DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD-
MINISTRATOR FOR PROGRAM
COORDINATION AND SERVICES,
REGION Il (ATLANTA)

Designation

The officers appointed to (or any of-
ficer duly designated to serve in an acting
capacity in) the following listed posi-
tions In Region IIT (Atlanta) are hereby
designated to serve as Acting Assistant
Regional Administrator for Program Co-
ordination and Services, Region III, dur-
ing the absence of the Assistant Reglonal
Administrator for Program Coordination
and Services, with all the powers, func-
tions, and duties redelegated or assigned
to the Assistant Reglonal Administrator
for Program Coordination and Services:
Provided, That no officer is authorized to
serve as Acting Assistant Regional Ad-
ministrator for Program Coordination
and Services unless all other officers
whose titles precede his in this designa-
tion are unable to serve by reason of
absence:

1. Deputy Assistant Reglonal Adminis-
trator for Program Coordination and
Services.

2. Director, Planning Division.

3. Director, Economic and Market
Analysis Division,

4. Director, Relocation Division.

This deslgnation supersedes the desig~
nation effective March 22, 1967 (32 F.R.
4368-4369, Mar. 22, 1967).

(Delegation of authority effective May 4, 1962
(27 P.R, 4310, May 4, 1062); Dept, Interim
Order IT (31 P.R. 815, Jan, 21, 1966) )

m;ﬂgectlve as of the 12th day of May
: Eopwarp H. BAXTER,
Regional Administrator, Region 111,

[FR. Doc. 70-5794: Filed, May 11, 1970;
8:47 am.|

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER,
NORWOOD MUNICIPAL AIRPORT,
NORWOOD, MASS.

Notice of Commissioning

Notice is hereby given that an Alr
Traffic Control Tower will be commis~
sloned at Norwood Municipal Afrport,
Norwood, Mass., on or about May 1, 1970.
It will provide for the safe and expe-
ditious movement of terminal traffic con-
sisting predominantly of general aviation
alreraft, Communications to the Afir
Traffic Control Tower should be ad-
dressed as follows:

Alr Trafic Control Tower, Department of
Transportation, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Norwood Municlpal Alrport, Nor-
wood, Mass. 02062,

NOTICES

(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stut. 752; 40 U.S.C. 1354)

Issued in New York, N.Y., on April 29,
1970.
WAYNE HENDERSHOT,
Acting Director, Eastern Region,

(PR, Doo. T70-8780; Flled, May 11, 1570;
8:46 am.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

| Docket No, 22027; Order 70-5-20]

LOFTLEIDIR, H.F.,, AND SEABOARD
WORLD AIRLINES, INC.

Order of Tentative Approval of
Aircraft Leasing Transaclion

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 7th day of May 1970.

By joint application filed March 20,
1970, Loftleidir, HF. (Icelandic), and
Seaboard World Alrlines, Inc. (Sea-
beoard), request Board approval without
a hearing under section 408(b) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as
amended, (the Act) with respect to the
dry lease of two DC-8-63F alrcraft by
Seaboard, as lessor, to Icelandic as
lessee,

Icelandie is a foreign alr carrier which
holds a permit authorizing it to engage
in foreign air transportation between
the United States, Iceland, and Europe,
Seaboard is a U.S. certificated air carrier
operating all cargo and mall services
over transatlantic route 118. Seaboard’s
certificate does not include authorization
to serve points in Iceland. -

By lease agreement dated February 26,
1970, Seaboard has agreed to lease two
DC-8-63F aircraft to Icelandic for the
2-year period commencing May 13 and
14, 1970, respectively, and terminating
April 30, 1972, with respect to both air-
craft.! Pursuant to the lease agreement
Icelandic will pay Seaboard monthly
rentals of $165,000 for each aircraft. Ice-
landic may renew the lease agreement
for elther or both aireraft on the same
terms and conditions for an additional
year,

The application recites that the air-
craft in question are two of the 11
DC-8-63F alrcraft which constitute
Seaboard’s operating fleet. It is further
asserted that the two alrcraft to be
leased are not required, during the term
of the lease, by Seaboard in operation of

I By virtue of a supplemental letter from
Seaboard to Icelandie, dated Feb. 26, 1970,
the parties to the instant lease transaction
have agreed that If Icelandic doos, in fact,
lease the two alrcraft from Seaboard, then
Beaboard will assume Icelandic's outstanding
lease obligations Incurred through its sub-
sidiary, Hekla Holdings Ltd., for one DC-8-55
alrcraft for = maximum of 47 and 17/31
alroraft months. The latter transaction may
be qualified for the exemption from section
408 of the Act provided by Part 209 of the
Board’s economic regulations, and therefore
is properiy flleable thercunder. The alroraft
involved is the subject of & wet loase agroe-
ment between Seaboard and Japan Alr Lines
(Docket 21628), approved In Order 70-3-158,
Mar, 31, 1070,
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its certificated services. These operations,
according to the application, will re-
quire utilization of only five or six of
Seaboard’s 11 afreraft, and, in light of
recent cutbacks in Military Alrlift Com-
mand (MAC) procurement of clvil air-
1ift, only three of the remaining aircraft
are utllized in charter service for the
Department of Defense.

In further support of the transaction,
the application recites that Seaboard is
currently experiencing substantial losses
in its operations due to MAC procure-
ment cutbacks, In addition, it is asserted
that the reévenues Seaboard will receive
by leasing the two aircraft to Icelandic
are vitally needed by Seaboard at this
time,

Comments on the lease were filed by
Pan American.

Upon consideration of the foregoing,
the Board concludes that the lease of twe
DC-8-63F airoraft to Icelandic by Sea-
board would involve the leasing of & sub-
stantial portion of the properties of the
latter, within the meaning of section 408
of the Act, and therefore, the lease Is
subject to such section. However, the
Board has concluded tentatively that the
lease transaction does not affect the con-
trol of an alr carrler directly engaged in
the operation of aircraft in air transpor-
tation, does not result in creating a mo-
nopoly, and does not tend to restrain
competition, Furthermore, no person dis-
closing a substantial interest is currently
requesting a hearing, and it is found that
the public Interest does not require a
hearing.

It appears that Seaboard may, at the
present time, be operating with a sur-
plus of large Jet aircraft, atiributable, to
some extent, to reductions in MAC civil
airlift requirements. In this light, we
believe that the lease of the two DC-8-
63F aircraft which appear to be surplus
to Seaboard’s needs may prove beneficial
to Seaboard through realization of ap-
parently much needed revenues,*

In view of the foregoing, the Board
tentatively concludes that it should ap-
prove without hearing under the third
proviso of section 408(b) of the Act the
lease of two DC-8-63F aircraft from
Seaboard by Icelandic.

In accordance with section 408(b) of
the Act, this order constituting notice
of the Board's tentative findings, will
be published in the FrpEnanL REGISTER
and Interested persons will be afforded

*Pan American suggests that the Board
refraln from processing the instant applica-
tion until conclusion of the bilateral nego-
tiatlons currently taking piace between the
governments of Iceland and the United
States, 50 that the overall Interest of the
United States in the jet capacity of Icclandic
will not be prejudiced. In view of Seaboard's
need for the revénues It will receive from
this transaction, and because the retention
of jurisdiction over the transaction will en-
able the Board to take whatever action may
be required in the public Interest, we shall
process the application at this time. That
portion of Pan American's comments which
roquests disapproval of the wet lease by
Seaboard to Japan Alrlines of a DC-8-35
which Seaboard assumed from Icelandic is
moot by virtue of our action In Order
70-3-150, Mar, 31, 1970,
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an opportunity to file comments or re-
quest a hearing on the Board's tentative
decision.”

Accordingly, it is ordered, That:

1. The lease without crew of two DC-
8-63F aireraft from Seaboard to Ice-
landic be and it hereby is tentatively
approved;

2. Interested persons are hereby af-
forded a period of time until May 12,
1970 in which to file comments or re-
quest a hearing with respect to the
Board's proposed action;* and

3. The Attorney General of the United
States be furnished a copy of this order
within 1 day of publication,

This order shall be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[seaL] PryLLIs T, KAYLOR,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 70-5708; Filed, May 11, 1870;
8:48 am.|

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of §98.20 of Cilvil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil
Service Commission authorizes the De-
partment of Health, Education, and
Welfare to fill by noncareer executive
assignment in the excepted service the
position of National Chairman, White
House Conference on Children and
Youth, Office of the Secretary.

UniTeEd STATES CIVIL SERV-
1CE COMMISSION,
James C. Sery,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[P.R, Doo. T0-5799; Flled, May 11, 1970;
8:48 am.)

[sEAL)

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of $§9.20 of Civil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil
Service Commission authorizes the De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment to fill by noncareer executive
assignment in the excepted service the
position of Director, Relocation and

*In ita final order, the Board will reserve
Jurisdiction over the transaction to take
whatever action may be required in the pub-
lic interest,

{ Comments so filed shall conform to the
requirements of the Board's rules of practice
(14 CFR Part 302) for the filing of docu-
ments. Purther, since an opportunity to file
comments is provided for, petitions for re-
consideration of this order will not be
entertained,

NOTICES

Special Services, Renewal and Housing
Management,

Un1TED STATES CIVIL SERV-
1CE COMMISSION,

[sear) James C, Srry,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
[P.R. Doo, 70-5800; Piled, May 11, 1970;
8:48 am.|

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of §9.20 of Civil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil
Service Commission authorizes the De-
partment of the Interior to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the
excepted service the position of Execu-
tive Assistant to the Secretary, Office of
the Secretary.

UN1TED STATES CIVIL SERV~
10E COMMISSION,
James C. Sery,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
[F.R, Doc. 70-5801; Filed, May 11, 1070;
8:48 am.]

[sEAL]

OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY

Notice of Revocation of Authority To
Make Noncareer Executive Assign-
ment

Under authority of §9.20 of Civil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Clvil
Service Commission revokes the author-
ity of the Office of Economic Oppor-
tunity to fill by noncareer executive
assignment in the excepted service the
position of Deputy Assisant Director,
Community Action Program.

Uniten StaTes Civin Sery-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. SrrY,
Ezrxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
[F.R. Doc. 70-5802; Filed, May 11, 1970;
8:48 am.|

[sEAL])

OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Office of
Economic Opportunity to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Director,
Office of Research and Evaluation, Office
of Planning, Research and Evaluation,

Untrep StaTes Civin SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
[seaL] Jamss C. Sery,
Erxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[P.R. Doo. 70-5803; Piled, May 11, 1070;
8:48am.|

OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Office of
Economic Opportunity to fill by non-
career executive assignment in the ex-
cepted service the position of Deputy
General Counsel, Office of General

Counsel,
Unitep StatEs CIVIL SERV-
108 COMMISSION,
[searL] James C. Spry,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
[PR. Doc. T0-5804; Filed, May 11, 1070;
8:48am.|

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of §9.20 of Civil
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil
Service Commission authorizes the Post
Office Department to fill by noncareer
executive assignment in the excepted
service the position of Deputy Assistant
Postmaster General—Construction En-
gineering, Bureau of Facilities.

UniteEd STATES CIVIL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C, Srry,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.
[F.R. Doc. T0-5805; Filed, May 11, 1970
8:48 am.)

[sEAL]

TAX COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make
Noncareer Executive Assignment
Under authority of §9.20 of Civil

Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil

Service Commission authorizes the Tax

Court of the United States to fill by

noncareer executive assignment in the

excepted service the position of Execu-
tive Director.

Uxrrep Stares Civin Serv-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. Sery,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[PR. Doc, 70-5806; Piled, May 11, 1970;
8:48 am.]

COUNCIL ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

STATEMENTS ON PROPOSED FEDERAL
ACTIONS AFFECTING THE ENVI-
RONMENT

Interim Guidelines
Apniv 30, 1970.

1. Purpose, This memorandum pro-
vides interim guidelines to Federal de-
partments, agencies and establishments

[sEAL]
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for preparing detailed environmental
statements on proposals for legislation
and other major Federal actions signifi-
cantly affecting the quality of the hu-
man environment, as required by section
102(2) (C) of the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act (Public Law 91-190)
thereafter “the Act"). Underlying the
preparation of such environmental state-
ments is the mandate of both the Act and
Executive Order 11514 (35 F.R. 4247) of
March 5, 1870, that all Federal agencies,
to the fullest extent possible, direct
their policies, plans and programs so as
to meet national environmental goals.

2, Policy. Before undertaking major
action or recommending or making a
favorable report on legislation that
significantly affects the environment,
Federal agencies will, in consultation
with other appropriate Federal, State,
and local agencies, assess in detail the
potential environmental impact in order
that adverse affects are avoided, and
environmental quality is restored or en-
hanced, to the fullest extent practicable.
In particular, alternative actions that
will minimize adverse impact should be
explored and both the long- and short-
range implications to man, his physical
and social surroundings, and to nature,
should be evaluated in order to avoid to
the fullest extent practicable undesir-
able consequences for the environment,

3, Agency and BOB procedures. ()
Pursuant to section 2(f) of Executive
Order 11514, the heads of Federal agen-
cies have been directed to proceed with
measures required by section 102(2) (C)
of the Act. Consequently, each agency
will establish no later than June 1, 1870,
its own formal procedures for (1) identi-
fying those agency actions requiring
environmental statements, (2) obtaining
information required in their prepara-
tion, (3) designating the officials who
are to be responsible for the statements,
(4) consulting with and taking account
of the comments of appropriate Federal,
State and local agencies, and (5) meet-
ing the requirements of section 2(b) of
Executive Order 11514 for providing
timely public information on Federal
plans and programs with environmental
impact. These procedures should be con-
sonant with the guidelines contained
herein. Each agency should file seven (7)
copies of all such procedures with the
Council on Environmental Quality, which
will provide advice to agencies in the
breparation of their procedures and
fuidance on the application and inter-
bretation of the Council’s guidelines.

(b) Each Federal agency should con-
sult, with the assistance of the Council
on Environmental Quality If desired,
with other appropriate Federal agencies
In the development of the above pro-
cedures s0 as to achieve consistency in
dealing with similar activities and to
assure effectlve coordination among
agencies in their review of proposed
activities,

(©) It is imperative that existing
mee for obtaining the views of
Federal, State, and local agencies on
Proposed Federal actions be utilized to
the extent practicable In dealing with

FEDERAL

NOTICES

cnvironmental matters, The Bureau of
the Budget will issue instructions, as
necessary, to take full advantage of
existing mechanisms (relating to pro-
cedures for handling legislation, prepara-
tion of budgetary material, new policies
and procedures, water resource and other
projects, ete.).

4, Federal agencies included. Section
102(2) (C) applies to all agencies of the
Federal Government with respect to
recommendations or reports on proposals
for (i) legislation and (ii) other major
Federal actions significantly affecting
the quality of the human environment.
The phrase “to the fullest extent pos~
sible” In section 102(2) (C) is meant to
make clear that each agency of the Fed-
eral Government shall comply with the
requirement unless existing law applica-
ble to the agency’s operations expressly
prohibits or makes compliance impos-
sible. (Section 105 of the Act provides
that “The policies and goals set forth
in this Act are supplementary to those
set forth in existing authorizations of
Federal agencies.”)

5. Actions included. The following cori-
teria will be employed by agencies In
deciding whether a proposed action re-
-quires the preparation of an environ-
mental statement:

(a) "Actions" include but are not
limited to:

() Recommendations or reports re-
lating to legislation and appropriations;

(i) Projects and continuing activities;

—Directly undertaken by Federal
agencies;

—Supported In whole or in part
through Federal contracts, grants,
subsidies, loans, or other forms of
funding assistance;

—Involving a Federal ‘lease, permit,
license, certificate or other en-
titlement for use;

(jil) Policy—and procedure-making,

(b) The statutory clause “major Fed-
eral actions significantly affecting the
quality of the human environment" is to
be construed by agencies with a view
to the overall, cumulative impact of the
action proposed (and of further actions
contemplated) , Such actions may be lo-
calized in their impact, but {f there is po-
tential that the environment may be
significantly affected, the statement is
to be prepared, Proposed actions the
environmental impact of which is likely
to be highly controversial should be
covered In all cases. In considering what
constitutes major action significantly af-
fecting the environment, agencies should
bear In mind that the effect of many
Federal declisions about a project or com-
plex of projects can be individually
limited but cumulatively considerable.
This can occur when one or more agen-
cles over a period of years puts into a
project individually minor but collec-
tively major resources, when one decision
involving a limited amount of money is
a precedent for action In much larger
cases or represents a decision in princi-
ple about a future major course of action,
or when several Government agencles
individually make decisions about par-
tial aspects of a major action. The lead
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agency should prepare an environmental
statement if it is reasonable to anticipate
a cumulatively significant impact on the
environment from the Federal action.

(¢) Bection 101(b) of the Act iIndi-
cates the broad range of aspecis of the
environment to be surveyed in any as-
sessment of significant effect, The Act
also indicates that adverse significant
effects include those that degrade the
quality of the environment, curtall the
range of beneficial uses of the environ-
ment or ‘serve short-term, to the disad-
vantage of long-term, environmental
goals. Significant effects can also include
actions which may have both beneficial
and detrimental effects, even if, on bal-
ance, the agency believes that the effect
will be beneficial. Significant adverse
effects on the quality of the human
environment include both those that
directly affect human beings and
those that Indirectly affect human
beings through adverse effects on the
environment,

(d) Because of the Act's legislative
history, the regulatory activities of Fed-
eral environmental protection agencies
(e.g., the Federal Water Quality Admin-
istration of the Department of the In-
terior and the National Air Pollution
Control Administration of the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare)
are not deemed actions which require the
preparation of an environmental state-
ment under section 102(2) (C) of the Act.

8. Recommendations or reports on
proposals for legislation. The require-
ment for following the section 102(2) (C)
procedure as elaborated in these guide-
lines applies to both (i) agency recom-
mendations on their own proposals for
legislation and (1) agency reports on
legislation initiated elsewhere. (In the
latter case only the agency which has
primary responsibility for the subject
matter involved will prepare an environ-
mental statement.) The Bureau of the
Budget will supplement these general
guidelines with specific Instructions re-
lating to the way in which the section
102(2) (C) procedure fits into its legisla-
tive clearance process,

7. Content of environmental state-
ment. (a) The following points are to be
covered:

(1) The probable impact of the pro-
posed action on the environment, in-
cluding impact on ecological systems
such as wild life, fish and marine life.
Both primary and secondary significant
consequences for the environment
should be included in the analysis. For
example, the implications, if any, of the
action for population distribution or con~
centration should be estimated and an
assessment made of the effect of any
possible change in population patterns
upon the resource base, including land
use, water, and public services, of the
area In question.

(ii). Any probable adverse environ-
mental effects which cannot be avolded
(such as water or air pollution, damage
to life systems, urban congestion, threats
to health or other consequences adverse
to the environmental goals set out in
section 101(b) of Public Law 91-190).

REGISTER, VOL, 35, NO. 92—TUESDAY, MAY 12, 1970




7392

(i) Alternatives to the proposed ac-
tion (section 102(2) (D) of the Act re-
quires the responsible agency to “study,
develop and describe appropriate alter-
natives to recommended courses of ac-
tion in any proposal which involves
unresolved conflicts concerning alterna-
tive uses of avallable resources"), A
rigorous exploration and objective eval-
uation of alternative actions that might
avoid some or all of the adverse environ-
mental effects is essential. Sufficient
analysis of such alternatives and their
costs and impact on the environment
should accompany the proposed action
through the agency review process in
order not to foreclose prematurely op-
tions which might have less detrimental
effects,

(iv) The relationship between local
short-term uses of man's environment
and the maintenance and enhancement
of long-term productivity. This in es-
sence requires the agency to assess the
action for cumulative and long-term
effects from the perspective that each
generation is trustee of the environment
for succeeding generations,

(v) Any irreversible and Irretrievable
commitments of resources which would
be involved in the proposed action should
it be implemented. This requires the
agency to identify the extent to which
the action curtails the range of bene-
ficial uses of the environment.

(vi) Where appropriate, a discussion
of problems and objections raised by
other PFederal agencles and State and
local entities in the review process and
the disposition of the issues involved.
(This section may be added at the end
of the review process in the final text of
the environmental statement.)

(b) With respect to water quality as-
pects of the proposed action which have
been previously certified by the appro-
priate State or interstate organization as
being in substantial compliance with
applicable water quality standards, mere
reference to the previous certification is
sufficient,

(¢) Bach environmental statement
should be prepared in accordance with
the precept in section 102(2) (A) of the
Act that all agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment “utilize a systematic, inter-
disciplinary approach which will insure
the integrated use of the natural and
social sclences and the environmental
design arts in planning and decision
making which may have an impact on
man's environment."

8. Federal agencies to be consulted in
connection with preparation of environ-
mental statement. The Federal agencies
to be consulted in connection with prepa~
ration of environmental statements
are those which have “jurisdiction by
law or special expertise with respect to
.any environmental impact involved” or
“which are authorized to develop and
enforce environmental standards", These
Federal agencies include components of
(depending on the aspect or aspects of
the environment involved) :

NOTICES

Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare,

Department of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment,

Department of tho Interior,

Department of Transportation,

Atomle Energy Commission.

For actions specially affecting the en-
vironment of their reglonal jurisdictions,
the following Federal agencies are also
to be consulted:

Tennessee Valley Authority,
Appalachian Regional Commission.

Agencies obtaining comment should de-
termine which one or more of the above
listed agencies are appropriate to consult.
It is recommended that the above listed
Departments establish contact points for
providing comments and that Depart-
ments from which comment is solicited
coordinate and consolidate the comments
of their component entities. The require-
ment in section 102(2) (C) to obtain com-~
ment from Federal agencies having
jurisdiction or special expertise Is in
addition to any specific statutory obliga-
tion of any Federal agency to coordinate
or consult with any other Federal or
State agency. Agencies seeking comment
may establish time limits of not less
than thirty days for reply, after which
it may be presumed the agency consulted
has no comment to make.

9. State and local review. Where no
public hearing has been held on the pro-
posed action at which the appropriate
State and local review has been invited,
and where review of the proposed action
by State and local agencies authorized to
develop and enforce environmental
standards is relevant, such State and
local review shall be provided for as
follows:

() For direct Federal development
projects and projects assisted under pro-
grams listed in Attachment D of the Bu-
rean of the Budget Circular No. A-95,
review by State and local governments
will be through procedures set forth un-
der Part 1 of Circular No. A-85.

(b) State and local review of agency
procedures, regulations, and policies for
the administration of Federal programs
of assistance to State and local govern-
ments will be conducted pursuant to pro-
cedures established by Bureau of the
Budget Circular No. A-85.

(¢) Where these procedures are not
appropriate and where the proposed ac-
tion affects matters within their jurisdic-
tion, review of the proposed action by
State and local agencles authorized to
develop and enforce environmental
standards and their comments on the
draft environmental statement may be
obtained directly or by publication of a
summary notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER
(with a copy of the environmental state-
ment and comments of Federal agencies
theéreon to be supplied on request). The
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER mAay spec-
ify that comments of the relevant State
and local agencies must be submitted
within 60 days of publication of the
notice,

10. Use of statements in agency review
processes; distribution to Council on En~
vironmental Quality. (a) Agencies will

need to identify at what stage or stages
of a series of actions relating to a par-
ticular matter the environmental state-
ment procedures of this directive will be
applied. It will often be necessary to use
the procedures both in the development
of a national program and in the review
of proposed projects within the national
program, However, where a grant-in-aid
program does not entail prior approval
by Federal agencies of specific projects,
the view of Federal, State, and local
agencies in the legislative, and possibly
appropriation, process may have to suf-
fice, The principle to be applied is to
obtain views of other agencies at the
earliest feasible time in the development
of program and project proposals. Care
should be exercised so as not to duplicate
the clearance process, but when actions
being considered differ significantly
from those that have already been re-
viewed an environmental statement
should be provided.

(b) Seven (7) copies of draft environ-
mental statements (when prepared),
seven (7) copies of all comments received
thereon (when received), and seven (7)
copies of the final text of environmental
statements d be supplied to the
Council on Environmental Quality in the
Executive Office of the President (this
will serve as making environmental
statements avalilable to the President) . It
is important that draft environmental
statements be prepared and circulated
for comment and furnished to the Coun-
cil early enough in the agency review
process before an action is taken in order
to permit meaningful consideration of
the environmental issues involved.

11. Application of section 102(2)(C)
procedure to existing projects and pro-
grams, To the fullest extent possible the
section 102(2) (C) procedure should be
applied to further major Federal actions
having a significant effect on the envi-
ronment even though they arise from
projects or programs initiated prior to
enactment of Public Law 91-190 on Jan-
uary 1, 1970. Where it is not practicable
to reassess the basic course of action, it
is still important that further incremen-
tal major actions be shaped so as 0
minimize adverse environmental conse-
quences. It is also important in further
action that account be taken of environ-
mental consequences not fully evaluated
at the outset of the project or program.

12. Availability of environmental
statements and comments to public. The
agency which prepared the environ-
mental statement is responsible for mak-
ing such statement and the comments
received available to the public pursuant
to the provisions of the Freedom of In-
formation Act (5 US.C. sec, 552).

13. Review of existing authority, poli-
cles and procedures in light of National
Environmental Policy Act. Pursuant to
section 103 of the Act and section 2(d) of
Executive Order 11514, all agencles, a5
soon as possible, shall review their pres-
ent statutory authority, administrative
regulations, and current policles and
procedures, including those relating to
loans, grants, contracts, leases, licenses,
certificates and permits, for the purpose
of determining whether there are any
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deficiencies or inconsistencies therein
which prohibit full compliance with the
purposes and provisions of the Act. After
such review each agency shall report to
the Council on Environmental Quality
not later than September 1, 1970, the re-
sults of such review and their proposals
to bring their authority and policles into
conformity with the intent, purposes and
procedures set forth in the Act.

14, Supplementary guidelines; evalu-
ation of procedures. (a) The Council on
Environmental Quality after examining
environmental statements and agency
procedures with respect to such state-
ments will issue such supplements to
these guldelines as are necessary,

(b) Agencies will assess their experi-
ence in the implementation of the sec-
tion 102(2) (C) provisions of the Act and
in conforming with these guldelines and
report thereon to the Council on Environ-
mental Quality by December 1, 1970,
Such reports should include an identi-
fication of problem areas and suggestions
for revision or clarification of these
guidelines to achieve effective coordina-
tion of views on environmental aspects
(and alternatives, where appropriate) of
proposed actions without imposing un-
productive administrative procedures,

RusseLL E. Traix,
Chatrman.

[F.R. Doc. 70-5769: PFiled, May 11, 1970;
8:46 am.)

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

MATSON NAVIGATION CO. AND
UNITED STATES LINES, INC.

Notice of Agreement Filed

. Notice Is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commisslon for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
USC. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW.,
Room 1202; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments on such
agreements, including requests for hear-
ing, may be submitted to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20573, within 20 days after pub-
lication of this notice in the Feverar Rec-
ISTER, Any person desiring a hearing on
the proposed agreement shall provide a
clear and concise statement of the mat-
ters upon which they desire to adduce
evidence, An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio-
Intion of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
Heularity the acts and clrcumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

FEDERAL

NOTICES

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done. 4
Notlce of agreement filed for approval
by:
Peter P, Wilson, Matson Navigation Co., 100

Mission Street, San Francisco, Callf. 94108,

Agreement No. DC-46 between Matson
Navigation Co. (Matson) and United
States Lines, Inc, (U.S. Lines), provides
for the lease of container chassis owned
by Matson, to U.S. Lines for use on the
Island of Oahu.

By its terms U.S. Lines will have com-
plete control and supervision over the
equipment while in its possession. U.S.
Lines will be liable for any damage or
loss arising out of its use, operation, and
possession of the chassis, and will re-
lease, agree to defend and hold harmless
Matson in such an event.

Charges shall accrue to Matson at the
rate of $10 per diem, excluding the day
of the interchange. Matson will be re-
sponsible for any repairs which are re-
quired before U.S. Lines takes possession
of the chassis pursuant to the agree-
ment, Ordinarily maintenance and serv-
ice adjustments caused by ordinary use
will be absorbed by U.S. Lines when the
cost thereof does not exceed $20. When
the estimated cost thereof exceeds $20 it
shall be billed to and borne by Matson.
Such maintenance will be authorized by
Matson prior to the commencement of
repairs when the estimated cost would
exceed $50.

Matson does not agree to make a defi-
nite number of chassis avallable at any
particular time under the terms of the
agreement,

The agreement is for a period of 1
year from the date of approval by the
Federal Maritime Commission pursuant
to section 15, Shipping Act, 1916 and
will continue in effect from year to year.
After 1 year elther party may terminate
the agreement at any time by giving the
other party to the agreement 10 days
notice of termination.

Dated: May 7, 1970.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission,
Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

|P.R, Doec. 70-5795; Flled, May 11, 1970;
8:48 nm.|

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

|Docket No, G-2737, ete.]
CITIES SERVICE GAS CO.

Notice of Filing of Settlement
Proposal

May 4, 1970,

Take notice that on April 29, 1870,
Clties Service Gas Co. (Gas Company)
filed a request for approval of a Settle-
ment Proposal in Dockets Nos. G-2737,
RP64-9, RPG68-16, and RP69-39. The
settlement proposal is stated to arise out

7393

of discussions among Gas Company, the
Commission's staff, and Interested parties
in the above-entitled proceedings, and is
intended to represent a total settlement,
in the amount of $27 million in full pay-
ment and settlement of any and all
claims for refunds or alleged overcharges
in Gas Company's jurisdictional rates
arlsing from Gas Company's purchases
of gas from Continental Gas Producing
Co. and Continental Oil Co. In the
Texas-Panhandle and Oklahoma-Hugo-
ton Fields at the Iatters’ effective rates
on file with the Federal Power Commis-
sion, at all times on and after April 23,
1964, including such volumes of pur-
chases as are involved in Dockets Nos.
RP64-9, RP68-16, and RP69-39,

Coples of the proposed settlement were
served on all parties of record in these
proceedings. ;

Comments or objections relating to
the proposed stipulation and agreement
may be filed with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, an
or before May 22, 1970.

GorpoN M. GRANT,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. T0-5758: Piled, May 11, 1970;
B:45 am.)

[Docket No, CP70-256)
COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO.
Notice of Application

May 4, 1970.

Take notice that on April 24, 1970,
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., a division
of Colorado Interstate Corp. (applicant),
Post Office Box 1087, Colorado Springs,
Colo. 80801, filed in Docket No. CP70-256
an application pursuant to section 7(c)
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate
of public convenience and necessity au-
thorizing the delivery of natural gas and
the construction and operation of facili-
ties necessary therefor, all as more fully
set forth in the application which is on
flie with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Applicant proposes to construct and
operate a meter station and approxi-
mately 1,000 feet of 4-inch pipeline in
order to deliver up to 5.000 Mcf per
day to Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas
Co,, Inc. (Kansas-Nebraska) in Finney
County, Kans, Applicant states that this
proposal is only a rearrangement of de-
liveries under applicant's existing gas
sales contract with Kansas-Nebraska
and will not increase applicant’s peak
day or annual delivery obligations.

The total estimated cost of the pro-
posed facilities is $14,602, which will be
financed from current working funds on
hand, funds from operations, or short~
term borrowings.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before May 25,
1970, file with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in sccord-
ance with the requirements of the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.100 and the
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