The marketing agreement, as
amended, and as hereby proposed to be
amended, and the order, as amended, and
as hereby proposed to be amended, are
limited in their application to the small-
est regional production area that is prac-
ticable consistently with carrying out the
declared policy of the act:

(4) The marketing agreement, as
amended, and as hereby proposed to be
amended, and the order, as amended,
and as hereby proposed to be amended,
prescribe, so far as practicable, such dif-
ferent terms, applicable to different parts
of the production area, as are necessary
to give due recognition to differences in
the production and marketing of lemons:
and

(5) All handling 6f lemons grown in
the designated production area is in the
current of interstate or foreign com-
merce or directly burdens, obstructs, or
affects such commerce.

Recommended amendment of the mar-
keting agreement and order. The fol-
lowing amendment of the amended
marketing agreement and order is rec-
omended as the detailed means by which
the aforesaid conclusions may be carried
out:

§910.15 [Amendment]

1. The provisions of § 910.15 Produc-
tion area are revised to read as follows:

“Production area” means the State of
Arizona and that part of the State of
California south of a line drawn due east
and west through the post office in Tur-
lock, California.

§910.22 [Amendment]
2. The following sentence is added at
the end of § 910.22(d): “At least one of

the nominees for member or alternate
member shall be a grower in Distriet 3.”

§910.23 [Amendment]

3. The following sentence is inserted
immediately preceding the last sentence
in § 910.23: “At least one of the growers
so selected shall be a grower of lemons
in District 3.”

§ 910.29 [Amendment]

4. The amount “$10” is deleted from
§ 910.29 and the amount “$15” is substi-
tuted therefor.

5. A new § 910.33 is added as follows:

§ 910.33 Marketing research and de-
velopment.

The committee, with the approval of
the Secretary, may establish or provide
for the establishment of marketing re-
search and development projects de-
signed to assist, improve, or promote
the marketing, distribution, and con-
sumption of lemons; the expenses of
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such projects to be paid from funds col-
lected pursuant to this part.

§910.51 [Amendment]

6. Paragraph (c) of § 910.51 is revised
to read as follows: °

(¢) At any time during a week for
which the Secretary, pursuant to § 910.52,
has fixed the quantity of lemons which
may be handled during such week, the
committee may, if such action is deemed
advisable, recommend to the Secretary
that such guantity be increased for such
week., Any such recommendation, to-
gether with the committee’s reasons for
such recommendation, shall be submitted
promptly to the Secretary.

§910.57 [Amendment]

7. The words “ten percent” are de-
leted wherever they appear in §910.57
and the words “twenty percent” are sub-
stituted therefor.

8. A new § 910.61a as follows:

§910.61la Early availability allotments.

Notwithstanding the provisions of
§ 910.56 the committee may, prior to the
time marketable lemons generally are
available in District 3, issue special al-
Jotments to handlers in such district who
have marketable lemons available for
handling. Such handlers may apply to
the committee for such allotments on
forms preseribed by the committee, and
shall furnish to the committee such in-
formation as it may require. On the
basis of all available information and
after consideration of all of the factors
enumerated in § 910.51(b), the commit-
tee shall determine the extent to which
early availability allotment shall be
granted. Such allotments approved by
the committee shall be distributed to all
handlers who qualify therefor in pro-
portion to the quantity requested by each
handler in his application: Provided,
however, That early availability allot-
ments issued to any handler shall not
permit the handling of a larger share
of the lemons available for current ship-
ment of such handler than the share of
the lemons available for current ship-
ment in District 3 estimated at the be-
ginning of the season, to be allotted to
all handlers. Early availability allot-
ments may be loaned only to handlers
to whom early availability allotments
have been granted. When marketable
lemons generally are available to the
handlers in District 3, the early avail-
ability allotments issued shall be offset
or repaid by deducting from the lemons
available for current shipment of each
handler who has received such allot-
ments a quantity equal to the early
availability allotments issued to him.
The committee shall, with the approval
of the Secretary, adopt procedural rules
and regulations to effectuate the provi-
sions of this part.

§910.64 [Amendment]

9. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of §910.64
Districts are revised to read as follows:

() “District 1" shall include that
part of the State of California which is
south of a line drawn due east and west
Lhrough the post office in Turlock, Cal-
ifornia, and north of a line drawn due
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east and west through the post office in
Gorman, California, but shall exclude
San Luis Obispo and Santa Barbara
Counties and that part of San Bernar-
dino County located east of the 115th
Meridian.

(b) “District 2” shall include that part
of the State of California which is south
or west of District 1, but shall exclude
the area east of a line drawn due north
and south through the post office in
White Water, California.

Dated: May 24, 1962.

Joun P. Duncaw, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5185; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 a.m.]

[7 CFR Part 9871
[Docket No. AO 269-A2]

HANDLING OF DOMESTIC DATES
PRODUCED OR PACKED IN DES-
IGNATED AREA OF CALIFORNIA

Notice of Recommended Decision
and Opportunity To File Written
Exceptions With Respect to Pro-
posed Amendment of the Market-
ing Agreement and Order, as
Amended

Pursuant to the rules of practice and
procedure, as amended, governing pro-
ceedings to formulate marketing agree-
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part
900), notice is hereby given of the filing
with the Hearing Clerk, United States
Department of Agriculture, of this rec-
ommended decision of the Department
with respect to a proposed amendment
of the marketing agreement, as amend-
ed, and Order No. 987, as amended (7
CFR Part 987), regulating the handling
of domestic dates produced or packed in
a designated area of California (herein-
after collectively referred to as the
“order”). The order is effective pursu-
ant to the provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601-674), hereinafter
referred to as the “act”, and any amend-
ment which may result from this pro-
ceeding also will be effective pursuant to
the act.

Interested persons may file written ex-
ceptions to this recommended decision
with the Hearing Clerk, United States
Department of Agriculture, Room 112,
Administration Building, Washington 25,
D.C., not later than the close of business
on the 10th day after publication of this

‘recommended decision in the FEpERAL

REecisTER. Exceptions should be filed in
quadruplicate.

Preliminary statement. The public
hearing on the record of which the pro-
posed amendment of the order is formu-
lated was held in Indio, California, on
April 2, 1962, pursuant to a notice thereof
which was publizched in the FEperaL REG-
ISTER on March 15, 1962 (27 FP.R. 2477).
The notice of the hearing included pro-
posals submitted by the Date Adminis-
trative Committee (hereinafter referred
to as the “Committee’”)—the agency es-
tablished pursuant to the order to admin-
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ister the terms and provisions thereof—
and four proposals by the Fruit and Veg-

Material tcauec The material issues
presented on the record of the heurtng
involve amendatory action relating to

(1) Updating the legal citation of the

(2) Broadening the definition of dates
to include the Halawy variety within the
scope of the order;

(3) Selecting a successor when a se-
lectee fails to qualify;

(4) Revision of “inspection agency"”
references to read “inspection service";

(5) Deletion of forfeiture provision
from §987.44(b) ;

(6) Deletion of the specified factor for
converting pitted dates to a whole date
equivalent and authorization for the
Committee to prescribe an appropriate
factor;

(7) Revision of “withholding per-
centage” references to read “‘withhold-

obligation with excess restricted .dispo-
sition of the preceding crop year;

(9) Authorization for the Commitiee
to control and dispose of dates surplus to
normal outlets and -make conforming
changes in the definitions of “handle”
and “cull dates";

(10) Clarifying application of grade,
container and identification require-
ments for restricted dates for export;

(11) Authorization for the Commit-
tee to establish the type of records
which handlers shall maintain;

(12) Authorizing the Committee to
establish and maintain an operating re-
serve fund; and

(13) Inclusion of a provision defining
the rights of the Secretary.

Findings and conclusions. "The find-
ings and conclusions on the material is~
sues, all of which are based upon the evi-
dence adduced at the hearing and the
record thereof, are as follows:

(1) Section 987.2, the definition of the
term “act”, meaning Public Act No. 10,
73d Congress, as amended and as re-
enacted and amended by the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,
as amended, should be revised by delet-
ing the limited citation currently con-
tained therein and substituting therefor
the citation “secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended; T U.S.C. 601 et seq.”, therehy
covering the statutory authority pur-
suant to which the order is operative.
Thus, the proposed citation would mot
only include the authority for the origi-
nal marketing agreement and order and
the authority for the subsequent amend-
ment thereof, but also the authority for
the further amendment thereof as herein
proposed if it should hecome effective.

(2) The definition of “dates™ (§ 987.5)
should be broadened by adding the va-
riety “Halawy” immediately after “Za-
hidi,” so that the Halawy variety of dates
would be included within the scope of
fhe order as herein proposed to be
amended. The term “dates” is mow de-
fined in the order to mean the Deglet
Noor, Zahidi, and Khadrawy varieties of
domestic dates produced or packed in the
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area of production. Testimony presented
at the promulgation hearing in 1955 in-
dicated that regulation of varieties in
addition to the three of largest produc-
tion (.e., Deglet Noor, Zahidi and Kha~-
drawy) would not be necessary for three
to five years. The present methods
whereby Halawy dates are handled indi-
cate they should now be added to the
order to promote the objectives of the
act.

As shown by the evidence adduced at
the amendment hearing, Halawy dates
now constitute the fourth largest bear-
ing acreage in the area of production,
and a major portion of such production
is packaged and handled in competition
with the three varieties now regulated.
Since the processing, packaging and
handling of Halawy dates by commercial
handlers is identical to and part of the
operations of these handlers on those
varieties now regulated, that wvariety
should also be subject to the provisions
of the order, including grade, container
and volume regulations. Each of the
four varieties is often sold as “California
Dates”, in identical containers and with-
out reference to variety, and most con-
sumers would not be able to distinguish
between them. Recent research activity
under the order is applicable to the
preparation for market and marketing
of Halawy dates.

According to the evidence presented at
the hearing, the commercial production
of Halawy dates is limited to the vicinity
of Indio (Riverside County), California,
such dates are generally handled by all
handlers regulated by the order, and, as
hereinbefore discussed, are packaged
and handled in the same manner as the
three date varieties covered by the order.
On the basis of the limited area in which
Halawy dates are produced and their
being packaged and handled generally
in the same counties as the date varieties
currently subject to regulation, it is
concluded that the area of production
for purposes of including Halawy dates
within the coverage of the order as pro-
posed to be amended should continue to
be the same as the “area of production”
as defined in § 987.4, which is also the
smallest regional production area prac-
ticable for the order as proposed to be
amended. Moreover, all of the provi-
sions of the order which are not pro-
posed for change as a result of this
amendment promulgation proceeding
and the new or modified provisions rec-
ommended herein are appropriate and
necessary for operations under the order
as proposed to be amended and would
constitute a suitable and workable pro-
gram for the four varieties of dates as
would tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the act. All things consid-
ered, therefore, Halawy dates should be
included in the order in the same man-
ner and be subject to the same provisions
as the varieties now regulated.

(3) Section 987.26 (Vacancies) should
be revised to recognize that although a
vacancy on the Committee does not occur
when a nominee selected by the Secre-
tary fails to qualify by filing a written
acceptance of such selection with the
Secretary, there exists a need to nom-
inate a successor. Section 987.23 pro-
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vides that the term of office shall be one
year but that an incumbent member or
alternate shall continue to serve until
his successor has been selected and has
qualified. Consequently, there is no va-
cancy when a person selected by the Sec-
retary fails to qualify but adherence to
the concept of one year terms of office
requires selection of a successor. There-
fore, the provisions of § 987.26 should be
amended to read as hereinafter set forth.

(4) The term “agency” appearing in
§ 987.41(c) should be changed to “serv-
ice”. The organizations employed under
marketing orders to perform commodity
inspections are not agents, in the legal
sense, of the Committee or of the Secre-
tary. Such organizations atre available
for hire and are named in marketing
orders for the purpose of establishing the
party whose function is to determine
whether the commodity meets or fails to
meet the grade or other requirements
established under the order. So that
persons may be more accurately advised
of this relationship, “service” should be
used in lieu of “agency” in both the head-
ing and body of the paragraph.

(5) Section 987.44(b) should be
amended by deleting the last sentence in
that paragraph. This sentence sets forth
the forfeiture prescribed by section 8a(5)
of the act prior to its amendment by the
“Agricultural Act of 1961” and is incon-
sistent with the forfeiture now prescribed
by the act, as amended. As so amended,
§ 987.44(b) would continue to provide
that the dates handled by any handler
in accordance with the provisions of the
order shall be determined to be that han-
dler’s quota fixed by the Secretary within
the meaning of section 8a(5) of the act.
Reference to that section of the act per-
mits ready ascertainment of the extent
of the forfeiture, and the proposed dele~
tion from the order would obviate the
need for amendment of the order in the
event that the statutory forfeiture is
further amended.

(6) Section 987.45(a) should be
amended by deleting the pitting factor
““0.90” contained in the last sentence of
that paragraph and substituting therefor
the phrase “a divisor established by the
Committee with the approval of the Sec-
retary”. The factor is for use in deter-
mining the whole date equivalent (.e.,
weight) of a given quantity of pitted
dates. The record shows the factor
“0.90” to be too high and that a factor
of about “0.875" would be more accurate.
However, it is likely that the latter factor
will change as a result of technological
advances. Therefore, to avoid the need
for future amendment proceedings, the
order should not continue to specify a
particular factor, but should authorize
the Committee, with the approval of the
Secretary, to establish such factor.
There would thus be available a simpler
technique to assure that withholding ob-
ligations under the order will be in line
with current pitting-loss ratios.

The factor of 0.90 also appears in
§ 987.72 Assessments. The changes pro-
posed to be made in that section (dis-
cussed in material issue numbered (12))
include the deletion of that factor and
substitution therefor of the recom-
mended phrase as a conforming change
and for the reasons contained herein.

(7) The term “withholding percent-
age”, appearing in § 987.45, should be
changed to “withholding factor” in or-
der to avoid confusion with the term
“restricted percentage”. It is believed
by some in the industry that the “with-
holding percentage” determines the pro-
portion of the dates currently available
for handling which must be set aside by
handlers. Under the order, however, the
“withholding percentage” is the factor
that is determined by dividing the re-
stricted percentage by the free percent-
age, and, when applied to handler ship-
ments of dates, serves as a ready means
of determining the extent of a handler’s
restricted obligation, while the “re-
stricted percentage” governs the quantity
of dates to be withheld.

(8) Section 987.45(d) should be
amended by adding a sentence, reading
as hereinafter set forth, at the end of
that paragraph. This change would
permit any handler during a crop year
to divert a quantity of marketable dates
to product outlets in excess of his re-
stricted obligation and receive credit,
within limits, to be applied against his
restricted obligation of the subsequent
crop year. Under the order, a handler
diverting any such excess quantities into
outlets for restricted dates during a crop
year rather than carrying such excess
into the succeeding crop year, either
(i) receives no credit for such diversion
not only in the crop year of diversion
to restricted outlets but in any subse-
quent crop year as well, or (ii) in the
current crop year had a quantity of dates
certified for further processing which
were not handled during such crop year
but were carried forward exempt from
certain handling obligations of the sub-
sequent crop year, and thereby causing
his free dates to be proportional, to the
extent practical, to his disposition of re-
stricted dates (including the excess mar-
ketable dates). In most instances, where
any substantial quantity of excess mar-
ketable dates is diverted, handlers follow
the course indicated in (ii). By so doing,
however, two inspections and two in-
spection charges—the original and a
recertification—are necessary on the
free dates, once when the dates are cer-
tified for further processing and again
after having been processed for shipment
but before handling. Moreover, some
handlers complete their operations in the
first six months of the crop year and
do not certify dates for further proc-
essing due to the long storage period
involved in early certification. Thus,
these handlers have been unable to take
advantage of a practice used by other
handlers but could participate in the
credit available under the proposed
change.

The setaside and disposal of restricted
dates, by each handler, tends to exceed
his restricted obligation because of dif-
ficulties in anticipating his obligation to
the end of the crop year, based on free
tonnage handled, and because of oppor-
tunities to dispose of dates in product
outlets. These give rise to excess with-
holding and disposal within a crop year,
and the order should contain a means
whereby all handlers may benefit from
such disposals, in terms of credit, against
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future restricted obligations and thereby
reduce annual carryovers.

However, some limit on the quantity
of restricted credit to be granted for dis-
position in a prior crop year is necessary
for sound administration of the program
and to prevent any handler from enter-
ing a year with his entire obligation
satisfied in advance. This limit should
pe established by the Committee, with
the approval of the Secretary, so that
changes may be made as experience is
acquired, and should be such as to pre-
serve the limitations on release of free
dates presently afTected by the establish-
ment of free and restricted percentages.

(9) Present § 987.47 Assistance to han-
dlers should be deleted and a new § 987.-
47 substituted to read as hereinafter set
forth. Present § 987.47 pertains to the
assistance which the Commitiee may
give to handlers in locating storage for
restricted dates, accounting for handlers’
control obligations, and in aecquiring
dates to meet any deficiency in their
handler obligations. Since these are
services which the Committee would
normally perform for handlers in the ab-
sence of any provisions specifically au-
thorizing such assistance, present § 987.-
47 is superfluous and should be deleted.

New § 987.47 should provide that all
cull dates and all substandard dates, in-
cluding dates blended with varieties
within the generic meaning of “dates”
not regulated by the order, except any
substandard dates released to human
consumption outlets in accordance with
present provisions of the order, are sur-
plus dates of any crop year. Handlers
should be prohibited from shipping or
delivering such surplus dates to other
than the Committee or its designee(s)
for disposition in eligible outlets. How-
ever, producers and handlers should be
permitted to dispose of cull dates of their
own production, including their own
packinghouse culls, within their own
livestock feeding operations. The Com-
mittee should be authorized to dispose
of surplus dates delivered to it at the
best prices attainable. It is to be under-
stood that in disposing of surplus, the
Committee may utilize any normal sell-
ing methods used by handlers, including
the use of agents or brokers. The Com-
mittee should be authorized to assist
handlers with the cleaning, storage or
delivery of surplus dates as many han-
dlers do not have adequate equipment
to perform these operations consistent
with the needs of disposition outlets.
Administration of this provision should
be consistent with the provisions of the
act, including those expressly relating to
the control and disposition of surplus.
The expenses incurred in receiving, han-
dling, holding, or disposing of surplus
dates by the Committee should be for the
account of the persons with equities in
such dates and the proceeds should be
distributed pro rata by the Committee,
after deduction of its costs, to equity
holders. Rules and regulations neces-
sary and incidental to the administration
of the regulation on surplus dates should
be established by the Committe with the
approval of the Secretary.

The purpose of this provision is to pro-
mote the producer return objectives of
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the act and to establish orderly market-
ing conditions on approximately seven
million to 10 million pounds of cull and
substandard dates annually, or as much
as 20 percent of the total annual date
production. The failure to regulate the
marketing of such dates has reduced to-
tal returns to producers, and hence this
provision would better tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the act. Under the
proposal, clean, sound, surplus dates
could be offered to buyers in quantities
suitable for livestock feeding, distillation
or dther outlets and, as a result, more
buyers would be willing to purchase such
dates. The increase in the number of
buyers and the opening of new outlets
can be expected to stimulate the demand
and improve the prices paid. A few pro-
ducers have usgd such material in their
own livestock feeding operations and this
should be permitted to continue as such
use does not affect the market for cull or
substandard dates. For the same rea-
son, any handler should be permitted to
use such dates, produced in the course of
his operations, in his own livestock feed-
ing. However, if any person, including
a producer, ships or delivers such dates
to eligible disposition outlets of another
person, he should be regarded as a han-
dler the same as a person selling or ship-
ping free dates into their outlets.
Whenever cull dates of unregulated va-
rieties are blended with regulated varie-
ties, it is necessary that the regulated
dates in such blends-be included in the
surplus pool. It is virtually impossible
to segregate commingled cull dates,
whether in the field or in the packing
house. In the packing house, for exam-
ple, different varieties of regulated and

‘unregulated dates are being graded and

packed at the same time although on
separate grading lines. Culls picked out
during this process are transported to a
central location where they are dumped
into a single bin, box or pile. In field
operations, culls of regulated varieties
often become commingled with unregu-
lated varieties due to the operating prac-
tices of field crews. Any attempt to sep-
arate culls would be costly in relation to
the low value of the product and hence
all such commingled dates would need o
be regarded in the disposition thereof as
regulafed dates.

Industry bargaining power with buyers
would be increased by one agency selling
the surplus dates and will be able to ne-
gotiate for a price which reflects the true
value of the culls. Potential users will be
more interested in the use of culls when
they are able to negotiate with one seller
having adequate supplies, rather than
negotiating with several sellers each with
insufficient supplies and erratic deliv-
eries. Centralized control of surplus
dates would also make it possible to de-
velop new outlets faster because small
experimental lots can be made available
to users without the financial sacrifices
which would be true if individuals made
such donations. In addition, it is easier
for a small industry such as the date in-
dustry to obtain product development
work by university or other researchers
when it is apparent that the result of
such work will benefit the entire indus-
try and not merely a segment. Finally,
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dependency on one out'et, which pres-
ently means payment is deferred for
several months, can be minimized.

It is necessary, in connection with this
proposed amendatory action to clearly
establish that certain dispositions of sur-
plus dates are acts of “handling” and
hence the definition of “handle” (§ 987.9)
should be modified by inserting after
“commerce” the phrase “including the
shipment or delivery of substandard
dates or cull dates into non-human con-
sumption outlets,”. Also, after “deliver-
ies by producers”, insert the words “of
other than cull dates”. The definition
of “cull dates” (§ 987.16) should be modi-
fied to make certain that dates commonly
regarded as field or packinghouse culls
but which may meet the requirements of
the Agricultural Code of California,
would not escape regulation by adding
thereto the words “and any dates residual
from field or packinghouse grading op-
erations.” These modifications are
necessary conforming changes to assure
sound operation of the proposal. In
order to avoid any possible inconsisten-
cies between the. provisions of § 987.47,
as proposed herein, and § 987.56 Outlets
for substandard and cull dates, and to
specify those outlets within the meaning
of “eligible outlets”, as that term is con-
tained in the proposed provisions of
§ 987.47, the words “Subject to the pro-
visions of § 987.47, * * *” should be added
at the beginning of the sole sentence now
contained in § 987.56.

(10) Section 987.55 Outlets for re-
stricted and other marketable dates
should be amended by inserting a new
sentence after the first sentence to eclarify
application of grade, container, and iden-
tification requirements for restricted
dates for export.

The grade and container provisions
of the order are not now limited to free
dates for domestic shipment. However,
in applying them to restricted dates
which are exported, it is necessary that
the different quality and different con-
tainer requirements essential to promot-
ing sales in various countries be
separately established in lieu of a single
requirement for all exports and domestic
shipments. Moreover, this would re-
quire identification at time of packing so
that compliance may be ascertained.
Maintenance and expansion of the ex-
port outlet in some countries is depend-
ent upon receipt of dates of high quality
in a restricted number of containers
which clearly permit the trade and con-
sumers to understand prices per weight
of dates. Other countries have lower
quality requirements and provide outlets
for dates in bulk or other inexpensive
containers. Both of these conditions
need to be recognized in the regulations
applicable to exports of restricted dates
and the supplying, and maintaining of,
export outlets, thereby tending to assure
orderly marketing conditions for exports
of restricted dates and augment overall
returns to date producers for the gquantity
of dates disposed of in the various out-
lets.

(11) Section 987.68 Verification of re-
ports should be amended by adding a new
sentence after the next to the last sen-
tence authorizing the Committee, with
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the approval of the Secretary, to estab-
lish the type of records which handlers
shall maintain. Records must be ade-
quate to permit verification of the re-
ports which handlers are required to sub-
mit to the Committee and to verify com-
pliance with the provisions of the order.
There is a wide variance in the record-
keeping currently employed by the in-
dustry, ranging from a haphazard, un-
systematic basis to thorough records
kept by qualified bookkeepers. Report-
ing errors, which seriously affect compli-
ance with the withholding obligations
and payment of assessments, are occa-
sionally difficult to detect in the absence
of handlers maintaining a minimum of
records. ‘The proposed amendment
would authorize the Committee to pre-
scribe such records and thereby improve
reporting, compliance and the efficiency
of program administration.

(12) Provisions on the establishment
and maintenance of an operating re-
serve should be added to the expense
and assessment provisions of the order
(§§ 987.71 through 987.74) and these pro-
visions should be reworded, as herein-
after set forth, to adopt the more con-
cise language of recent marketing orders
promulgated under the act. The order
authorizes certain activities which con-
stitute recurring items of expense to the
Committee, such as the administration
of grade, size, and container regulations
and marketing research and develop-
ment projects. Administration of such
activities creates a need for funds re-
gardless of the size of the assessable
poundage. In the past, the Committee
has been able to collect assessment funds
adequate to its financial requirements
when there has been an average or
above-average production of assessable
dates. However, a material reduction,
in any year, in the assessable poundage
on the basis of which the assessment rate
had been computed would interfere with
the ability of the Committee to finance
its annual obligations unless additional
funds are obtained on the basis of an
increased rate of assessment. A reserve
fund is therefore desirable so that the
Committee may have sufficient funds
available in a crop year when produc-
tion is below-average without necessitat-
ing an increase in the assessment burden
on handlers.

The maximum reserve necessary un-
der foreseeable crop fluctuations need not
exceed 50 percent of the average expenses
incurred during the most recent five crop
years. Such a fund should be established
in a manner to minimize the burden by
collecting a portion of the 50 percent
each year until the maximum is reached.
The amount collected each year should
constitute an item of expense of the
Committee for that year. For purposes
of good administration and to avoid un-
necessary adjustments, the Committee
should be authorized to accumulate the
maximum as proposed, and thereafter
should not be required to reduce the re-
serve to conform to any recomputed five-
year average. Once the maximum
reserve has been achieved, it is not con-
templated that the Committee would
collect additional funds except to main-
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tain such reserve at the authorized level
or unless there is a significant increase in
such five-year average. The Committee
should be authorized to use such funds
for the purposes for which collected and
hence for any expenses authorized by
§ 987.71. If it is necessary for the Com-
mittee to use reserve funds during a crop
year bhecause of inadequate assessment
income, the reserve funds should be re-
placed as the assessment income of that
vear subsequently permits the replace-
ment. To the extent that assessments
from a crop year exceed then current ex-
penses, including additions to reserve,
the provision for the refunding or credit-
ing of excess funds to those handlers who
contributed to such excess should be con-
tinued. In view of the well established
principle that obligations to a govern-
ment agency may be offset with funds
owed by such agency, the order should be
further amended to provide that the ex-
cess due any handler may be applied, in
whole or in part, by the Committee to
any outstanding obligation due the Com-
mittee from such handler,

Establishment of the operating reserve
fund may result in an accumulation of
funds which are not expended and which
are held by the Committee should this
regulatory program be terminated. Such
funds are equities of individual handlers
and the order should be amended to pro-
vide that such funds be distributed in
such manner as the Secretary may direct
and, to the extent practicable, to the
persons from whom such funds were
collected.

It should be recognized that funds
covered by the expenses and assessment
provisions of the order do not include
funds or expenses arising from Commit-
tee operations on the receiving, handling,
holding, or disposition of surplus dates.
All such funds and expenses should be
handled apart from administrative
funds. However, when it is practicable
to do so the Committee should be au-
thorized to employ administrative funds
temporarily in operation of the surplus
provision. This would be in the interest
of the industry by avoiding the need to
obtain funds from commercial sources at
commercial rates of interest.

In order to set forth these, to eliminate
outdated wording, and to provide for the
deletion of the pitting factor discussed
in material issue numbered (6), present
§§ 987.71 through 987.74 should be deleted
and new §§ 987.71 and 987.72 substituted
therefor to read as hereinafter set forth.

(13) It was proposed that present
§ 987.76 be renumbered as § 987.75 and
a new §987.76 be added defining the
rights of the Secretary. It is evident
from the hearing record that members of
the industry fully understand the pro-
posal and do not question but that the
proposal is consistent with the legal au-
thority of the Secretary. However, the
weight of the evidence is to the effect
that the provision is not essential to the
administration of this part and hence
it is not recommended for adoption at
this time.

General. During the course of the
hearing, two matters were proposed

which were not contained in the notice
of hearing; namely, (1) that dates of
fancy quality be exempted from volume
regulations, and (2) that the inspection
service withhold the marking of con-
tainers of dates for handling for any
handler delinquent on his assessments,
It was understood at the hearing that
the first proposal was not an appropriate
issue for consideration at the hearing
since it was neither submitted for inclu-
sion in the notice of hearing nor included
therein. The second proposal was sim-
ilar to a proposal submitted by the Com-
mittee for inclusion in the notice of
hearing but omitted therefrom by the
Department because such proposal was
in conflict with long standing practices
under marketing order programs segre-
gating compliance functions from in-
spection service functions. In view of
the foregoing, neither proposal is an ap-
propriate subject for consideration in
this proceeding.

Rulings on proposed findings and con-
clusions. The period during which in-
terested parties might file briefs with
the Hearing Clerk of the Department
with respect to testimony presented at
the hearing and the conclusion to be
drawn therefrom expired on April 16,
1962. No briefs were filed.

General findings. (1) The market-
ing agreement and order, as amended
and as hereby proposed to be further
amended, and all of the terms and con-
ditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the act;

(2) The marketing agreement and
order, as amended and as hereby pro-
posed to be further amended, regulate
the handling of domestic dates produced
or packed in a designated area of Cali-
fornia, in the same manner as, and are
applicable only to persons in the respec-
tive classes of industrial or commercial
activity specified in, the marketing
agreement and order upon which hear-
ings have been held;

(3) The marketing agreement and
order, as amended and as hereby pro-
posed to be further amended, are lim-
ited in their application to the smallest
regional production area which is prac-
ticable, consistently with carrying out
the declared policy of the act and the
issuance of several orders applicable to
subdivisions of the area of production
would not effectively carry out the de-
clared policy of the act;

(4) There are no differences in the
production and marketing of domestic
dates in the production area covered by
the marketing agreement and order, as
amended and as hereby proposed to be
further amended, which would require
different terms applicable to different
parts of such area; and

(5) All handling of dates produced or
packed in the designated area of pro-
duction is in the current of interstate
or foreign commerce or directly burdens,
obstructs, or affects such commerce.

Recommended amendment of the or-
der. The following amendment of the
amended marketing agreement and or-
der is recommended as the detailed and
appropriate means by which the fore-
going conclusions may be carried out:
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1. Amend § 987.2 to read as follows:
§987.2 Act

“Act” means Public Act No. 10, 73d
congress, as amended and as reenacted
and amended by the Agricultural Mar-
keting Agreement Act cf 1937, as
amended (secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as
amended; 7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

§987.5 [Amendment]

2. Insert “Halawy,” in § 987.5 immedi-
ately after “Zahidi,”.

£987.9 [Amendment]

3. Insert in § 987.9 after “commerce”
the words “including the shipment or
delivery of substandard dates or cull
dates into nonhuman consumption out-
lets,” and insert after “deliveries by pro-
ducers” the words “of other than cull
dates”. 3

§987.16 [Amendment]

4. Add to the end of § 987.16 the words
“and any dates residual from field or
packinghouse grading operations.”

5. Amend § 987.26 to read as follows:
§987.26 Vacancies.

in the event of any vacancy occa-
sioned by the removal, resignation, dis-
qualification, or death of any member or
alternate member, or any need to select
a successor through failure of any person
selected as a member or alternate mem-
ber to qualify, a successor shall be nom-
inated within 30 calendar days and se-
lected in the manner, and subject to the
conditions, provided in this subpart.

§937.41 [Amendment]
6. Delete the word “agency” wherever

it appears in § 987.41(c) and substitute
therefor the word “service”.

§987.44 [Amendment]

7. Delete the last sentence of § 987.44
(h).
§987.45 [Amendment]

8. Delete “0.90” from the last sentence
of §987.45(a) and substitute therefor
the phrase “a divisor established by the
Committee with the approval of the
Secretary”.

9. Delete the phrase “withholding per-
centage” wherever it appears in § 987.45
and substitute therefor the phrase “with-
holding factor”.

10. Add the following sentence at the
end of §987.45(d): “Any handler who
during a crop year disposes in restricted
outlets of a quantity of marketable dates
in excess of his restricted obligation of
such crop year may have such excess
quantity of marketable dates credited to
his restricted obligation of the subse-
quent crop year: Provided, That the
amount of any such credit shall not ex-
ceed that established by the Committee,
with the approval of the Secretary, as
Lhei percentage of such restricted obli-
gation.”

§987.47 [Deletion]

11. Delete § 987.47 Assistance to han-
dlers and add a new § 987.47 Surplus to
read as follows:
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§ 987.47 Surplus.

All cull dates and all substandard
dates, including such dates blended with
varieties within the generie term “dates”
not regulated by this part, except any
substandard dates released to human
consumption outlets pursuant to § 987.56,
are surplus dates of any crop year. No
handler shall ship or deliver such sur-
plus dates to other than the Committee
or its designee(s) for disposition in eligi-
ble outlets for such dates, except that
any producer or handler may dispose of
any such surplus dates of his own pro-
duction within his own livestock feeding
operations. Surplus dates delivered to
the Committee shall be disposed of by it,
in those outlets specified in § 987.56, at
the best prices attainable and the pro-
ceeds returned pro rata, after deduction
of Committee costs, to equity holders.
The Committee may assist handlers with
the cleaning, storage, or delivery of sur-
plus dates and may, with the approval of
the Secretary, establish rules and regu-
lations necessary and incidental to ad-
ministration of this regulation.

§ 987.55 [Amendment]

12. Insert the following sentence after
the first sentence of § 987.55: “The Com-
mittee, with the approval of the Secre-
tary, may establish such grade, con-
tainer, and identification requirements
for such dates for export, as are deemed
essential to the promotion of orderly
marketing.”

§ 987.56 [Amendment]

13. Change the initial word “Sub-
standard” appearing in § 987.56 to “sub-
standard” and insert before that word
the words “Subject to the provisions of
§ 987.47,”.

§987.68 [Amendment]

14. Insert the following sentence after
the next to last sentence of § 987.68:
“The Committee, with the approval of
the Secretary, may establish the type of
records to be maintained.”

§§ 987.71, 987.72, 987.73, 987.74

letions]

15. Delete §§ 987.71 through 987.74,
inclusive, and add new §§987.71 and
9817.72 to read as follows:

§ 987.71 Expenses.

The Committee is authorized to incur
such expenses, including maintenance of
an operating reserve fund, as the Secre-
tary may find are reasonable and are
likely to be incurred by it during each
crop year for the maintenance and func-
tioning of the Committee and for such
other purposes as he determines to be
appropriate. The recommendation of
the Committee as to total expenses and
allocation thereof for each crop year,
together with all data supporting such
reccmmendation, shall be submitted to
the Secretary within a reasonable time
after the marketing policy for each crop
year is recommended.

§ 987.72 Assessments.

(a) Requirement jor payment. Each
handler shall pay to the Committee,
upon demand, with respect to free dates
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he handles or has certified for handling
or for further processing his pro rata
share of all expenses which the Secre-
tary finds are reasonable and are likely
to be incurred by the Committee during
each crop year. Each handler's pro rata
share shall be the rate of assessment per
hundredweight fixed by the Secretary.
At any time during or after a crop year
the Secretary may increase such assess-
ment rate to secure sufficient funds to
cover unanticipated expenses or a defi-
cit in assessable poundage. Any such
increase shall apply to all assessable
poundage of the crop year. The Com-
mittee may accept payments of assess-
ments in advance and may borrow money
in any amount not to exceed 10 percent
of the estimated expenses sct forth in its
budget for the then crop year. The as-
sessment weight of pitted dates shall be
determined by dividing the shipping
weight by a divisor established by the
Committee with the approval of the
Secretary.

(b) Surplus expenses. The Committee
is authorized to use temporarily funds
derived from assessments collected pur-
suant to paragraph (a) of this section to
defray expenses incurred in disposing of
surplus dates. All such expenses shall be
deducted from the proceeds obtained by
the Committee from such disposal.

(c) Operating reserve. The Commit-
tee, with the approval of the Secretary,
may establish and maintain during one
or more crop years an operating mone-
tary reserve in an amount not to exceed
50 percent of the average of expenses
incurred during the most recent five pre-
ceding crop years, except that an estab-
lished reserve need not be reduced to
conform to any recomputed average.
Funds in reserve shall be available for
use by the Committee for expenses au-
thorized pursuant to § 987.71.

(d) Refunds. Funds held by the Com-
mittee at the conclusion of the crop year
in excess of the crop year’s expenses, in-
cluding reserve requirements, may be
used to defray expenses for no more than
the ensuing four months, and thereafter
within a reasonable time the Committee
shall credit, or upon demand, refund the
aforesaid excess to handlers who con-
tributed to such excess: Provided, That
the excess due any handler may be ap-
plied, in whole or in part, by the Com-
mittee to any outstanding obligation due
the Committee from such handler, A
handler’s share of the excess funds shall
be the amount of assessments he paid
in excess of his actual pro rata share of
the expenses, including reserve require-
ments, of the Committee for the preced-
ing crop year. Upon termination of this
subpart any money in possession of the
Committee shall be distributed in such
manner as the Secretary may direct:
Provided, That, to the extent practicable,
such funds shall be returned pro rata
to the persons from whom such funds
were collected.

Dated: May 24, 1962.

Jorn P. DUNCAN, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5183; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 am.]
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Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service

[7 CFR Part 10021

MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY
MARKETING AREA

Notice of Proposed Termination of
Certain Provisions

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the ter-
minaiton of certain provisions of the
order regulating the handling of milk in
the New York-New Jersey marketing
area is being considered.

The provisions proposed to be termi-
nated are § 1002.15(b) (2), (3), (4), (5),
and (¢) (1), (2), (3), (4), and in (¢)
proper the words “under conditions set
forth in subparagraphs (1) and (2) of
this paragraph or, except as specified in
subparagraphs (3) and (4) of this para-
graph.”

The termination of the provisions
specified is intended to simplify the ap-
plication of the order with respect to
producer-handlers and to make ifs ad-
ministration more practicable. The con-
templated action is particularly designed
to reduce the period during which a pro-
ducer-handler becomes fully regulated
as the result of cancellation of his desig-
nation, to make it possible for a pro-
ducer-handler to regularly receive inci-
dental supplies from fully regulated han-
dlers, to relieve the conditions affecting
the sale and purchase of cattle and facil-
ities for milk production on the part of
producer-handlers, and in general to re-
move provisions affecting producer-
handlers which may obstruct the policy
of the Act. Opportunity is hereby af-
forded all interested parties to submit
written data, views and argument with
respect to the proposed termination.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views or argument in connec-
tion with the proposed termination
should file the same with the Hearing
Clerk, Room 112, Administration Build-
ing, United States Department of Agri-
culture, Washington 25, D.C., not later
than 15 days from the date of publica-
tion of this notice in the FEpErAL REGIS-
TER. All documents filed should be in
quadruplicate.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on May

24,1962,
ORVILLE L. FREEMAN,
Secretary.
[FPR. Doc. 62-5186; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:51 am.]

[7 CFR Part 10961
[Docket No. AO 257-A17]

MILK IN NORTHERN LOUISIANA
MARKETING AREA

Decision on Proposed Amendments
to Tentative Marketing Agreement
and to Order

Correction

In F.R. Doc. 62-5068, appearing at
page 4920, of the issue for Friday, May
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25, 1962, the introductory text of
§§ 1096.7 and 1096.65 is incomplete. As
changed, the introductory text of these
sections reads as follows:

§ 1096.7 Producer.

“Producer” means any person, except
a producer-handler or any person with
respect to milk produced by him which
is subject to the pricing and payment
provisions of another order issued pur-
suant to the Act, who produces milk in
compliance with the Grade A inspection
requirements of a duly constituted health
authority which milk is received at a
pool plant or by a cooperative associa-
tion pursuant to § 1096.8(d), or is di-
verted to a nonpool plant other than the
plant of a producer-handler during any
month(s) of February through August
or in accordance with the provisions of
paragraphs (a), (b), or (¢) of this sec-
tion during any month of September
through January: Provided, That the
milk so diverted shall be deemed to have
been received at the location of the pool
plant from which diverted: Provided
jurther, That if a handler diverting milk
pursuant to paragraph (b) or (¢) of this
section, diverts in excess of the limits
prescribed, all diversions by such handler
during the month shall be pursuant to
paragraph (a) of this section: And pro-
vided also, That if a handler diverting
milk pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section, diverts milk of any dairy farmer
in excess of the limits prescribed, such
dairy farmer shall be a producer only
with respect to that milk physically
received at a pool plant:

- - - L L
§ 1096.65 Computation of daily base
for each producer.

Subject to the rules set forth in
§ 1096.66, the average daily base for each
producer shall be an amount calculated
by dividing the total pounds of milk re-
ceived from such producer by all pool
handlers during the preceding months
of September through December by the
number of days’ production of such pro-
ducer delivered during such ‘period, but
by not less than 90: Provided, That in
the case of any producer delivering milk
to a pool plant which was a nonpool
plant during any part of the September—
December period, such plant shall be
considered to have been a pool plant
during such period for the purpose of
computing the daily base of such
producer.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
[21 CFR Part 1201

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

Notice of Filing of Petition

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.

408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 US.C, 346,
(d) (1)), notice is given that a petition
has been filed by Bioferm Corporation,
Wasco, California, proposing the estab-
lishment of an exemption from the re-
quirement of a tolerance for residues of
the insecticide containing viable spores
of the microorganism Bacillus thurin-
giensis Berliner, in or on bananas and
corn,

The analytical method proposed in the
petition for determining residues of
viable spores of Bacillus thuringiensis
Berliner is a spore-count assay consist-
ing of a standard plate count procedure
using a heat-treated suspension (65° C.
for 30 minutes) of the material to be
tested.

Dated: May 21, 1962.

RoBERT S. ROE, .
Director, Bureau of
Biological and Physical Sciences.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5149; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:47 am.]

[ 21 CFR Part 1211
FOOD ADDITIVES
Notice of Filing of Petition

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition
(FAP 653) has been filed by Nursery
Specialty Products, Inc., 67 West 44th
Street, New York 36, N.Y., proposing
the issuance of a regulation to establish
a tolerance of 375 parts per million
€0.0375 percent) for residues of poly-
vinylidene chloride and/or the copoly-
mer of polyvinylidene chloride in or on
fodder from pea vines treated with the
polymer as an antidesiccant.

Dated: May 22, 1962.
J. K. KIRK,

Assistant Commissioner
of Food and Drugs.

[FR. Doc. 62-5150; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:47 am.]

[ 21 CFR Part 1211
FOOD ADDITIVES -

Notice of Filing of Petifion

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(b) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition
(FPAP 618) has been filed by Humble Oil
& Refining Company, Houston, Texas,
proposing the issuance of a regulation to
provide for the safe use of light isoparaf-
finic petroleum hydrocarbons in the pro-
duction of articles that contact food.

Dated: May 22, 1962.

J. K. KIRK,
Assistant Commisioner
of Food and Drugs.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5151; Filed, May 28, 1962
8:47 a.m.]




Tuesday, May 29, 1962

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[ 49 CFR Parts 174, 4051

SURETY BONDS AND POLICIES OF
INSURANCE

Notice of Proposed Rule-Making

May 18, 1962.

In the matter of security for the pro-
tection of the public as provided in Part
1T of the Interstate Commerce Act, and
of rules and regulations governing filing
of surety bonds, cerfificates of insurance,
qualifications as a-self-insurer, or other
securities and agreements by motor car-
riers and brokers subject to Part II of
the Interstate Commerce Act, Ex Parte
No. MC-5; in the matter of security for
the protection of the public as provided
in Part IV of the Interstate Commerce
Act, and of rules and regulations govern-
ing filing and approval of surety bonds,
policies of insurance, qualifications as a
self-insurer, or other securities and
agreements by freight forwarders subject
to Part IV of the act, Ex Parte No. 159.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to
section 4(a) of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act (60 Stat. 237, 5 U.S.C. 1003),
of the proposed revision of § 174.8(a) of
Part 174 (49 CFR 174.8(a)) of the Code
of Federal Regulations governing the
filing of insurance or other security for
the protection of the public, under the
authority contained in section 215 of the
Interstate Commerce Act (49 Stat. 557,
as amended; 49 U.S.C. 315), and the pro-
posed revision of § 405.6(a) of Part 405
(49 CFR 405.6(a)) of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations governing the filing of
insurance or other security for the pro-
tection of the public, under the authority
contained in section 403 (¢) and (d) of
the Interstate Commerce Act (56 Stat.
285; 49 U.S.C. 1003).

The purpose of such revisions is to
require insurance or surety companies
to file an agreement that they will desig-
nate process agents, if requested, in each
State in which they are not licensed to
conduct insurance business.

It is proposed that § 174.8(a) be re-
vised to read as follows:

§174.8 Insurance and
panies; authorized.

(a) State authority and designation
of agent. No certificate of insurance or
surety bond will be accepted by the Com-
mission under these sections unless writ-
ten or issued by an insurance or surety
company legally authorized to issue poli-
cies of the type indicated by such cer-
tiﬁcgte or surety bond, as the case may
be, In each State in which the motor
carrier is authorized to operate under
Part IT of the Interstate Commerce Act
and such company fully complies with
paragraph (b) of this section: Provided,
however, That in lieu of the licensing re-
Quirement with respect to any State ex-
cept that in which the motor carrier has
lis principal place of business or domicile,
the company will file with the Commis-
sion an agreement stating that with re-
Spect to any State requested it will fur-

surely com-

FEDERAL REGISTER

nish the Commission a designation in
writing of the name and address of a
person upon whom process issued by or
under the authority of any court having
jurisdiction of the subject matter may be
served in any proceeding at law or equity
brought in such State against such com-
pany. Such agreement shall be effective
so long as the company is authorized to
file security with the Commission, and
thereafter with respect to any claims
arising during the effectiveness of any
previously filed certificates or surety
bonds,

(Sec. 215, 49 Stat. 557, as amended; 49 U.S.C.
315)

It is proposed that § 405.6(a) be re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 405.6 Insurance

panies.

(a) State authority and designation
of agent. No certificate of insurance or
surety bond will be accepted by the Com-~
mission under these rules and regula-
tions unless written or issued by an
insurance or surety company legally au-
thorized to issue policies of the type in-
dicated by such certificate, or surety
bonds, as the case may be, in each state
in which the freight forwarder is au-
thorized to perform service under Part
IV of the Interstate Commerce Act, and
such company fully ccmplies with para-
graph (b) of this section: Provided, how-
ever, That in lieu of the Ilicensing
requirement with respect to any state ex-
cept that in which the freight for-
warder has its principal place of business
or domicile, the insurance or surety com-
pany will file with the Commission an
agreement stating that with respect to
any State requested it will furnish the
Commission a designation in writing of
the name and address of a person upon
whom process issued by or under the
authority of any court having jurisdic-
tion of the subject matter may be served
in any proceeding at law or equity
brought in such State against such com-
pany. Such agreement shall be effective
so long as the company is authorized to
file security with the Commission, and
thereafter with respect to any claims
arising during the effectiveness of any
previously filed certificates or surety
bonds.

(Sec. 403 (c), (d), 56 Stat. 285; 49 U.S.C.
1003)

and surety com-

No oral hearing on the proposed revi-
sion is contemplated; however, inter-
ested parties may file with this Com-
mission, within thirty days from the
publication hereof, written statements of
facts, opinions or arguments concerning
the herein proposed revision. Any writ-
ten statement so filed shall conform with
the specifications provided in § 1.15 of
the Commission’s rules of practice (49
CFR 1.15). An original signed copy and
six additional copies shall be furnished
for use of the Commission.

Notice to the general public will be
given by depositing a copy of this notice
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com-
mission for inspection, and by filing a
copy with the Director, Office of the
Federal Register.

5003

By the Commission, Motor Carrier
Board No. 1.

[sEAL] Harorp D, McCovy,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5141; Filed, May 28, 1962;

8:46 am.|

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

[ 14 CFR Part 6011
[Airspace Docket No. 62-KC-15]

CONTROLLED AIRSPACE

Proposed Designation of Transition
Area

Pursuant to the authority delegated
to me by the Administrator (14 CFR
409.13), notice is hereby given that the
Federal Aviation Agency is considering
an amendment to Part 601 of the regula-
tions of the Administrator, the substance
of which is stated below.

The Federal Aviation Agency has
under consideration designation of a
transition area at Winner, S. Dak. The
proposed transition area would be desig-
nated to extend upward from 700 feet
above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Winner Airport (latitude
43°23'30’' N., longitude 99°50'45'' W.)
and within 2 miles either side of the
Winner VORTAC 212° True radial ex-
tending from the 5-mile radius area to
the VORTAC,; including the airspace ex~
tending upward from 1,200 feet above
the surface within 8 miles northwest end
5 miles southeast of the Winner
VORTAC 032° and 212° True radials ex-
tending from 5 miles southwest to 13
miles northeast of the VORTAC. This
transition area would provide protection
for aircraft executing prescribed instru-
ment approach, departure and holding
procedures at the Winner Airport.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate to the Assistant
Administrator, Central Region, Attn:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Agency, 4825 Troost Avenue, Kansas
City 10, Mo. All communications re-
ceived within forty-five days after pub-
lication of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER Will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
No public hearing is contemplated at
this time, but arrangements for informal
conferences with Federal Aviation Agen-
cy officials may be made by contacting
the Regional Air Traffic Division Chief,
or the Chief, Airspace Utilization Di-
vision, Federal Aviation Agency, Wash-
ington 25, D.C. Any data, views or
arguments presented during such con-
ferences must also be submitted in
writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record
for consideration. The proposal con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received.

The official Docket will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation
Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New York
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C. An
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informal Docket will also be available for
examination at the office of the Regional
Air Traffic Division Chief.

This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May
22, 1962.
W.. THOMAS DEASON,
Assistant Chief,
Airspace Utilization Division.

[FR. Doc. 62-5181; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 a.m.]

[ 14 CFR Part 6021
[Alrspace Docket No. 62-WE-50]

JET ADVISORY AREAS
Proposed Alteration

Pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (14 CFR
409.13), notice is hereby given that the
Federal Aviation Agency is considering
an amendment to § 602.200 of the regu-
lations of the Administrator, the sub-
stance of which is stated below.

Secondary radar from the air route
surveillance radar at a site near Wheat-
land, Wyo., is expected to be commis-
sioned in July 1962 which will make
additional radar jet advisory service pos-
sible from the Denver, Colo., Air Route
Traffic Control Center. The Federal
Aviation Agency has under considera-
tion the alteration of jet advisory areas
in the vicinity of Wheatland as follows:

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

1. Extend the radar jet advisory area
associated with Jet Route No. 107 to in-
clude flight levels 240 to 390 inclusive
from 105 nautical miles southwest of
Crazy Woman, Wyo., to the end of the
present radar advisory area northeast
of Crazy Woman.

2. Extend the radar jet advisory area
associated with Jet Route No. 32 to in-
clude flight levels 240 to 390 inclusive
from 72 nautical miles southwest of
Crazy Woman to the end of the present
radar advisory area northeast of Crazy
Woman.

3. Extend the radar jet advisory areas
associated with Jet Routes Nos. 84 and
94 to include flight levels 240 to 390 inclu-
sive from 85 nautical miles east of Rock
Springs, Wyo., to 15 nautical miles west
of Scottsbluff, Nebr. In separate action
(Airspace Docket No. 62-WE-29), it has
been proposed that the radar jet ad-
visory areas associated with J-84 and
J-94 be extended westward to 15 nauti-
cal miles west of Scottsbluff to include
flight levels 240 through 390.

The extension of these radar advisory
areas would provide additional areas
wherein radar jet advisory service would
be provided to civil turbojet aircraft.

Non-radar jet advisory areas are pres-
ently designated between flight levels
270 and 310 and between 370 and 390
along the above-mentioned segments of
Jet Routes Nos. 107 and 32, and along a
portion of common segments of Jet
Routes Nos. 84 and 94 west of Scottsbluff.
Substitution of radar advisory areas at
those altitudes along these segments

would impose no additional burden on
any person.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in friplicate to the Chief,
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal
Aviation Agency, Washington 25, D.C.
All communications received within
fifteen days after publication of this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be
considered before action is taken on the
proposed amendment. No public hear-
ing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements for informal conferences
with Federal Aviation Agency officials
may be made by contacting the Chief,
Airspace Utilization Division. Any data,
views, or arguments presented during
such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record for
consideration. The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the
light of comments received.

The official Docket will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Docket Section, Federal Aviation
Agency, Room C-226, 1711 New York
Avenue NW., Washington 25, D.C.

This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348),

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 24,
1962,
W. THOMAS DEASON,
Assistant Chief,
Airspace Utilization Division.
[FR. Doc. 62-5138; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:46 am.]




DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service
GRAIN WAREHOUSES

Announcement of Unit Prices for
Grain for Net Assets and Bond Pur-
poses

In accordance with the provisions of
§§102.6 and 102.14 of the Regulations
for Warehousemen Storing Grain (7
CFR 102.6, 102.14) under section 28 of
the United States Warekouse Act (7
U.S.C. 268), and pursuant to a delegation
of authority appearing at 25 F.R. 439,
notice is hereby given that the unit prices
for various grains have been established
as follows, for purposes of fixing the
amount of net assets required under said
§102.6 and the amount of bond required
under said § 102.14, applicable to ware-
house licenses issued, or amendments or
renewals of warehouse licenses granted,
under the United States Warehouse Act
during the calendar year beginning
June 1, 1962:

Per bushel
Wheht o e e e e $2.00
FIAR80R: = e ettt oy e 3.00
BOYDOANS i i G e S Bos 5 sk os e iy 2.30
Rice (ROUBR) e o e e 2.20
Rice (MIlled) asmmrrmasmmean e oo s e o an 5.10

The amounts of net assets and bond
to be required of warehousemen licensed
under the United States Warehouse Act
are determined by responsible officials of
the Agricultural Marketing Service in
accordance with §§ 102.6 and 102.14 of
the Regulations for Warehousemen Stor-
ing Grain. The regulations base such
amounts on the unit prices for certain
grain as announced annually by the Ad-
ministrator of the Agricultural Market-
ing Service or his delegate. The last
prior announcement covers the year end-
ing May 31, 1962. It is the policy of this
Department to announce the same unit
prices for purposes of this act as are
established in connection with price sup-
port programs of this Department. The
unit prices for price support programs
have been established for the calendar
year beginning June 1, 1962. Therefore
no purpose would be served by publish-
ing a notice of rulemaking or other public
procedure on the foregoing announce-
ment of the unit prices for grain under
said act and said announcement must be
made efféctive by June 1. Accordingly
under section 4 of the Administrative
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) it is found
upon good cause that public procedure
on the foregoing announcement is im-
bracticable and unnecessary and good
cause is found for making the announce-
ment effective less than 30 days after
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 23d
day of May 1962,
y GEORGE A. DICE,
Director, Special Services Division.
[FR. Doc. 62-5184; Filed, May 28, 1062;
' 8:560 a.m.|

No. 104—4

Notices

[P. & 8. Docket No. 344]

UNION STOCK YARDS COMPANY OF
OMAHA (LTD.)

Notice of Petition for Modiﬂcaﬂén of
Rate Order

Pursuant to the provisions of the
Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), an order
was issued on June 12, 1961 (20 A.D.
584), continuing in effect to and includ-
ing July 31, 1962, an order issued on July
17, 1959 (18 AD. 799), authorizing the
respondent, Union Stock Yards Company
of Omaha (Ltd.), Omaha, Nebraska, to
assess the current temporary schedule
of rates and charges.

By a petition filed on May 14, 1962, the
respondent requested authority to mod-
ify, as soon as possible, the current tem-
porary schedule of rates and charges as
indicated below, and requested that the
current schedule, as so modified, be con-
tinued in effect for a period of one year.

Rate per head—
P'resent | Proposed
SEcTioN NO. 1, YARDAGE
CHARGES
a) All Hvestock recelved, and
) Ailduwstock rewelghed or re-
sold:
Cattle (except bulls 700 1bs, or
L, SR R SR R, $1.05 $1.12
Balls (minfmum 700 1bs.) .. ... 1.55 105
Calves (maximum 400 1bs, .61 .85
TROBC 5 S .38 .40
Sheep or goats. - 22 .23
Horses or mules. . oo ecaene 1.05 1.12

EXCEPTIONS

(a) Yardage will not be assessed
against livestock handled for the
railroads, unloaded for feed, water,
and rest, unless such stock changes
ownership,

(b) Yardage will not be assessed
against livestock forwarded to
other markets or to the country,
or returned to point of erigin, pro-
vided thelivestock hasnotchanged
ownership, and is forwarded in the
same nome asoriginally consigned.

(¢) Yardage charges on siaugh-
ter livestock consigned direct to
packers will be at the following
rates, provided packers ncoept de-
livery of stock at unloading chutes
and remove stock from premises as
soon as welghed:

Cattle (except bulls 700 1bs. or

M e e o .53 .56
Bulls (minimum 700 1bs.) .78 .83
Calves (maximum 400 1bs 31 .33
HORN i ST e 20 .21
Sheeporsgoats. ... ... ... 1 12
(d) Livestock resold or re-

weighed, other than through a
commission firm, in these yards
for local delivery will be assessed
the following yardage charges:
Cattle (except bulls 700 1bs, or

OV e B iy v R e e .35 .37
Bulls (minfmum 700 1bs.) ... ____ .50 .53
Calves (maximum 400 1bs.) ... .21 .22
3 1F . SRR SR W13 .14
Sheep or goats - o7 07

(e) Livestock resold or re-
weighed, other than through a
commission firm, in these yards
for shipment off the market, the
following charges will apply:

Cattle (except bulls 700 1bs. or

v A B S e B .16

—
=y

Bualls (minimum 700 1bs.) . . 24 20
Calves (maximum 400 1bs.) .10 .11
22 0 R i ! .07 08
Sheeporgoats. ... ... ... .03 .03

The modification, if authorized, will
produce additional revenue for the re-
spondent and increase the cost of mar-
keting livestock. Accordingly, it appears
that this public notice of the filing of the
petition and its contents should be given
in order that all interested persons may
have an opportunity to indicate a desire
to be heard in the matter.

All interested persons who desire to be
heard in the matter shall notify the
Hearing Clerk, United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture, Washington 25,
D.C., within 15 days after the publica-
tion of this notice.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 23d day
of May 1962,

CLARENCE H., GIRARD,
Director, Packers and Stock-
yards Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5146; Filed, May 28, 19632;
8:46 am.|

Office of the Secretary
FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION

Assignment and Reservation of
Functions

Pursuant to the authority contained
in R.S. 161 (5 U.SC. 22) and Reorgani-
zation Plan No. 2 of 1953 (56 U.S.C. 133x-
15), sections 1400 and 1401 of the Sec-
retary’s Order dated October 10, 1957
(22 F.R. 8188, as amended, 23 F.R. 1836,
24 F.R. 5165, 25 F.R. 1643, 26 F.R. 7888),
are amended to delete authorities no
longer applicable, to restate applicable
authorities, and to cover additional func-
tions, and to read as follows:

Sec. 1400. Assignment of jfunctions.
The following assignment of functions is
hereby made to the Farmers Home Ad-
ministration:

a. Agricultural credit programs under
the Consolidated Farmers Home Admin-
istration Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1921).

b. Rural Housing programs, except re-

. search authorities, in Title V of the

Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 1471).

c. Loan program under section 8 of
the Watershed Protection and Flood
Prevention Act (16 U.S.C. 1006a). _

d. Loan programs and other authori-
ties, functions, powers, and duties vested
in the Secretary of Agriculture under the
Rural Rehabilitation Corporation Trust
Liquidation Act (40 US.C. 440), and
under the trust, liquidation, and use
agreements entered into pursuant there-
to

e. Powers, duties, and assets pertain-
ing to the existing programs of the Farm-
ers Home Administration and to the
prior programs and authorities of the
Farmers Home Administration and its
predecessor agencies, the Farm Security
Administration, the Emergency Crop and
Feed Loan Offices of the Farm Credit
Administration, the Resettlement Ad-
ministration, and the Regional Agricul-
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tural Credit Corporation of Washington,
D.C.

f. Servicing, collection, settlement, and
liquidation authorities and functions
pertaining to the foregoing programs and
to:

(1) Collection of deferred land pur-
chase obligations of individuals under
the Wheeler-Case Act of August 11, 1939,
as amended (16 U.S.C. 590y), and under
the item, “Water Conservation and Uti-
lization Projects” in the Department of
the Interior Appropriation Act, 1940 (53
Stat. 719), as amended.

(2) Collection of Puerto Rican Hur-
ricane Relief loans under the Act of July
11, 1956 (70 Stat. 525).

(3) Disposal of surplus property un-
der the jurisdiction of the Farmers
Home Administration which the Secre-
tary of Agriculture may be authorized to
dispose of by the Administrator of the
General Services Administration (40
U.S.C. 486).

g. Making and issuing notes to the
Secretary of the Treasury as authorized
by the Consolidated Farmers Home Ad-
ministration Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1929,
1988) and Title V of the Housing Act of
1949, as amended (42 U.S.C. 1481, 1484)
and in accordance with applicable appro-
priation acts, and requesting advances
of funds evidenced by said notes and any
similar notes executed under prior au-
thorities (including, but not limited to,
7 U.S.C. 1005b(j), 1005e(b), 1006e(a), 16
U.S8.C. 590x-3(d)) ; but for the purposes
of the Agricultural Credit Insurance
Fund no such notes shall be made or
issued or requests for advances made
which would cause the aggregate unpaid
principal balances on such notes issued
and outstanding to exceed $75,000,000,
of which not more than $25,000,000 shall
be for domestic farm labor housing.

Sec. 1401. Reservations. The follow-
ing functions are reserved to the
Secretary:

a. Making and issuing notes to the
Secretary of the Treasury as authorized
by law and requesting advances of funds
evidenced by such notes, except as other-
wise provided in section 1400g.

b. Designation of natural disaster
areas in which emergency loans may be
made (7U.S.C. 1961).

Done at Washington, D.C., this 24th
day of May 1962.
ORVILLE L., FREEMAN,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5147; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:47 a.m.]

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

ENRICHED AND DEPLETED URANIUM
Base Charges, Special Charges,
Specifications and Packaging

The U.S. Atomic Energy Commission
hereby announces a revision in the
schedule of base charges for enriched
and depleted uranium effective July 1,
1962,

This notice amends a notice published
in the FEDpERAL REGISTER on May 30, 1961
(26 F.R. 4765), entitled “Special Nuclear

NOTICES

Materials: Base Charges, Special Charges,
Specifications and Packaging” as follows:

1. Paragraph 1 entitled “General” (26
F.R. 4765) is revised by adding the fol-
lowing sentence after the third sentence
in the paragraph: “The Atomic Energy
Commission, however, has under consid-
eration adding to the schedule of base
charges for enriched UF, distributed
abroad under contracts for sale or lease
entered into after July 1, 1962, a moder-
ate surcharge in those cases where the
United States will thereby incur costs
for safeguarding the material against
diversion from peaceful uses.”

2. Tables 1, 2, and 3 (26 F.R. 4766) are
deleted and the following Tables 1, 2, and
3 are substituted in lieu tnereof:

TABLE 1— Base charges for enriched uranium, as UFy

A (weight ll?m A (welght .}? o
ssay (welg charge ssay (welg charge
on U-235) (per fraction U-235) (per
Kz U) Kg U)
0. $26.50 || 0.045. $422.40
0. 30,50 || 0.050 470. 40
0. 34.70 || 0.055. 536, 80
0, 38.90 || 0.060 504. 50
0. 43.30 || 0.07.. 710. 50
0.0 47.70 || 0.08. 827.00
0.0 56,80 ([ 0.09. 944. 00
0.012. 66.10 || 0.10_. 1,062. 00
0.013.. 75.70 || 0.32_. 1, 298. 00
0.014. 85.40 |f 0.14.. 1, 535, 50
0.015. .. 95,30 (| 0.16.._ 1, 774.00
0.016. 105,30 || 0.18.___ 2,013,00
0.017.. 115,60 (| 0.20. 2,252.00
0.018.. 125,70 || 0.25. 2,853, 00
0.010__ 136,10 || 0.80. 3,456.00
0.020 146,50 || 0.35, 4, 060. 00
0.022... 167,60 || 0.40____ 4, 666, 00
0.024 180,00 || 0.50. 5, 882. 00
0.026 210.60 || 0.60 7, 103.00
0.028_. 232,40 || 0,70 8,3820.00
9.030. 254.30 || 0.80 9, 562.00
0.032 276,40 || 0.85. 10, 183, 00
0.034 208.60 || 0.90.. 10, 808. 00
0.036... 320.90 || 0.92. 11, 061. 00
0.038. . 343.30 || 0.93_. 11, 188,00
0.040....... 365,80 | 0.04___. 11, 315. 00

Base charges for enriched uranium of as-
says not specifically listed will be determined
by linear interpolation between the nearest
listed assays. When the assay of enriched
uranium is less than 0.0075, the base charge
will be determined by linear interpolation
between the base charge for 0.0075 material
and a value of $23.50 per Kg U for normal
uranium (0.007115 weight fraction U-235)
in the form of UF,.

The inclusion above of an assay of 094
weight fraction U-285 is for interpolation
purposes only. Inquiries concerning the
availability of material of specific assays
above 093 and the charges for material of
assays above 0.94 should be addressed to the
AEC Materials Leasing Officer at Oak Ridge,
Tenn.

TasLe 2—Base charges for depleted uranium,
as UF,

A. For depleted uranium requested with-
out a specification as to assay, $2.50 per Kg U.
B. For depleted uranium of specifically
requested assays:
Base charge
(per Kg U)
$3.00

.00
.70
. 60
. 60

Assay (welght fraction U-235) :

8
8
4
5
6
7
8.
10. 10
11
12
13
15,

18.90
22.60

Base charges for depleted uranium of as-
says not specifically listed will be determined
by linear interpolation between the nearest
listed assays. When the assay of depleted
material is greater than 0.0070, the base
charge will be determined by linear interpo-
lation between the base charge for 0.0070
material and a value of $23.50 per Kg U for
normal uranifum (0.007115 weight fraction
U-2356) In the form of UF.

TAsLE 3—Specifications for UF; furnished by
AEC

The following specifications are established
for enriched uranium in the form of UF;
and depleted uranium in the form of UF;
to be furnished by AEC:

A. Enriched uranium furnished as UF;
shall consist of at least 99.0 percent by
welght UFg, and depleted uranium furnished
as UFy shall consist of at least 99.5 percent
by weight UFg. The impurities making up
the remainder may consist of fluorocarbons,
hydrogen fluoride, and certain cations. The
material shall be free from contamination
by hydrocarbons, partially substituted halo-
hydrocarbons or chlorocarbons,

B. Materials within the assay ranges speci-
fied in Column I, when analysed on the basis
of Individual cylinders, are subject to the
assay variations in Column II. The assay of
the material is subject to the routine pre-
cislon percentage specified in Column IV,

C. Materials within the assay ranges speci-
fied in Column I, when analysed on the basis
of composite lots, are subject to the assay
variations in Column III. The assay of the
material is subject to the routine precision
percentage specified in Column IV. AEC
will composite samples whenever possible,
unless otherwise requested.

Column Column
f 111, Column
variation | variastion
Column I, assay from from routine pre-
range (weight | requested | requested | cision ? (%
%% U-235 assay for assay (or repo:
B above C abo value)

Ve
(weight % | (weight %
U-338) | U-338)

0.22 tonormal U 1. =0. 010 0. 010 0. 25
Above normal U

: 0 LR TRe =0.010 =0, 015 =0, 25
Above 1.0 to 2.0.. 0. 015 =0.020 0. 26
Above 2.0 to 5.0 0,045 0,050 =0, 15
Above 5.0 to 15.0. =-0. 160 0. 180 =0, 156
Above 156.0 t0 20.0. =0, 150 =0, 200 =+0. 10
Above 20.0 to 30.0 =0. 150 =0, 300 =0.10
Above 30.0 to 93.0. 0. 150 =0, 400 =0, 06
Above 83.0_ ... 0. 100 0. 150 =0, 05

! Depleted uraninm requested without a specification
as to assay is furnished at an assay determined b the
AEC in the range below 0.38 weight percent U-23
The assay {furnished would be subject to the routine pre
cision percentage specified for 0,22 to normal uranium,

295 percent confidence limit,

This notice is effective July 1, 1962.

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 23d
day of May 1962.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.

A. R. LUEDECKE,
General Manager.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5124; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:45 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Office of the Secretary
JULIEN R. STEELMAN

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro-
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duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Fxecutive Order 10647 of November 28,
1955, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests as re-
ported in the FEDERAL REGISTER during
the past six months.

A. Deletlons: None.
B. Additions: None.

This statement is made as of May 14,
1962. g

JULIEN R. STEELMAN,
May 14, 1962.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5156; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48am.|

WILLIAM E. VAUGHN

Statement of Changes in Financial
Interests

In accordance with the requirements
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and
Exccutive Order 10647 of November 28,
1055, the following changes have taken
place in my financial interests as re-
ported in the FEpeErAL REGISTER during
the past six months.

A. Deletions: No change.

B. Additions: No change.

This statement is made as of May 18,
1962.

WiLLiam E. VAUGHN,
May 18, 1962.

[FR, Doc, 62-5157; Filled, May 28, 1062;
8:48am.|

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Order E-18357; Docket No. 13630]
IMPERIAL AIRLINES, INC.
Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 23d day of May 1962,

In the matter of Imperial Airlines, Inc.,
Docket 13630, temporary certificate of
public convenience and necessity.

Pursuant to Order E-13436 adopted
January 28, 1959, the Board awarded Im-
perial Airlines, Inc. (Imperial), a tempo-
rary certificate of public convenience and
necessity for supplemental air service
between any point in any state of the
United States or in the District of Co-
lumbia and any other point in any state
of the United States or in the District of
Columbia, with respect to persons and
property. This certificate became effec-
tive on March 30, 1959, and by its terms
was to expire on March 30, 1961}

From records on file with the Board
and other available information, it ap-
pears that Imperial has conducted no
operations since November 12, 1961.°
Consequently, it appears that this carrier

! Imperial filed an application for renewal
of its certificate on February 7, 1961, and its
authority is continued under section 9(b)
of the Administrative Procedure Act.

“The certificate was originally issued to
Regina Cargo Airlines, Inc. By Order
E-15450, June 27, 1960, the Certificate was

FEDERAL REGISTER

has conducted no operations for a period
of at least 90 days within the meaning of
section 401(f) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958. The Board has heretofore
found that it is contrary to the public in-
terest to have outstanding an operating
authority which is not being actively
utilized.

Upon careful consideration of the fore-
going, and acting pursuant to the pro-
visions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended, and the Board’s Eco-
nomic Regulations, the Board finds that
Imperial should be directed to show cause
within 15 days from the date of this order
why the Board should not certify that op-
erations under its certificate have ceased
and that its certificate should cease to be
effective and shall be null and void.

The action to terminate the carrier’s
certificate of public convenience and
necessity raises the further question as
to the disposition of the authority of the
carrier to engage in overseas and foreign
air transportation. Pursuant to Order
E-9744, adopted November 15, 1955, as
amended by Order E-9884, adopted De-
cember 29, 1955, the carrier has an in-
terim operating authorization to engage
in overseas air transportation. The car-
rier also holds a letter of registration is-
sued under Part 291 of the Board’s Eco-
nomic Regulations, to engage in foreign
air transportation of property as a large
irregular air carrier,

It appears that Imperial has conducted
no overseas operations for at least two
consecutive calendar quarters. Under
condition 15(ii) of Appendix A to Order
E-9744, this constitutes grounds for revo-
cation of the carrier’s Interim Operating
Authorization.® Imperial will accord-
ingly be directed to show cause why its
interim operating authorization should
not be revoked. Finally, the reasons set
forth in the opinion accompanying
Board Order E-9744 which render it
contrary to the public interest for non-
operators to continue to hold economic
authority granted under Order E-9744,
are equally applicable to their rights un-
der letters of registration. It appears
that Imperial has conducted no foreign
operations for at least two consecutive
calendar quarters. Accordingly, if a
non-operator is revoked under the pro-
visions of Order E-9744, the Board also
proposes to terminate its authority to
engage in foreign air transportation by
virtue of a letter of registration by revo-
cation thereof. Independently and con-

reissued to Imperial. By Order E-14509,
adopted October 1, 1859, the Board clarified
certain provisions of the certificate and re-

issued an amended certificate. Such action
did not affect the expiration date of the
certificate,

Imperial's Alr Carrler Operating Certifi-
cate expired on February 4, 1962, and has
not been renewed.

3115. An interim operating authorization
shall be subject to revocation, after notice
and opportunity for hearing, for:

- L - - Ll

(ii) Failure to file the monthly and quar-
terly reports required by Part 242 of the Eco-
nomic Regulations of the Board in two con-
secutive reporting perlods or for failure to
operate any revenue flights in two consecu-
tive calendar quarters.

currently therewith the Board proposes
to deny application for individual exemp-
tion authority in Docket 5132.

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That Imperial be and it is hereby
ordered to show cause within 15 days
from the date of this order why the
Board should not certify that its opera-
tions have ceased and that its temporary
certificate of public convenience and
necessity should cease to be effective and
shall be null and void, why its Interim
Operating Authorization No. 35 hereto-
fore issued to it shall not be revoked pur-
suant to the provisions of paragraph 15
of Appendix A to Board Order E-9744,
why its Letter of Registration No. 1655
should not be revoked and why its appli-
cation for individual exemption author-
ity in Docket 5132 should not be denied;
and,

2. That a copy of this order be served
upon the carrier by certified mail at its
last known address and be published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[sEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5154; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:47 am.]

{Order E-18358; Docket No. 13631]
STEWART AIR SERVICE
Order To Show Cause

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the
23d day of May 1962.

In the matter of Stewart Air Service,
Docket 13631; temporary certificate of
public convenience and necessity.

Pursuant to Order E-13436 adopted
January 28, 1959, the Board awarded
Stewart Air Service (Stewart), a tem-
porary certificate of public convenience
and necessity for supplemental air serv-
ice between any point in any state of
the United States or in the District of
Columbia and any other point in any
state of the United States or in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, with respect to persons
and property. This certificate became
effective on March 30, 1959, and by its
terms is to expire on March 30, 1964}

From records on file with the Board
and other available information, it ap-
pears that Stewart has conducted no op-
erations since January 5, 1962 Con-
sequently, it appears that this carrier has
conducted no operations for a period of
at least 90 days within the meaning of
section 401(f) of the Federal Aviation
Act of 1958. The Board has heretofore

1 By Order E-14509 adopted October 1, 1959,
the Board clarified certain provisions of the
certificate and rei d an amended cer-
tificate. Such action did not affect the ex-
piration date of the certificate.

2 On January 5, 1962, the Administrator of
Federal Aviation Agency issued an Emer-
gency Order of Revocation effective January
5, 1962, revoking Stewart’s Alr Carrier Oper-
ating Certificate No. 6-155. Stewart appealed
the Revocation to the Board under section
609 of the Act, and on February 38, 1962, a
Board Examiner afirmed the Administrator’s
Order. Since Stewart did not appeal from
the Examiner's Decision, the Decision has
become final.
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found that it is contrary to the public in-
terest to have outstanding an operating
authority which is not being actively
utilized.

Upon careful consideration of the fore-
going, and acting pursuant to the provi-
sions of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
as amended, and the Board’s Economic
Regulations, the Board finds that Stew-
art should be directed to show cause
within 15 days from the date of this order
why the Board should not certify that
operations under its certificate have
ceased and that its certificate should
cease to be effective and shall be null
and void.

The action to terminate the carrier's
certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity raises the further question as to
the disposition of the authority of the
carrier to engage in overseas and foreign
air transportation. Pursuant to Order
E-9744, adopted November 15, 1955, as
amended by Order E-9884, adopted De-
cember 29, 1955, the carrier has an in-
terim operating authorization to engage
in overseas air transportation. The car-
rier also holds a letter of registration
issued under Part 291 of the Board's
Economic Regulations, to engage in for-
eign air transportation of property as a
large irregular air carrier.

It appears that Stewart has conducted
no overseas operations for at least two
consecutive calendar quarters. Under
condition 15(ii) of Appendix A to Order
E-9744 this constitutes grounds for revo-
cation of the carrier’s Interim Operating
Authorization.” Stewart will accordingly
be directed to show cause why its interim
operating authorization should not be
revoked. Finally, the reasons set forth
in the opinion accompanying Board Or-
der E-9744 which render it contrary to
the public interest for non-operators to
continue to hold economic authority
granted under Order E-9744, are equally
applicable to their rights under letters of
registration. It appears that Stewart
has conducted no foreign operations for
at least two consecutive calendar quar-
ters. Accordingly, if a non-operator is
revoked under the provisions of Order
E-9744, the Board also proposes to ter-
minate its authority to engage in foreign
air transportation by virtue of a letter of
registration by revocation thereof. In-
dependently and concurrently therewith
the Board proposes to deny application
for individual exemption authority in
Docket 5132.

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That Stewart be and it is hereby
ordered to show cause within 15 days
from the date of this order why the
Board should not certify that its oper-
ations have ceased and that its tempo-
rary - certificate of public convenience
and necessity should cease to be effec-
tive and shall be null and void, why its

#15. An Interim operating authorization
shall be subject to revocation, after notice
and opportunity for hearing, for:

. » - » -

(11) Fallure to file the monthly and quar-
terly reports required by Part 242 of the
Economic Regulations of the Board in two
consecutive reporting periods or for failure
to operate any revenue flights in two con-
secutive calendar quarters.

NOTICES

Interim Operating Authorization No. 41
heretofore issued to it shall not be re-
voked pursuant to the provisions of
paragraph 15 of Appendix A to Board
Order E-9744, why its Letter of Regis-
tration No. 1576 should not be revoked
and why its application for individual
exemption authority in Docket 5132
should not be denied; and,

2. That a copy of this order be served
upon the carrier by certified mail at its
last known address and be published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER,

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[SEAL] HaroLD R. SANDERSON,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-5155; Filed, May 28, 1962;

8:48 a.m.]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 13780; FCC 62M-743]

AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH CO.

Order Continuing Hearing

In the matter of American Telephone
and Telegraph Company, Docket No.
13780; regulations and charges for spe-
cial arrangements provided as part of
the communications system used in the
Ballistic Missile Early Warning System
(BMEWS) and regulations and charges
for switching and signaling arrange-
ments provided as part of the Command
Post Alerting Network (COPAN).

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration Motion for Continuance
filed May 22, 1962, on behalf of Chief,
Common Carrier Bureau, requesting that
the evidentiary hearing herein sched-
uled to commence June 5, 1962, be con-
tinued to June 13, 1962;

It appearing, that a consultant for the
Air Force and counsel for the Common
Carrier Bureau are engaged in an evi-
dentiary hearing in Docket No. 14215
(TELPAK), which is scheduled to re-
convene June 4, 1962, and remain in
session throughout the ensuing week;

It further appearing, that American
Telephone and Telegraph Company is
currently preparing certain material in
answer to requests from the parties;

It further appearing, that good cause
exists why said motion should be allowed
and the other parties interpose no ob-
jection thereto;

Accordingly, it is ordered, This 23d
day of May 1962, that the Motion for
Continuance filed on behalf of the Chief,
Common Carrier Bureau, is granted and
the evidentiary hearing now scheduled
for June 5, 1962, be and the same is
hereby rescheduled for June 13, 1962, at
10:00 a.m. in the Commission’s Offices,
Washington, D.C.

Released: May 23, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

BeEN F. WAPLE,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5187; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:51 a.m.]

[SEAL]

[Docket Nos. 14601, 14602; FCC 62M-741)

CHRISTIAN BROADCASTING ASSO.-
CIATION OF NEW ENGLAND, INC,,
AND NORTH ATTLEBORO BROAD.
CASTING CO.

Order Re Procedural Dates

In re applications of Christian Broad-
casting Association of New England, Inc.,
Providence, Rhode Island, Docket No,
14601, File No. BPH-3462, and Joseph A.
Morin and Rose L. Morin, d/b as North
Attleboro Broadcasting Company, North
Attleboro, Massachusetts, Docket No,
14602, File No. BPH-3514; for construc-
tion permits.

Pursuant to agreement of counsel for
all parties on the record at the prehear-
ing conference held on May 22, 1962: It
is ordered, This 22d day of May 1962,
that the following procedural dates are
established:

Exchange of applicants’ written direct affirm-
ative cases with copies to be malled to all
parties and the Hearing Examiner: June
19, 1962,

Exchange of applicants' written rebuttal evi-
dence with copies to be mailed to all
parties and the Hearing Examiner: July 3,
1962.

Notification of witnesses, if any, desired for
cross-examination and those, if any, to be
produced in connection with rebuttal evi-
dence: July 10, 1962.

Commencement of hearing: July 17, 1962.

It is further ordered, That the hearing,
presently - scheduled to commence on
June 12, 1962, is continued to 10:00 a.m.,,
July 17, 1962.

Released: May 23, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION,

BeEN F. WArPLE,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5188; Filed, May 28,
8:51 a.m.]

[sEAL]

1962,

[Docket No. 14507 etc.; FCC 62M-744]
KWEN BROADCASTING CO. ET AL

Order Continuing Hearing

In re applications of Felix Joynt and
James Joynt d/b as KWEN Broadcasting
Company, Port Arthur, Texas, Docket
No. 14597, File No. BP-13627; Petty Dur-
wood Johnson fr/as Radio Orange,
Orange, Texas, Docket No. 14598, File
No. BP-13739; Vidor Broadcasting Com-
pany, Inc., Vidor, Texas, Docket No.
14599, File No. BP-14619; for construc-
tion permits.

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration a change of date for com-
mencement of hearing;,

It appearing that there is a conflict
of dates in the Hearing Examiner’s
schedule which requires a change from
June 18, as currently scheduled;

It is ordered, This 23d day of May 1962,
that the date for commencement of hear-
ing is changed from June 18 to July 5,
1962.

Released: May 23, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
Ben F. WarLE,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5189; FPiled, May 28,
8:51 a.m.]

[SEAL]

1062;
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[Docket Nos. 13087, 13068; FCC 62M-736]

NEWTON BROADCASTING CO. AND
TRANSCRIPT PRESS, INC.

Order Continuing Hearing
Conference

In re applications of Charles A. Bell,
George J. Helmer III, Wayne H. Lewis
and Edward Bleier, d/b as Newton
Broadcasting Company, Newton Massa-
chusetts, Docket No. 13067, File No. BP-
12884, and Transcript Press, Inc., Ded-
ham, Massachusetts, Docket No: 13068,
File No, BP-12901; for construction per-
mits.

The Hearing Examiner having under
consideration prehearing conference
presently scheduled for June 1, 1962;

It is ordered, on the Hearing Exam-
iner's own motion, that the prehearing
conference is continued to June 5, 1962,
at 9:00 a.m., due to an emergency situ-
ation.

Dated: May 22, 1962,
Released: May 22, 1962,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,

BEN F., WAPLE,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5190; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:51am.]

[sEAL]

[Docket Nos. 14557, 145568; FCC 62M-735)

PAGE BOY RADIO CORP. AND NEW
YORK TECHNICAL INSTITUTE OF
CINCINNATI, INC.

Order Following Prehearing
Conference

In re applications of Page Boy Radio
Corporation, Detroit, Michigan, Docket
No. 14557, File No. 2133-C2-P-61; for
construction permit to establish a one-
way signaling common carrier station in
the Domestic Public Land Mobile Radio
Service in Detroit, Michigan, and New
York Technical Institute of Cincinnati,
Inc., Detroit, Michigan, Docket No.
14558, File Nos. 138-C2-MIL-62 and
1149-C2-M1-62; for modification of li-
cense of station KQC884 to add type
3A2 emission to the presently authorized
6A3 emission.

At a prehearing conference held on
May 8, 1962, it was agreed by all parties
to the proceeding that all exhibits to be
introduced at hearing by the parties, in
connection with their direct presenta-
tions, would be exchanged on or before
June 11, 1962. It was further agreed
that hearing in the above-entitled mat-
ter should be continued from May 15,
1862, to June 25, 1962.

So ordered, This 21st day of May 1962,

Released: May 22, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BeEN F. WarLE,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5181; PFiled, May 28, 1968;
8:561 am.]

[sEAL]

FEDERAL REGISTER

[Docket Nos. 14193, 14194; FCC 62M-738]

SMACKCVER RADIO, INC.,, AND
MAGNOLIA BROADCASTING CO.
(KVMA)

Order Scheduling Prehearing
Conference

In re applications of Smackover Ra-
dlo, Inc., Smackover, Arkansas, Docket
No. 14193, File No. BP-14663, and Mag-~
nolia Broadcasting Company (KVMA),
Magnolia, Arkansas, Docket No. 14194,
File No. BP-14717; for construction
permits.

To discuss further proceedings in the
light of the Commission’s Memorandum
Opinion and Order released May 18, 1962
(FCC 62-522): It is ordered, This 22d
day of May 1962, that a further pre-
hearing conference is scheduled for
Wednesday, June 6, 1962, at 10 am,, in
the offices of the Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C.

Released: May 22, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
Ben F. WAPLE,
Acting Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5192; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:51 am.]

[sEAL]

[Docket No. 14649]
WAYNE F. WALLACE
Order To Show Cause

In the matter of Wayne F. Wallace,
1765 Temple Hills Drive, Laguna Beach,
California, Docket No. 14649; order to
show cause why there should not be re-
voked the license for ship radio station
WG-3079 aboard the vessel “Raven”.

The Commission, by the Chief, Safety
and Special Radio Services Bureau, un-
der delegated authority, having under
consideration the matter of certain al-
leged violations of the Commission’s
rules in connection with the operation
of the above-captioned radio station;

It appearing, that pursuant to § 1.76
of the Commission’s rules, written notice
of violation of the Commission’s rules
was served upon the above-named li-
censee as follows:

Official Notice of Violation mailed Au-
gust 18, 1961, alleging that on August 16,
1961, Ship radiotelephone station WG-
3079 was operated in violation of §§ 8.109
(e), 8.368(a), and 8.367(a)(2) of the
Commission’s rules in that there was no
record of frequency measurements made
at the time of the installation of a re-
placement transmitter (on or about July
22, 1961), an accurate radiotelephone
station log was not being maintained,
and a copy of Part 8 of the Commission’s
rules was not on board the vessel;

It further appearing, that by letters
dated September 18, October 4, and Oc-
tober 31, 1961, and February 9, 1962, the
above-named licensee was requested to
advise the Commission concerning this
matter and as to the corrective action
taken; and

It further appearing, that a partial
response was made to the Commission’s
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letter of September 18, 1961, but that no
response has been made to the Commis-
sion’s letters of October 4, and October
31, 1961, and February 9, 1962; and

It further appearing, that in view of
the foregoing the respondent has re-
peatedly violated § 1.76 of the Commis-
sion’s rules;

It is ordered, This 21st day of May
1962, pursuant to section 312(a) (4) and
(c) of the Communications Act of 1934,
as amended, and section 0.291(b) (8) of
the Cominission’s Statement of Delega-
tions of Authority, that the said licensee
show cause why the license for the above-
captioned radio station should not be
revoked, and appear and give evidence in
respect thereto at a hearing to be held at
a time and place to be specified by sub-
sequent order; and

It is further ordered, That the Acting
Secretary send a copy of this Order by
certified mail, return receipt requested,
to the said licensee,

Released: May 22, 1962.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BeEN F. WaPLE,
Acting Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5193; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:51 am.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

[Docket No. 1008]

MID BRAZIL/UNITED STATES-
CANADA FREIGHT CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Mid
Brazil/United States-Canada Freight
Conference has flled with the Commis-
sion, pursuant to section 3 of Public
Law 87-346, a proposed Exclusive Pa-
tronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modified
for the purpose of conforming such con-
tract to the provisions of section 14b
of the Shipping Act, 1916. As required
by section 3, the Federal Maritime Com-~
mission will determine whether the con-
tract should be approved, disapproved,
canceled or modified pursuant to the
provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after pub-
lication of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to
such contract and their position as to
approval, disapproval, modification, or
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

[SEAL]
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By order of the Federal Maritime:

Comumission.
TrOMAS LisI,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5158; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48 am.]

[Docket No. 1009]
COLPAC FREIGHT CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Pairon-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Colpac
Freight Conference has filed with the
Commission, pursuant to section 3 of
Public Law 87-3486, a proposed Exclusive
Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modi-
fied for the purpose of conforming such
contract to the provisions of section 14b
of the Shipping Act, 1916. As required
by section 3, the Federal Maritime Com-
mission will determine whether the con-
tract should be approved, disapproved,
canceled or modified pursuant to the
provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after pub-
lication of this notice in the FepERAL
REGISTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to
such contract and their position as to
approval, disapproval, modification, or
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS Lisr,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5159; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48 am.]

[Docket No. 1010]

CANAL, CENTRAL AMERICA NORTH-
BOUND CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Canal,
Central America Northbound Conference
has filed with the Commission, pursuant
to section 3 of Public Law 87-346, a pro-
posed Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate)
Contract, modified for the purpose of
conforming such contract to the provi-
sions of section 14b of the Shipping Act,
1916. As required by section 3, the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission will de-
termine whether the contract should be
approved, disapproved, canceled or modi-
ﬁe{)l pursuant to the provisions of section
14b,

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices' of the District Directors of the
Federal Maritime Commission in New
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York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif., and may submit to the
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D.C., within 30
days affer publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and
15 copies of written statements with
reference to such contract and their
position as to approval, disapproval,
modification, or cancellation, together
with a request for hearing, should a
hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission,
THOMAS LisI,
Secretary.

[F.R.' Doc, 62-5160; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48 am.]

|Docket No. 1011]
CAMEXCO FREIGHT CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the
Camexco Freight Conference has filed
with the Commission, pursuant to sec-
tion 3 of Public Law 87-346, a proposed
Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Con-
tract, modified for the purpose of con-
forming such contract to the provisions
of section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916.
As required by section 3, the Federal
Maritime Commission will determine
whether the contraet should be approved,
disapproved, canceled or modified pur-
suant to the provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the
Federal Maritime Commission in New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif., and may submit to the
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with ref-
erence to such contract and their position
as to approval, disapproval, modification,
or cancellation, together with a request
for hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LiIsI,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5161; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:48a.m.]

[Docket No. 1012]
CALCUTTA/U.S.A. CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Cal-
cutta/U.S.A. Conference has filed with
the Commission, pursuant to section 3
of Public Law 87-346, a proposed Ex-
clusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract,
modified for the purpose of conforming
such contract to the provisions of sec-
tion 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916. As

required by section 3, the Federal Mar-
itime Commission will determine
whether the contract should be approved,
disapproved, canceled or modified pur-
suant to the provisions of section 14b,

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif., and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FepErRAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with ref.
erence to such contract and their posi-
tion as to approval, disapproval, modifi-
cation, or cancellation, together with a
request for hearing, should a hearing be
desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

TraoMAS Lisrt,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5162; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:48 am.]

[Docket No. 1013]

ATLANTIC  AND GULF/WEST COAST
OF SOUTH AMERICA CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Atlantic
and Gulf/West Coast of South America
Conference has filed with the Commis-
sion, pursuant to section 3 of Public Law
87-346, a proposed Exclusive Patronage
(Dual Rate) Contract, modified for the
purpose of conforming such contract Lo
the provisions of section 14b of the Ship-
ping Act, 1916. As required by section
3, the Federal Maritime Commission will
determine whether the contract should
be approved, disapproved, canceled or
modified pursuant to the provisions of
section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif., and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with ref-
erence to such contract and their posi-
tion as to approval, disapproval, modifi-
cation, or cancellation, together with a
request for hearing, should a hearing
be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TaoMAS LisI1,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5163; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48 a.m.]
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{Docket No. 1014]

ATLANTIC AND GULF/WEST COAST
OF CENTRAL AMERICA AND
MEXICO CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Atlan-
tic and Gulf/West Coast of Central
America and Mexico Conference has filed
with the Commission, pursuant to sec-
tion 3 of Public Law 87-346, a proposed
Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Con-
tract, modified for the purpose of con-
forming such contract to the provisions
of section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916.
As required by section 3, the Federal
Maritime Commission will determine
whether the contract should be ap-
proved, disapproved, canceled or modi-
fied pursuant to the provisions of section
14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif,, and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publica-
tion of this notice in the FEDERAL
RecISTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to
such contract and their position as to
approval, disapproval, modification, or
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Traomas Lisz,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5164; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:48 am,]

[Docket No. 1015]

ATLANTIC AND GULF-SINGAPORE,

MALAYA AND THAILAND CON-
FERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Atlan-
tic and Gulf-Singapore, Malaya and
Thailand Conference has filed with the
Commission, pursuant to section 3 of
Public Law 87-346, a proposed Exclusive
Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modi-
fied for the purpose of conforming such
contract to the provisions of section 14b
of the Shipping Act, 1916. As required
bs{ section 3, the Federal Maritime Com-
mission will determine whether the con-
tract should be approved, disapproved,
canceled or modified pursuant to the
provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C, and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,

FEDERAL REGISTER

Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publica-
tion of this notice in the FeperaL
REcIsTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to
such contract and their position as to
approval, disapproval, modification, or
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TrOMAs Lisr,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5165; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:48 am.)

[Docket No. 1018]

ATLANTIC AND GULF/PANAMA
CANAL ZONE, COLON AND PAN-
AMA CITY CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Atlantic
and Gulf/Panama Canal Zone, Colon
and Panama City Conference has filed
with the Commission, pursuant to sec-
tion 3 of Public Law 87-346, a proposed
Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Con-
tract. modified for the purpose of con-
forming such contract to the provisions
of section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916.
As required by section 3, the Federal
Maritime Commission will determine
whether the contract should be approved,
disapproved, canceled or modified pur-
suant to the provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publica~
tion of this notice in the FEpErAL REG-
ISTER, an original and 15 copies of written
statements with reference to such con-
tract and their position as to approval,
disapproval, modification, or cancella-
tion, together with a request for hearing
should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LIsT,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5166; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 1017]

ATLANTIC AND GULF-INDONESIA
CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Atlantic
and Gulf-Indonesia Conference has filed
with the Commission, pursuant to sec-
tion 3 of Public Law 87-346, a proposed
Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Con-
tract, modified for the purpose of con-
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forming such contract to the provisions .
of section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916.
As required by section 3, the Federal
Maritime Commission will determine
whether the contract should be approved,
disapproved, canceled or modified pur-
suant to the provisions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publica-
tion of this notice in the FEpERAL REG-
ISTER, an original and 15 copies of written
statements with reference to such con-
tract and their position as to approval,
disapproval, modification, or cancella-
tion, together with a request for hearing
should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LIsT,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5167; Filed, May 28, 1062;
8:49 am.)

[Docket No. 1018]

ASSOCIATION OF WEST COAST
STEAMSHIP COMPANIES

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Asso-
ciation of West Coast Steamship Com-
panies has filed with the Commission,
pursuant to section 3 of Public Law
87-346, a proposed Exclusive Patronage
(Dual Rate) Contract, modified for the
purpose of conforming such contract to
Shipping Act, 1916. As required by sec-
the provisions of section 14b of the
tion 3, the Federal Maritime Commission
will determine whether the contract
should be approved, disapproved, can-
celed or modified pursuant to the pro-
visions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the
Federal Maritime Commission in New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif., and may submit to the
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D.C., within 30
days after publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with refer-
ence to such contract and their position
as to approval, disapproval, modification,
or cancellation, together with a request
for hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962,

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS Lisr,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5168; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:49 am.]
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.LEEWARD & WINDWARD ISLANDS &
GUIANAS CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Lee-
ward & Windward Islands & Guianas
Conference has filed with the Commis-
sion, pursuant to section 3 of Public Law
87-346, a proposed Exclusive Patronage
(Dual Rate) Contract, modified for the
purpese of conforming such contract to
the provisions of section 14b of the Ship-
ping Act, 1916. As required by section 3,
the Federal Maritime Commission will
determine whether the contract should
be approved, disapproved, canceled or
modified pursuant to the provisions of
section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the
Federal Maritime Commission in New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif., and may submit to the
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington 25, D.C., within 30
days after publication of this notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with refer-
ence to such contract and their position
as to approval, disapproval, modification,
or cancellation, together with a request
for hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime

n,
THOMAS LiIsr,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-5169; Filed, May 28, 1962;

8:49am.)

{Docket No. 1020]

INDIA, PAKISTAN, CEYLON & BURMA
OUTWARD FREIGHT CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that The India,
Pakistan, Ceylon & Burma Outward
Freight Conference has filed with the
Commission, pursuant to section 3 of
Public Law 87-346, a proposed Exclusive
Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modi-
fied for the purpose of conforming such
contract to the provisions of section 14b
of the Shipping Act, 1916. As required by
section 3, the Federal Maritime Commis-
sion will determine whether the contract
should be approved, disapproved, can-
celed or modified pursuant to the pro-
visions of section 14b.

Inferested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritfime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Direetors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y,,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after pub-
lication of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER, an original and 15 copies of
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written statements with reference to such
contract and their position as to ap-
proval, disapproval, modification,
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

THOMAS List,
Secretary.

62-5170; Filled," May 28, 1962;
8:49 am.]

[FR. Doc.

[Docket No. 1021]
HAVANA STEAMSHIP CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Havana
Steamship Conference has filed with the
Commission, pursuant to section 3 of
Public Law 87-346, a proposed Exclusive
Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modi-
fied for the purpose of conforming such
contract to the provisions of section 14b
of the Shipping Act, 1916. As required
by section 3, the Federal Maritime Com-
mission will determine whether the con-
tract should be approved, disapproved,
canceled or modified pursuant to the pro-
visions of section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after pub-
lication of this notice in the FEpErAL
REGISTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to such
contract and their position as to ap-
proval, disapproval, modification, or can-
cellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing he desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TrOMAS List,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-5171; Piled, May 28, 1962;
8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 1022]

GULF AND SOUTH ATLANTIC HA-
VANA STEAMSHIP CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Gulf
and South Atlantic Havana Steamship
Conference has filed with the Commis-
sion, pursuant to section 3 of Public Law
87-346, a proposed Exclusive Patronage
(Dual Rate) Contract, modified for the
purpose of conforming such contract to
the provisions of section 14b of the Ship-
ping Act, 1916. As required by section 3,
the Federal Maritime Commission will
determine whether the contract should
be approved, disapproved, canceled or
modified pursuant to the provisions of
section 14b,

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federa]
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publi-
cation of this notice in the FEDERAL Rrg-
ISTER, an original and 15 copies of written
statements with refererce to such con-
tract and their position as to approval,
disapproval, modification, or cancella-
tion, together with a request for hearing,

. should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TaoMAS Lisr,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5172; Filed, May 28, 1942;
8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 1023]
FAR EAST CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the Far
East Conference has filed with the Com-
mission, pursuant to section 3 of Public
Law 87-346, a proposed Exclusive Pa-
fronage (Dual Rate) Contract, modified
for the purpose of conforming such con-
tract to the provisions of section 14b of
the Shipping Act, 1916. As required by
section 3, the Federal Maritime Commis-
sion will determine whether the contract
should be approved, disapproved, can-
celed or modified pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 14b. ;

Interested parties may inspeet a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the Offices
of the Distriet Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publi-
cation of this notice in the FEpERAL Rec-
ISTER, an original and 15 copies of written
statements with reference to such con-
tract and their position as to approval,
disapproval, modification, or cancella-
tion, together with a request for hearing,
should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

TrOoMAS LisI,
Secretary.

[F.R, Doc. 62-5178; Filed, May 28, 1062
8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 1024]

EAST COAST SOUTH AMERICA
REEFER CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the East
Coast South America Reefer Conference
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has filed with the Commission, pursuant
to section 3 of Public Law 87-346, a pro-
posed Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate)
Contract, modified for the purpose of
conforming such contract to the pro-
visions of section 14b of the Shipping
Act, 1916. As required by section 3, the
Federal Maritime Commission will de-
termine whether the contract should be
approved, disapproved, canceled or modi-
fied pursuant to the provisions of section
14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the Fed-
‘eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La,, and San Fran-
cisco, Calif., and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days after
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL
RecISTER, an original and 15 copies of
written statements with reference to
such contract and their position as to
approval, disapproval, modification, or
cancellation, together with a request for
hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962,

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS LiIsI,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 62-5174; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:49 a.m.]

[Docket No. 1025]

EAST COAST COLOMBIA
CONFERENCE

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the East
Coast Colombia Conference has filed
with the Commission, pursuant to section
3 of Public Law 87-346, a proposed Ex-
clusive Patronage (Dual Rate) Contract,
modified for the purpose of conforming
such contract to the provisions of sec-
tion 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916. As
required by section 3, the Federal Mari-
time Commission will determine whether
the contract should be approved, disap-
proved, canceled or modified pursuant to
the provisions of section 14b,

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the Distriet Directors of the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif,, and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FepErAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with refer-
ence to such contract and their position
as to approval, disapproval, modification,
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or cancellation, together with a request
for hearing, should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS Lisi,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5175; Filed, May 28, 1062;

8:49 am.]

[Docket No. 1026]

JAVA-NEW YORK RATE
AGREEMENT

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the parties
to the Java-New York Rate Agreement
have filed with the Commission, pursu-
ant to section 3 of Public Law 87-346, a
proposed Exclusive Patronage (Dual
Rate) Contract, modified for the purpose
of conforming such contract to the pro-
visions of section 14b of the Shipping
Act, 1916. As required by section 3, the
Federal Maritime Commission will de-
termine whether the contract should be
approved, disapproved, canceled, or
modified pursuant to the provisions of
section 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif., and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with ref-
erence to such contract and their posi-
tion as to approval, disapproval, modifi-
cation, or cancellation, together with a
request for hearing, should a hearing be
desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TrHOMAS LisI,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 62-5176; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 am.]

[Docket No. 1027]
JAVA-PACIFIC RATE AGREEMENT

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the parties
to the Java-Pacific Rate Agreement have
filed with the Commission, pursuant to
section 3 of Public Law 87-346, a pro-
posed Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate)
Contract, modified for the purpose of
conforming such contract to the provi-
sions of section 14b of the Shipping Act,
1916. As required by section 3, the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission will deter-
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mine whether the contract should be
approved, disapproved, canceled or mod-
ified pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the of-
fices of the District Directors of the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission in New York,
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran-
cisco, Calif., and may submit to the Sec-
retary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington 25, D.C., within 30 days
after publication of this notice in the
FEpERAL REGISTER, an original and 15
copies of written statements with ref-
erence to such contract and their posi-
tion as to approval, disapproval, modifi-
cation, or cancellation, together with a
request for hearing, should a hearing be
desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THOMAS Lisr,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 62-5177; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 am.]

|Docket No. 1028)
DELI-PACIFIC RATE AGREEMENT

Notice of Filing of Exclusive Patron-
age (Dual Rate) Contract

Notice is hereby given that the parties
to the Deli-Pacific Rate Agreement have
filed with the Commission, pursuant to
section 3 of Public Law 87-346, a pro-
posed Exclusive Patronage (Dual Rate)
Contract, modified for the purpose of
conforming such contract to the provi-
sions of section 14b of the Shipping Act,
1916. As required by section 3, the Fed-
eral Maritime Commission will deter-
mine whether the contract should be
approved, disapproved, canceled or modi-
fled pursuant to the provisions of section
14b.

Interested parties may inspect a copy
of the contract at the Bureau of Foreign
Regulation, Federal Maritime Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and at the offices
of the District Directors of the Federal
Maritime Commission in New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, La., and San Francisco,
Calif., and may submit to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton 25, D.C., within 30 days after publica-
tion of this notice in the FEpErAL REGIS-
TER, an original and 15 copies of written
statements with reference to such con-
tract and their position as to approval,
disapproval, modification, or cancella-
tion, together with a request for hearing,
should a hearing be desired.

Dated: May 23, 1962,
By order of the Federal Maritime

. Commission.
TrOMAS LisI,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 62-5178; Filed, May 28, 1962;
8:50 a.m.]




