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(c) The AFOSI district serving the 
commander concerned (see 953.3(a)) 
informs the commander when 
information of the type covered by this 
part is furnished directly to any echelon 
of the AFOSI. It also informs the 
commander of the nature of the 
information, so the commander can 
determine if an investigation should be 
requested.
[FR Doc. 60-10412 Filed 4-4-80; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3910-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION  
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[FRL 1448-2]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Approval of 
Revision of the Maryland State 
Implementation Plan

a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency.
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This notice announces the 
Administrator’s approval of a temporary 
variance from the Maryland State 
Implementation Plan for Unit #2 of the 
C.P. Crane Generating Station of the 
Baltimore Gas and Electric Company of 
Baltimore County, Maryland. The 
variance applies to those regulations 
prohibiting visible emissions, particulate 
matter regulations for solid-fuel burning 
equipment, and regulations on usage of 
fuel with sulfur content in excess of one 
percent by weight.

The variance applies to Unit #2 only 
and requires that sulfur oxide emissions 
shall not exceed 3.5 pounds per million 
BTU actual heat input (equivalent to 
approximately 2.1 percent sulfur coal) 
and particulate matter emissions shall 
not exceed 0.6 pounds per million BTU 
actual heat input.
EFFECTIVE D A TE: April 7, 1980. 
a d d r e s s e s : Copies of the SIP variance 
and accompanying support documents 
are available for inspection during 
normal business hours at the following 
offices:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Air 

Programs Branch, Curtis Building, 6th & 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA 19106, 
ATTN: Patricia Sheridan.

Air Quality Programs, State of Maryland, 
O’Conor Office Building, 201 W. Preston 
St., Baltimore, MD 21201, ATTN: George 
Ferreri, Administrator.

Public Information Reference Unit, Room 
2922, EPA Library, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW 
(Waterside Mall), Washington, DC 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION C O N TA C T: 
Miss Patricia Sheridan, U.S.. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region III, 6th & Walnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, PA 19106, telephone 
number (215) 597-8176.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
On October 24,1979, the 

Administrator of Air Quality Programs 
for the State of Maryland submitted to 
EPA, region III a proposed temporary 
variance from the Maryland State 
Implementation Plan. The proposed 
variance consisted of a Secretarial 
Order for the Baltimore Gas and Electric 
Company—Unit #2 of the C.P. Crane 
Generating Station, Baltimore County, 
Maryland. In his letter, the 
Administrator of Maryland Air Quality 
Programs certified that the order was 
adopted in accordance with the public 
hearing and notice requirements of 40 
CFR 51.4 and all relevant State 
procedural requirements, and asked that 
EPA consider the Secretarial Order as a 
temporary revision of the State 
Implementation Plan. This order was 
initiated in anticipation of a Department 
of Energy “notice of effectiveness” to 
convert the Crane Station to bum coal. 
The variance, effective for a period of 
120 calendar days, applies to the 
regulations which prohibit visible 
emissions (COMAR 10.18.04.02(A)), limit 
particulate matter from solid fuel 
burning equipment (COMAR 
10.18.04.03(B)(3)), and which prohibit 
usage of fuel with sulfur content in 
excess of one percent by weight 
(COMAR 10.18.04.04(B)(1)).

The variance applies to Unit #2 only 
and requires that sulfur oxide emissions 
from the unit shall not exceed 3.5 
pounds per million BTU actual heat 
input (equivalent to approximately 2.1 
percent sulfur coal). Although 
particulate matter emissions have been 
shown in supporting documentation 
from the State not to exceed 0.6 lbs. per 
million BTU heat input, which is the 
limit used in the air quality 
demonstration this limit was not made a 
condition of the original Secretarial 
Order. Subsequently, after discussions 
between all parties involved, Maryland 
amended the Order to include this limit 
for particulate matter. Both the sulfur 
oxides and particulate matter shall be 
averaged over a 24-hour period.
II. Control Strategy Demonstration

Diffusion modeling indicates that air 
quality standards for both sulfur dioxide 
and particulate matter will not be 
violated nor will there be a significant 
impact on a nonattainment area, as a 
result of granting the temporary

variance. Furthermore, the applicable 
PSD increments will not be exceeded by 
the increased emissions due to the 
variance.

III. Approvability of the Proposed 
Variance

Based upon an evaluation of the 
material submitted by the State of 
Maryland, the Agency believes that the 
proposed variance satisfies the 
applicable requirements of Section 116 
of the Clean Air Act and EPA’s 
regulations, 40 CFR Part 51. Therefore, 
the Administrator approves these 
variances from the Maryland State 
Implementation Plan.

Concurrently, the Administrator 
amends 40 CFR 52.1070 (Identification of 
Plan) of Subpart V (Maryland) to 
incorporate this plan variance into 
Maryland’» SIP.

Under Executive Order 12044, EPA is 
required to judge whether a regulation is 
“significant” and therefore subject to the 
procedural requirements of the Order or 
whether it may follow other specialized 
development procedures. EPA labels 
these other regulations “specialized.” 1 
have reviewed this regulation and 
determined that it is a specialized 
regulation not subject to the procedural 
requirements of Executive Order 12044.
(42 U.S.C. 7401—642)

Dated: April 1,1980.
Douglas M. Costle,
Administrator.

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

Subpart V— Maryland

1. In § 52.1070 Identification of plans, 
paragraph (c)(29) is added to read as 
follows:

§ 52.1070 Identification of plans.
* * * * *

(c) The plan revisions listed below 
were submitted on the dates 
specified. * * *

(29) Variances from Maryland 
regulations 10.18.04.02(A), 
10.18.04.03(B)(3), and 10.18.04.04(B)(1) 
relating to visible emissions, particulate 
matter from solid fuel burning 
equipment and prohibition of usage of 
fuel with sulfur content in excess of one 
percent by weight, respectively. The 
variance request was submitted on 
October 24,1979 by the Governor of 
Maryland.
[FR Doc. 80-10445 Filed 4 -4-80; 8:45 afflj 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M



Federal Register /  Voi. 45, No. 68 /  Monday, April 7, 1980 /  Rules and Regulations 23425

40 CFR Part 180

[P P  8F2G85/PP 8F2110; FRL 1457-8]

Tolerances and Exemptions From 
Tolerances for Pesticide Chemicals in 
or on Raw Agricultural Commodities; 
Diclofop-methyl

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
a c t io n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes a 
tolerance for residues of the herbicide 
diclofop-methyl in or on barley grain, 
barley straw, wheat grain, wheat straw 
and soybean seed at 0.1 ppm. The 
regulation was requested by American- 
Hoechst Corporation. This rule 
establishes a maximum permissible 
level for residues of diclofop-methyl. 
EFFECTIVE D ATE: April 7, 1980.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION C O N TA C T: 
Willa Gamer, Ph. D, Product Manager 
(PM) 23, Registration Division (TS-767), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20460, 
(202-755-1397).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 27,1980, the EPA published a 
notice of proposed rulemaking in the 
Federal Register (45 F R 12855) in 
response to pesticide petitions (PP 
8F2085/PP 8F2110) submitted to the 
Agency by American Hoechst 
Corporation, Agricultural Division, 
Somerville, New Jersey 08876, under 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act. The position 
proposed that 40 CFR 180 be amended 
by the establishment of a tolerance for 
combined residues of the herbicide 
diclofop-methyl (methyl 2-{4-{2,4- 
dichlorophenoxy)phenoxy]propanoate) 
and its metabolites 2-[4-{2,4- 
dichlorophenoxy)phenoxy]propanoic 
acid and 2-[4-(2,4-dichloro-5- 
hydroxyphenoxy)phenoxy (propanoic 
acid in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities: barley grain, barley straw, 
soybean seed, wheat grain, and wheat 
straw at 0.1 ppm.

No requests for referral to an advisory 
committee were received in response to 
this notice of proposed rulemaking. A 
number of comments were received 
from farmers, university co-operators, 
and businesses that diclofop-methyl is 
needed for control of escape grasses and 
volunteer corn in soybeans this year.
The analytical method has been 
validated at Biospheric Inc., Laboratory 
with EPA personnel observing and is 
available for enforcement purposes. The 
analytical method has not yet been

validated at the Agency’s laboratory, 
however, the validation is in progress.

It has been concluded, therefore, that 
the proposed amendment to 40 CFR Part 
180 should be adopted without change, 
and it has been determined that this 
regulation will protect the public health.

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may, within 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register, May
7,1980, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, EPA, Rm. M-3708 (A- 
110), 401 M Street, S.W., Washington,
DC 20460. Such objections should be 
submitted in triplicate and specify the 
provisions of the regulation deemed to 
be objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought.

Under Executive Order 12044, EPA is 
required to judge whether a regulation is 
“significant” and therefore subject to the 
procedural requirements of the Order or 
whether it may follow other specialized 
development procedures. EPA labels 
these other regulations “specialized”. 
This regulation has been reviewed, and 
it has been determined that it is a 
specialized regulation not subject to the 
procedural requirements of Executive 
Order 12044.

Effective on the date of publication in 
the F ederal Reg ister , April 7 ,1 9 8 0 , Part 
180, Subpart C, is amended by adding a 
tolerance for residues of diclofop-methyl 
as set forth below.

Part 180, Subpart C, § 180.385 is 
added, as follows:

§ 180.385 Diclofop-methyl; tolerances for 
residues.

Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
diclofop-methyl (methyl 2-[4-(2,4- 
dichlorophenoxy)phenoxy]propanoate) 
and its metabolites, 2-[4-{2,4- 
dichlorophenoxy)phenoxy]propanoic 
acid and 2-(4-(2,4-dichloro-5- 
hydroxyphenoxy)phenoxy]propanoic 
acid, in or on the following raw 
agricultural commodities:

Commodity Parts per
million

Barley, grain........................................... ........................ , 0.1
Barley, Straw............................ ................... ..... ............. 0.1
Soybean seed ....... ..... .................................... ..... .........  0.1
Wheat, grain_______ ________________ ;_________  0.1
Wheat, straw ________________ _______ ________ 0.1

(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514, (21 U.S.C. 346a(e))

Dated: March 28,1980.
Edwin L. Johnson,
Deputy A ssistant Adm inistrator fo r  P esticide 
Programs.
[FR Doc. 80-10558 Filed 4-4-80; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION  

Coast Guard 

46 CFR Part 30 

[CGD 79-081aJ

Evaluation of Programs for Licensing 
and Certification of Foreign Tank 
Vessel Personnel

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
A CTIO N : Interim final rules.

SUMMARY: These regulations contain 
interim procedures for evaluating tank 
vessel personnel licensing and 
certification programs of foreign 
countries. The regulations provide that 
evaluations are to be done for countries 
which license or certificate personnel 
serving on tank vessels that enter or 
operate in U.S. navigable waters and 
ports. The Port and Tanker Safety Act of 
1978 requires that evaluation procedures 
be developed, and these interim 
procedures will be followed pending the 
development of additional or revised 
procedures. Tank vessels manned with 
officers licensed by a country receiving 
an unfavorable evaluation will be 
subject to the Act’s prohibition against 
operation in U.S. navigable waters and 
ports with those officers.
D ATES: 1. Effective Date. These 
regulations become effective on May 7, 
1980.

(2) Comment Closing Date. Comments 
on these regulations, as requested 
below, should be submitted on or before 
May 22,1980.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
mailed to Commandant (G-CMC/24) 
(CGD 79-081a), U.S. Coast Guard, 
Washington, D.C. 20593. The comments 
will be available for inspection and 
copying between the hours of 7 a.m. and 
5 p.m., Monday through Thursday, 
except holidays, at the Marine Safety 
Council (G-CMC/24), Room 2418, U.S. 
Coast Guard Headquarters, 2100 Second 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Comments may also be hand-delivered 
to this address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION C O N TA C T: 
LCDR Daniel E. Struck, c/o  
Commandant (G-MVP/14), U.S. Coast 
Guard, Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone: (202) 426-6259.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 1. In 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 553, these 
interim regulations are being issued 
without a prior notice of proposed 
rulemaking and they become effective 
immediately. Timely exercise of the 
Coast Guard’s statutory responsibilities 
under the Port and Tanker Safety Act of 
1978 (Pub. L. 95-474) requires this action, 
and to do otherwise would be contrary 
to the public interest. The evaluations 
described in the regulations are required 
by Section 5 of the Act. The evaluation 
process has already begun and 
implementing regulations and 
procedures, which are also required by 
the Act, are needed to govern the 
process. Any substantial delays in 
completing evaluations would prevent 
timely enforcement of the Act’s 
prohibition on operation of foreign tank 
vessels in U.S. navigable water with 
officers licensed by a country receiving 
an unfavorable evaluation.

2. Although an opportunity for public 
comment has not been provided in 
advance of issuing these regulations, 
public input is nevertheless needed to 
assure that the procedures are workable 
and reasonable. Accordingly, persons 
wishing to comment may do so by 
submitting written comments to the 
address listed above. Commenters 
should include their names and 
addresses, identify the docket number 
for these regulations (CGD 79-081a) and 
give reasons for the comments. Persons 
desiring acknowledgment of their 
comments should enclose a self- 
addressed postcard or envelope. 
Comments should be submitted before 
the closing date in order to receive 
timely consideration. Based upon 
comments received, the regulations may 
be revised or additional regulations may 
be issued.
Drafting Information

The principal persons involved in 
drafting these interim regulations are 
LCDR Daniel E. Struck, Office of 
Merchant Marine Safety, and William R. 
Register, Office of the Chief Counsel.
Discussion of Regulations
General

3. The Port and Tanker Safety Act of 
1978 contains, among other things, 
detailed requirements concerning 
foreign tank vessel personnel. 
Specifically, Section 5  of the Act, as set 
out in 46 U.S.C. 391a(ll), requires that 
regulations be adopted concerning 
verification of manning, training, 
qualification, and watchkeeping 
standards promulgated by foreign 
countries that license or certificate 
personnel serving on tank vessels which

enter or operate in U.S. navigable 
waters and ports. The Act requires the 
regulations to include, at a minimum, 
provisions relating to:

(A) the receipt through the Inter- 
Govemmental Maritime Consultative 
Organization or from the certificating state of 
the English text of laws, decrees, orders, 
regulations, specimen licenses and 
certificates, and other pertinent documents 
pertaining to manning, training, qualification, 
and watchkeeping of seafarers;

(B) the publication and distribution of, or 
otherwise making available to the public and 
appropriate enforcement personnel, copies of 
materials received as provided for in 
paragraph (A);

(C) the evaluation, at intervals of not less 
than five years, of each foreign state’s system 
for licensing and certification of seafarers, 
including study course content and duration, 
examination requirements and prerequisites 
for licensing and certification, and related 
controls;

(D) determination after the evaluation 
required by clause (C) of whether the foreign 
state, whose system for licensing and 
certification of seafarers was evaluated, has 
standards which are comparable to or more 
stringent than United States standards or 
international standards which are accepted 
by the United States;

(E) publication in the Federal Register of 
each determination made pursuant to clause 
(D), together with a brief explanation of the 
reasons therefor; and

(F) manning levels, based on vessel size 
and type of operation, when operating in the 
navigable waters of the United States, or in 
the safety zone in connection with utilization 
of deepwater ports.

4. These regulations contain ¿he 
minimum provisions required by 46 
U.S.C. 391a(ll), except the regulations 
prescribing manning levels for foreign 
tankers as required by subsection (f). 
Proposed manning level regulations are 
being prepared in a separate rule 
making docket (CGD 79-081b) and a 
notice of proposed rule making will be 
published in the near future.

5. These regulations are being issued 
bn an interim basis. Additional or 
revised procedures may be necessary 
depending upon analysis of comments 
received and upon experience gained in 
evaluating various foreign licensing and 
certification programs in accordance 
with these regulations. Also, as 
explained more fully in paragraph 10 of 
this preamble, revisions can be expected 
as improved U.S. and international 
licensing and certification standards are 
developed.
Specific Provisions.
. 6. Section 30.30-1 explains the scope 

and purpose of the regulations. As 
provided in that section, evaluation of 
vessel personnel licensing and 
certification programs will be done for 
countries which license or certificate

personnel on tank vessels that enter or 
operate in U.S. waters and ports. If an 
evaluation shows that licensing and 
certification standards of a foreign 
country are not comparable to or more 
stringent than U.S. standards, tank 
vessels manned with officers licensed 
by that country will be subject to the 
prohibition in 33 U.S.C. 1228(a)(5) on 
operation with those officers in U.S. 
navigable waters and ports. This 
prohibition was enacted as a part of 
Section 2 of the Port and Tanker Safety 
Act of 1978.

7. Section 30.30-3 lists the various 
materials to be submitted for evaluation. 
These materials include the English text 
of all laws, regulations, and other 
documents pertaining to manning, 
training, qualification, and

* watchkeeping of personnel on tank 
vessels engaged in foreign trade, as well 
as copies of specimen licenses and 
certificates issued to tank vessel 
personnel. The principal materials to be 
considered in each evaluation will be 
those concerning training and 
qualification of tank vessel personnel. 
The other materials will be considered 
to the extent that they relate to training 
and qualification.

8. During March 1979, requests for the 
evaluation materials listed in § 30.30-3 
were sent to 72 countries and, to date, 38 
responses have been received. Twelve 
countries provided the materials in 
English text and thirteen countries sent 
■materials in their own language 
indicating that English text was not 
available. The remaining responses did 
not provide materials and indicated that 
tankers from those countries do not 
operate in U.S. waters. It is apparent 
from these responses that § 30.30-3 may 
not be a workable provision in its 
present form. Accordingly, comments 
are specifically requested on the various 
available means, if any, for providing 
English text of materials. Based upon 
comments received, revised procedures 
may be necessary.

9. Section 30.30-5 provides the Coast 
Guard address for submitting evaluation 
materials. Although 46 U.S.C. 
391a(ll)(A) provides that materials may 
also be sent to the United States through 
the Inter-Governmental Maritime 
Consultative Organization, in all 
probability that organization will not 
have the resources to reproduce the 
materials and transmit them to the 
United States and other countries 
requesting them. It is anticipated that 
most submissions will be sent directly to 
the Coast Guard.

10. Section 30.30-5(b) provides that 
updated materials may be submitted at 
any time during the evaluation process. 
This provision is necessary since many
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countries are currently upgrading their 
licensing and certification requirements 
to be consistent with the standards in 
the recently finalized International 
Convention on Standards of Training, 
Certification, and Watchkeeping for 
Seafarers, 1978 (STCW-1978).

11. Section 30.30-7 provides that 
evaluation materials will be available 
for inspection and copying at Coast 
Guard Headquarters in Washington,
D.C. The volume of materials already 
received is lengthy and precludes 
extensive publication or distribution of 
copies. If copies of materials are 
desired, the fees for this service are as 
prescribed in 49 CFR 7.95.

12. Section 30.30-9 contains 
evaluation standards. As stated in that 
section, evaluation will be by 
comparison to the U.S. vessel personnel 
licensing and certification regulations in 
Part 5, Part 10, and Part 12 of Title 46, 
Code of Federal Regulations, and by 
comparison to the laws referenced in 
those regulations. Periodic revision of 
this section can be expected as 
improved United States and 
international standards are developed. 
For example, U.S. regulations on 
qualifications of tankermen are 
currently being prepared in separate 
proposed rule making (CGD 79-116), and 
when those regulations are finalized 
consideration will be given to 
referencing them in § 30.30-9 as 
regulations used for comparison 
purposes in each evaluation. Also, upon 
U.S. ratification of the STCW-1978, 
consideration will be given to replacing 
the comparison regulations listed in
§ 30.30-9 with STCW-1978 standards.

13. Section 30.30-11 contains 
procedures for making and Issuing 
determinations required by 46 U.S.C. 
391a(ll). As provided in § 30.30-ll(c), 
each determination remains in effect for 
5 years unless sooner cancelled. A five 
year period has been selected to 
coincide with the requirement in 46 
U.S.C. 391a(ll) that réévaluations of 
foreign licensing programs be conducted 
at intervals of not less than 5 years. 
However, these regulations do not 
include réévaluation procedures, and a 
decision on what procedures are needed 
will be based on the progress of 
international ratification of the STCW- 
1978. In the case of countries adopting 
the Convention, extensive réévaluations 
will probably not be necessary and, 
accordingly, réévaluation procedures 
should be straightforward.
Evaluation

14. An evaluation of the economic 
consequences of these regulations has 
been prepared and placed in the public 
docket. Comments on the content and

accu racy  o f the evaluation m ay be 
subm itted to the address listed  above 
and will be considered in conjunction 
w ith com m ents subm itted on the 
regulations. A s stated  in the evaluation, 
the total co st to tran slate  the licensing 
and  certification  m aterials described  in 
the regulations is  estim ated to be 
$940,000. A pproxim ately 47  sets  o f 
m aterials will need translation a t  an  
average cost o f $20,000 per set. Som e 
adm inistrative exp enses will also be 
incurred in collecting and transm itting 
m aterials to the C oast Cuard. The 
principal benefits o f these regulations, 
and of subsequent action  taken to 
enforce the prohibition in 33 U.S.C . 
1228(a)(5), w ill be a reduction in the 
probability  o f tanker collisions, 
groundings, and oil spills in U .S. w aters 
resulting from  operational error by 
v essel personnel.

Regulations
In accord ance with the foregoing, Part 

30 of T itle  46, Code o f Federal 
Regulations, is am ended as  follow s:

1. By adding a new  paragraph (h) to 
§ 30.01-5  to read as follow s:

§ 30.01-5 Application of regulations— TB/ 
ALL.
*  *  *  *  *

(h) Subpart 30.30 con tain s procedures 
for evaluating v essel personnel licensing 
and certification  programs o f foreign 
countries w hich licen se or certificate  
personnel serving on tank v essels  that 
enter or operate in U.S. navigable 
w aters and ports,

2. By adding a new  subpart 30.30 to 
read as follow s:
Subpart 30.30— Interim Procedures for 
Evaluating Vessel Personnel Licensing and 
Certification Programs of Foreign Countries 
Sec.
30.30- 1 Scope and purpose.
30.30- 3 Evaluation materials.
30.30- 5 Submission of evaluation materials.
30.30- 7 Availability of materials.
30.30- 9 Evaluations.
30.30- 11 Determinations.

Authority: 46 U.S.C. 391a, as amended by 
Sec. 5 of Pub. L. 95-474; 49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 49 
CFR 1.46.

Subpart 30.30— Interim Procedures for 
Evaluating Vessel Personnel Licensing 
and Certification Programs of Foreign 
Countries
§ 30.30-1 Scope and purpose.

(a) This subpart contains procedures 
for evaluating vessel personnel licensing 
and certification programs of foreign 
countries. Evaluations are done for 
countries which license or certificate 
personnel serving on tank vessels that 
enter or operate in U.S. navigable 
waters and ports.

(b) The purpose of each evaluation is 
to determine whether a foreign licensing

and certification program has standards 
that are comparable to or more stringent 
than U.S. standards.

(c) A determination that licensing and 
certification standards of a foreign 
country are not comparable to or more 
stringent than U.S. standards will 
subject tank vessels manned with 
officers licensed by that country to the 
prohibition in 33 U.S.C. 1228(a)(5) on 
operation with those officers in U.S. 
navigable waters and ports.

§ 30.30-3 Evaluation materials.
The materials to be submitted for 

evaluation must include the English text 
of the following:

(a) All laws, decrees, orders, and 
regulations relating to manning, training, 
qualification, and watchkeeping of 
personnel on tank vessels engaged in 
foreign trade.

(b) A copy of each type of license and 
certificate issued by the country to tank 
vessel personnel.

§ 30.30-5 Submission of evaluation 
materials.

(a) The evaluation materials listed in
§ 30.30-3 should be sent to Commandant 
(G-MVP/14), U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20593. The materials 
should include the name and address of 
the person to whom correspondence 
concerning the evaluation can be sent.

(b) Updated materials may be 
submitted at any time during the 
evaluation process.

§ 30.30-7 Availability of materials.
Evaluation materials submitted in 

accordance with this subpart will be 
available for inspection and copying 
between 7:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., Monday 
through Thursday, except holidays, at 
Coast Guard Headquarters, Room 1400, 
2100 Second Street, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20593. Telephone: (202) 426-1500.

§ 39.30-9 Evaluation.
Materials submitted in accordance 

with this subpart will be evaluated by 
comparison to the regulations in Part 5, 
Part 10, and Part 12 of this chapter, and 
by comparison to the U.S. laws 
referenced in those regulations.

§ 30.30-11 Determinations.
(a) After evaluation of materials 

submitted in accordance with this 
subpart, a determination will be made 
as to whether the licensing and 
certification program described by the 
materials has standards that are 
comparable to or more stringent than 
standards set by the regulations and 
laws referenced in § 30.30-9.

(b) Notice of each determination made 
in accordance with this section and a 
brief explanation of reasons therefor
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will be published in the Federal 
Register. A copy of this notice will also 
be sent to the person whose name is 
provided in accordance with § 30.30-5.

(c) Each determination remains in 
effect for 5 years unless sooner 
cancelled.

(d) Any request to reconsider a 
determination must be submitted to the 
address listed in § 30.30-5 and must 
include a statement of reasons in 
support. The person submitting the 
request will be notified in writing of the 
action taken.
(46 U.S.C. 391a, as amended by Sec. 5 of Pub. 
L. 95-474; 49 U.S.C. 1655(b); 49 CFR 1.46.)

Dated: March 31,1980.
). B. Hayes,
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard Commandant.
[FR Doc. 80-10444 Filed 4-4-80; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

46 CFR Part 540

[General Order 20; Amdt. 6; Docket No. 79- 
93]

Security for the Protection of the 
Public

a g e n c y : Federal Maritime Commission. 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : This amends the 
Commission’s regulations to increase 
the maximum amount of insurance, 
escrow account, guaranty and surety 
bond required of holders of a Certificate 
(Performance) from $5,000,000 to 
$10,000,000. These changes are 
necessary to offset the impact of 
inflation, the decline in the value of the 
dollar, and the rise in the consumer 
price index.
EFFECTIVE D ATE: February 20,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION C O N TA C T: 
Robert G. Drew, Director, Bureau of 
Certification & Licensing, Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20573 (202) 523- 
5840.
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: This 
proceeding was instituted by notice of 
proposed rulemaking published in the 
Federal Register on October 31,1979, (44 
FR 62546-62547) to: (1) amend § 540.9(j) 
of the Commission’s regulations (46 CFR 
540.9(j)) by increasing the maximum 
amount of insurance, escrow account, 
guaranty and surety bond required of an 
applicant (certificant) from $5,000,000 to 
$10,000,000, as evidence of financial 
responsibility; and (2) effect 
corresponding revisions to Form FMC- 
131, Application For Certificate of 
Financial Responsibility. This

amendment will not alter the existing 
requirements with respect to a self- 
insurer who must demonstrate financial 
responsibility by maintenance of 
working capital and net worth each in 
an amount no less than 110 percent of 
highest unearned passenger revenue 
within the preceding two fiscal years.

In its notice thte Commission 
explained its belief that the maximum 
amount of coverage by insurance, 
escrow account, guaranty or surety bond 
should be increased fo $10,000,000 based 
upon the inflationary impact since 1967 
when the $5,000,000 maximum was 
established, the decline in the value of 
the dollar, the rise in the consumer price 
index, the increase in price of fuel oil 
and the increase in wages, all resulting 
in the doubling of most fares,

Comments were received from (1) The 
International Committee of Passenger 
Lines (ICPL) whose membership is made 
up of 16 major foreign flag passenger 
operators which operate some 55 
passenger vessels subject to the 
Commission’s regulations; (2) The 
Liverpool and London Steam Ship 
Protection and Indemnity Association, 
Limited, The Standard Steamship 
Owners’ Protection and Indemnity 
Association, Limited, The Standard 
Steamship Owners’ Protection and 
Indemnity Association (Bermuda) 
Limited, Sveriges Angfartygs Assurans 
Forening, The United Kingdom Mutual 
Steam Ship Assurance Association 
(Bermuda) Limited and The West of 
England Ship Owners Mutual Protection 
and Indemnity Association 
(Luxembourg) (referred to herein as “the 
Associations”) who are insurance 
associations composed of shipowners 
and operators who mutually insure one 
another against various liabilities 
arising out of the operation of their 
vessels and who are part of a group of 
protection and indemnity associations 
which collectively insure approximately 
85% of the world’s ocean-going vessel 
tonnage; and (3) The Steamship Mutual 
Underwriting Association (Bermuda) 
Limited (Steamship Mutual Bermuda) 
which is also an insurance association.
Positions of the Commentators

It is the position of ICPL that (1) the 
$5,000,000 ceiling is still adequate to 
protect against all reasonably 
foreseeable risks of nonperformance; (2) 
that the proposed increase will result in 
unnecessary costs which must 
ultimately be borne by cruise 
passengers; and (3) that, in any event, 
should the proposed increase be 
adopted, the effective date of the new 
regulation should be postponed for a 12- 
month period. ICPL argues that there 
have been only two publicized instances

in which it has been necessary to resort 
to guaranties filed with the Commission 
and in both instances the $5,000,000 
guaranty was more than adequate and 
proved to be approximately 5 times 
more than was ultimately required for 
full restitution; that apart from these two 
isolated instances, the cruise lines have 
achieved a remarkable record of 
satisfying their performance obligations 
to more than ten million passengers 
transported over the past 13 years since 
General Order 20 has been in effect; that 
since there is nothing to substantiate 
that the existing $5,000,000 maximum 
coverage will be inadequate to deal with 
any reasonably foreseeable future 
nonperformance, ICPL members 
consider the Commission’s proposed 
increase as unnecessary and unwise; 
that if the increase is put into effect, 
many passenger vessel operators now 
using guaranties are likely to resort to 
other permissible methods of 
establishing their financial responsibilty 
in an amount less than $10,000,000 
resulting in increased administrative 
expenses on the part of the lines 
themselves and additional supervision 
expenses on the part of the Commission 
in order to insure compliance with the 
Commission’s regulations; and that from 
any standpoint such extra outlays are 
excessive and without any 
commensurate benefit to the traveling 
public at all.

For the reasons put forward by ICPL, 
the Associations join in ICPL’s 
comments both as to the lack of need for 
the rule change and the existence of a 
need for a substantial “lead time” before 
its effective date if the Commission 
should decide to adopt it, such as an 
effective date 12 months following 
adoption of the change. The 
Associations argue that adoption of the 
rule change would necessitate a 
substantial expenditure of time and 
effort, not only on the part (of the 
passenger vessel owners and operators 
but on the part of the Associations, in 
negotiating terms whereon the 
Associations would be prepared to issue 
guaranties on behalf of their members 
for increased amounts. If in any instance 
negotiations were to fail, steps would 
have to be taken by the member 
concerned to arrange for some other 
form of evidence of financial 
responsibility which would require the 
approval of the Commission and 
necessitate steps to terminate the 
existing guaranty of the Association 
concerned; and that these problems are 
aggravated by the distances involved 
with the Associations located in Europe 
and Bermuda, their members scattered


