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contractors for compliance with 30 CFR
Parts 41, 48 and 50, the following
guidelines already have been developed.

1. Filing of legal identity reports under
30 CER Part 41,

Independent contractors working at
mines are not required to file legal
identity reports under Part 41. New
procedures for the identification of
independent contractors are provided in
the new 30 CFR Part 45—Independent
Contractors.

2, Training of independent contractors
and their employees under 30 CFR Part
48.

(a) Construction workers.

In accordance with the defined terms
in Part 48 and previous enforcement
guidelines, surface construction workers
and shaft and slope workers are not
covered by the existing provisions of
Part 48, Accordingly, there is no
requirement that independent
contractors and their employees
performing this type of construction
work receive any training, including
‘hazard training. Independent
contractors and their employees
performing construction or repair of
underground facilities while the mine is
operational, however, are covered by
Subpart A of Part 48. Such independent
contractors and all other independent
contractors and their employees who
are not engaged in construction
therefore must be trained as discussed
below.

(b) Comprehensive training,

The basic test for determining
whether any person at a mine must have
comprehensive training in accordance
with a training plan approved under Part
48 is whether such person will be
regularly exposed to mine hazards. This
means that independent contractors and
their employees working underground
and regularly exposed to mine hazards
must be trained in accordance with the
requirements of 30 CFR § 48.5 or § 48.6,
depending on their experience, and
§ 48.7 and § 48.8. Independent
contractors and their employees
working on the surface and regularly
exposed to mine hazards must be
trained in accordance with the
requirements of 30 CFR § 48.25 or
§ 48.26, depending on their experience,
and § 48.27 and § 48.28.

(c) Hazard training.

Independent contractors and their
employees are also required to be
trained in the hazards at the mine where
they are working in accordance with a
training plan approved under Part 48.
This means that independent
contractors and their employees who
are within the definition of “miner” as
provided by § 48.2(a)(2), must be trained
in the hazards at that mine during either

their comprehensive training or, if not
part of their comprehensive training,
then in accordance with § 48.11(a)
(underground hazard training) or

§ 48.31(a) (surface hazard training)
under an approved training plan.

(d) Enforcement action for training
violations.

(1) Generally.

An order should be issued under
section 104(g) of the Act to the direct
employer of any miner who has not
received the required training under Part
48. This means that a 104(g) order
should be issued to the independent
contractor for any persons who are
directly employed by the independent
contractor and not properly trained.
Similarly, a 104(g) order should be
issued to the production-operator for
any untrained persons directly
employed by the production-operator.

(2) Violations involving production-
operators.

Each production-operator is required
to have an approved training plan under
Part 48 and to comply with the
provisions of such approved plan in
training each of the miners employed by
the production-operator. Accordingly,
the production-operator should be
issued a 104(g) order fog any miner(s)
who are not trained in accordance with
the production-operator's approved
plan. ;i

(3) Violations involving independent
contractors.

Independent contractors are not
required to have an approved training
plan under Part 48. However, as
discussed, independent contractors and
their employees must be trained in
accordance with Part 48 as set forth in
these guidelines. This means that
independent contractors may comply
with these training requirements by
either making arrangements to have
their employees trained under an
existing approved training plan and
program, or by filing and adopting their
own approved training plan.

In either event, the independent
contractor should be issued a 104(g)
order for any of the contractor's
employees who are not trained in
accordance with a plan approved under
Part 48. Care should be taken when
issuing & 104(g) order to an independent
contractor when several contractors or
subcontractors are present at the mine.
The inspector must be sure that the
untrained person is directly employed
by the independent contractor to whom
the 104(g) order is issued.

_The foregoing enforcement guidelines
for 30 CFR Part 48 are consistent with
the purpose of the training standard
which is to assure that all persons at
mines will be effectively trained in

matters affecting their health and safety
and thereby reduce the number and
severity of injuries. In addition, these
enforcement guidelines recognize that
not all independent contractors are able
to practically implement their own
training programs under Part 48."
Accordingly, these enforcement
guidelines allow independent
contractors to comply with the training
requirements in the manner most
suitable for their size and type of
business by making arrangements to
have their employees trained under an
existing approved plan or filing and
adopting their own approved plan.

3. Notification, investigation,
reporting and recordkeeping
requirements under 30 CER Part 50,

Independent contractors working at
mines are required to comply with all
the provisions of Part 50 which pertain
to the contractor's employees, In order
to assure accurate reporting and
recordkeeping and to avoid duplication,
it will be important for production-
operators and their independent
contractors to carefully coordinate these
responsibilities.

It is anticipated that additional
enforcement guidelines may be
necessary as MSHA gains experience in
incorporating independent contractors
into the enforcement program. All
personnel are encouraged to raise |
problems actually encountered in
applying the Act, standards or
regulations to independent contractors
with the appropriate District Manager,
District Managers may submit
independent contractor enforcement
problems to the Administrator (Coal
Mine Safety and Health or Meta! and
Nonmetal Mine Safety and Health) for
review,

[FR Dot. 80-19352 Filed 6-23-80: 4:40 pm|
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
FISCAL SBRVICE, BUREAU OF GOVERNMENT FINANCIAL OPERATIONS
(Dept. Circular 570; 1980 Rev,)

COMPANIES HOLDING CERTIPICATES OF AUTHORITY AS ACCEPTABLE SURETIES ON FEDERAL BONDS AND AS ACCEPTABLE
REINSURING COMPANIES

Effective July 1, 1980

This circular is published anonually, as of July 1, solely for the information of Pederal bond-approving officers aad
persons required to give bonds to the United States. Copies of this circular may be obtained from: Audit Staff, Bureau
of Government Financial Operations, Department of the Treasury, Washingtom, D.C. 20226. Telephone: (202) 634-5010,
Interim changes in the circular are published in the FEDERAL REGISTER as they occur.

The following companies have complied with the law and the regulations of the Treasury Department and are acceptable
as sureties and reinsurers on Federal bonds, to the extent and with respect to the localities indicated.

Commi ssioner
Bureau of Governmeat
5 Financial Operations

h COMPANIES HOLDING CERTIFICATES OF AUTHORITY UNDER SECTIONS 6 TO 13 OF TITLE 6 OF
THE UNETED STATES CODE AS ACCEPTABLE SURETIES ON FEDERAL BONDS, INCLUDING REINSURANCE (See Note a8/)

ITMPORTANT INFORMATION IS CONTAINED IN THE NOTES AT THE END OF THIS TABLE. PLEASE READ THE NOTES CAREFULLY
WHEN USING THE CIRCULAR. NOTE D WAS CHANGED EXTENSIVELY TO REFLECT A REVISED TREASURY PROCEDURE.

AID Insurance Compan Mutual). BUSINESS ADDRESS: 701 Fifth Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50309, UNDERWHITING
SURETY LICENSES of: Ariz., Ark., Cal., Colo., D.C., fdaho, I11., Ind., Iows, Kans.,

Okla., Oreg..'s. Dek,, Tex., Utah, Wash., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Towa. FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

AIU Insurance Com » BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New York, N.Y. 10005. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION bj:
1,828,000, SURETY L;‘E‘BNSES ¢/: All except C.%Z., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED IN:
N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Accredited Surety and Casualty Compan Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 918 South Orange Avenue, Orlando, Fla. 32804.
UNDERWRITING LINITATION _57: EZZ£,§E. %ﬁn?ﬁ LICENSES ¢/: Ala,, Fla., Ga., Ind., La., Miss., Va. INCORPORATED IN: Fla,
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. ke

The Aetna Casualty and Surety Com « 'BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Parmington Avenue, Hartford, Conn. 06156.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _57: §Zé§,§i:&. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All. TINCORPORATED IN: Conn. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
Aetna Casualty &k Surety Com of Il1inois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 230 West Monroe Street, Chicago, 111, 60606.
UND! ITI ITATI 3 . SURETY LICENSES e/: Ariz., Ark., Del., D.C., Ga., Idato, Il1., Ind., Iowa, Ky.,

Mich,, Miss., Mo., Mont.,, Okla,, Oreg., S.C., S. Dak., Tex., Utah, Wash., W. Va., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: T1l. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Aetna Pire Underwriters Insurance Compeny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 55 Elm Street, Hartford, Coun. 06115. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b7z ;EE,@. SURBETY LICENSES ¢/t ALl except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. [INCORPORATED
IN: Coon. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a4/«

Aetoa Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDERSS: 55 Elm Street, Hartford, Conn. 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$30,860,000. SURETY u%ﬁ%sxs e/: A1l except C.Z. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a4/«

Aetna Life and Casualty Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Farmington Avenue, Hartford, Conn. 06156. UNDERWRITING
LIII'BEATION b7 §I§§,§§5,5_5§. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Conn., D.C. INCORPORATED IN: Cona. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.
Aetna Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 55 Elm Street, Hartford, Conn. 06115, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:

§2E123,0 « SURETY LICENSES e/: All except Ala., C.Z., Cuem, Hawaii, Ill., Ind., La,, Ohio, Puerto Rico, Tex,, Virgin
Islands, W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Alaska Pacific Assurance Compeny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101. UNDERWRITING LIMITA-

gm()ﬁg?é/ §1;3I45000. SURETY LICEﬁSES c/: Alaska, Cal., Idaho, Oreg., S. Dak. INCORPORATED IN: Alaska. FEDFRAL PROCESS
Anﬁheng Mutual Ctsualtg Comgu\¥ BUSINESS ADDRESS: 485 Chestout Street, Meadville, Pa. 16335, UNDERWRITING

LI b/: . RE CENSES ¢/: D.C., Fla., I11l., Ind,, La., ¥d., Mich., N.J., Ohio, Okla., Pa., Tenn,,

Tex., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*See footnotes at end of table.
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Allianz Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 54887, Terminal Annex, Los Angeles, Cal, 90054,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION E; $3,102,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Okla., Puerto Rico.
INCORPORATED IN: Cal., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. g

Allied Fidelit nsurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 20112, Indianapolis, Ind. 46220. UNDERWRITIRG
LIMITATION b/: $2

52 ,3&. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., D.C., Guam, Hawaii, Me., Md., Mich., N.J., N.Y.,
N.C,, Pa,, Puerto Rico, R.I., S. Dak., Vt., Vlrgln Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Ind. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Allstate Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Allstate Plaza, Northbrook, I11, 60062. UNDERWRITING LIMNITATION
b/: %198,109,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: 1I11.
FEDER PROCESS ENTS d/.

ricultuu.l Insurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 225 Touhy Avenue, Park Ridge, Ill. 60068, UNDERWRITING
5 SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Colo., Fla., Ga., Idaho, Ill., Ind., Iowa, Mo,, N. Nex., N.C.,

N
N. Dak., Oreg., Pa.,, S5.C., Tex., Utah, Va., Wash., Wis, (Reinsurance only in Kaos,, Mass., N.¥Y.) INCORPORATED IN:
Ind. FEDERAL PROCBSS AGENTS d/.

American Automobile Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3333 California Street, San Francisco, Cal. 941189,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 57 §Z,§36,&. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin 1slands,
INCORPORATED IN: Mo. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Bonding Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 8801 Beverly Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cal. ©0048. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §175ig§0. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, Ariz., Ark., Cal., Cole., D.C., Idaho, Iowa, Kans., Mies,, Mo., Mont., Nebr, ,
Nev., N. X+, Okla,, Oreg., Tex,, Utah, Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Nebr, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Casualty Company of Readin Pennsylvania. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, I1l. 60685. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: ?5,719,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d7.

American Credit Indemnity Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 300 St. Paul Place, Baltimore, Md. 21202,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 337: §4;2445000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, N. Dak., Puerto
Rico, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The American Druggists' Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 800 American Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $701,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: Ala., Ark., Cal., Colo., Fla., Ga., Ill,, Ind., Iowa, Kans.,
Ky., La,, Me., Md., Mass,.,, Mich,, nn., Miss., Mo., N. Y., N.C., Ohio, Okla., Oreg., Pa., R.1., S.C., Tenn., Tex., Va.,
Wash., Wis, INCORPORATED IN: Ohio, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENR®S d/.

American Economy Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 500 North Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46207,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $9,140,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z2., Conn., Guam, N.J., Puerto Rico, Virgin
Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Ind. EDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American BEmployers' Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon Street, Boston, Mass. 02108, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 6,845,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Guam, Kans., Puerto Rico, INCORPORATED IN: Maes. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/. :

American Fidelity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 260, Manchester, N.H. 03105. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §5§8;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, Conn., Iowa, Me., Mass., Miss., Nebr., N.H., N. Dak., Okla., R.I., 8.C.,
8. pak., Utah, Vt. INCORPORATED IN: Vt. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Fidelity Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Crossways Park West, Woodbury, N.¥Y. 11797,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $673,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Colo., Guam, Hawail, Kens,, Mo,, Nebr., N.H,
Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N,Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Americen Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North Third Street, Hnmi lton, Ohio 45012. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $14181,000. SURETY LICENSES e¢/: Ala,, Ark., Colo., D.C., Fla., Ga., Kans., Ky., La., M¥d., Miss., No.,
N.C., Okla.) 8.C.; Tenn., Tex., Ve. INCORPORATED IN: Fla. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American General Fire and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1502, Houston, Tex. 77001,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,016,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., L&., N. Mex., Okla., Tex. INCORPOHATED IN: Tex.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d7 .

American Ceneral Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 3247, Houston, Tex. 77001. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 838,315,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Mich.;, Pa,, Tex, INCORPORATED IN: Tex, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Guarantee and Liability Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 111 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
I11. 60604, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,875,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala., Guam, Hawail, Puerto
Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Home Assurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New York, N.Y. 10005. UNDERWRITING LINITATION
b/: $17,258,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

American Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1259, Galveston, Tex. 77553. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: $2,376,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala,, Cal., Colo., D.C., Fla., Tll., Ind., Towa, Kans., Ky., La,, ‘Miss., No.,
Nont., Nebr., N. Mex,, N,C., Ohio, Okla,, 8.C., Tenn., Tex., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 8333 California Street, San Francisco, Cal, 94119, UNDERNRITING
LIMITATION b/: $19,430,000. URETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN: N.J., FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Manufacturers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Long Grove, I1l. 80049. URDERWRITING
LINITATION 'b7' §5,ZZ§,§®_ SURETY LICENSES g]: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
IN: 1I11. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*See footnotes at end of table,
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American Motorists Insurance . BUSINESS ADDRESS: Long Grove, Ill, 60049. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
9,924,000. SURETY LICENSES o : %H except C.Z., Del., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Ill. FEDERAL
FROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Mutual Liability Insurance Compsny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Wakefield, Mass, 01880, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$5,270,000, SURETY LICENSES c/: All except é.z.. Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Mass.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/f.

American National Pire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 580 Walnut Street, Cincinnati, Obio 45202, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION §7: ;:;E’_’_.@. SURETY LICENSES e/: All except C.Z. IRCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

American Re-Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Liberty Plaza, 81 Liberty Street, New York, N.Y. 10006.
UNDERWRITI IMITATION b/: $16,070,000. SURETY LICENSES o/: All except Alaska, Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN:
Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

American Southern Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 7369, Station C, Atlanta, Ga. 30357.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _57: §4§§,5§§. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Fla., Ga., S.C. INCORPORATED IN: Ga. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/ . 3

American States Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 North Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46207.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION §7 §215§2§,000. BURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Coan., Guam, N.Y., Puerto Rico, Virgin
Islands., INCORPORATED IN: 1Ind, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/. .

Amwest Surety Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 10860 Wilshire Boulevard #2200, Los Angeles, Cal, 950024.. UNDER-
WRITING LIMITATION §7 §Bz,§ﬁ. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDEHAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Antilles Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.0. Box 3507, Old San Juan, Puerto Rico. 00904, UNDERWRITING LIMITA-

ION b/ $350,000., SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Argonaut Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 250 Middlefield Road, Menlo Park, Cal. 94026. UNDERWRITING LIMITA-
TION b/: $15,305,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.%Z. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Arkwright-Boston Manufacturers Mutual Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 225 Wyman Street, Waltham, Mass. 02154.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $26,405,000. BSURETY Lxﬁﬁsﬁé ¢/: Cal., Colo., Conn., D.C., Ill,, Ind., Iowa, Md., Mass.,
Mich., Minn,, Mo., Nebr., Nev., N.H., N.J., N.¥., N.C., Ohio, R.I., Utah, Vt., Wash., Wyo. INCORPORATBD IN: Mass.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Associated Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3333 California Street, San Francisco, Cal., 94119. UNDER-
WRITING LIMITATION 37: ;1;559;000. SUHETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.%., Guam, Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN: Cal.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Atlante International Insurance Com » 1% BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1700 Commerce Drive, Suite 100, Atlanta, Ga. 30318,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _57: §1.176.Wg. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except Ala., C.Z., Conn., Del., Fla., Guam, Hawaii, Ind.,
Ky., Me., Nebr., N.H., N.J., Oreg., Pa., Puerto Rico, Vt., Virgin Islands, Wis., Wyo, INCORPORATED IN: N.Y., FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Atlantic Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1771, Dallas, Tex. 75221. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §888;0E. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All execept C.Z., Coan., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Ydaho, Towa, La., Me., Mass., Nebr., N.H.,
N.J., N.Y., N. Dak., Oreg., Puerto Rico, R.I,, Vt., Va., Virgin Islands, Wash,, Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Tex.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Atlantic Mutual Insurance Com » BUSINESS ADDRESS: Atlantic Bullding, 45 Wall Street, New York, N.Y. 10005.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION YE §§;87S!000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except Ala., C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Virgin Islands,
¥W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Auto-Owners Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 30860, Lansing, Mich., 48900. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $20,155,000., SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Pla., Ga., I1l., Ind., Towa, Mich,, Minn,,K Mo., Nebr., N.C.,
N. Dak., Ohio, 8.C,, S. Dak., Tenn., Wis, INCORPORATED IN: Mich. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Automobile Insurance Company of Hartford, Connecticut. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Farmington Avenue, Hartford, Conn.
06156, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/ : $4,017,000. SURETY LICENSES g/t All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Conn.

FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Balboa Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1770, Newport Beach, Cal. 92663, UNDERWRITING LIMITA-
TION §7: !3,§ZZ,§E. gURE‘l’Y LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., La., Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Bankers Multiple Line Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4810 North Kenneth Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 80630.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $2,658,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: ALl except C.Z,, Del., Guam, Hawaii, ldaho, La., Me.,
Puerto Rico, 8.C., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Towa. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Binford Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 700 Nicholas Blvd., Elk Grove Village, Ill. 60007. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $51,000. SURETY LICENSES e/: N. Mex. INCORPORATED IN: N. Mex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Boston Old Colony Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION bj: $699,000. SURETY LICENSES e/: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

The Buckeye Union Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 14909, Columbus, Ohio 43216. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _lg,: $16,183,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: D.C., Pla,, I11,, Iod., Kans., Ky., Mich., Mo., N.Y., Ohio, Pa., Va.,
W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Builders Mutual Surety Compauny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1545 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cal. 90017. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _57: $98,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: Cal. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

The Camden Fire Insurance Association, BUSINESS ADDRESS: General Building, 414 Walput Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 10,458,000. SURETY LICENCES e/: All except Ark., C.Z., Del., Ga., Guam, Hawaii, Idaho,

La., We., Miss,, Mont,, Nebr., N.H., Oreg., Puerto Rico, 8. Dak,, Tenn., Tex., Virgin Islands, Wash. (Pidelity only in
Ala., 8.C.) INCORPORATED IN: N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.




Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 128 / Tuesday, July 1, 1980 / Notices

Capitol Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 8, Madison, Wis. 53701. UNDEEWRITING LIMITATION b/:
200,000, SURETY rﬁs% c/: Ariz., Pla., Idaho, I11l., Ind., Yowa, La., Mich., Minn., Mo., Mont., N. Mexz., N. s
Okla., 8. Dak., Tex., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Wis. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Centennial Insurance ny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Atlantic Building, 45 Wall Street, New York, N.Y. 10005. UNDERWRITING
LIMI ION : 89 « S LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala,, C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENT .

Central Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 800 South Washington Street, Van Wert, Ohio 45891. UNDERWRITIRG
LIMITATION b/: iﬁs;@;ooo. WH LICENSES ¢/: All except Ark., C.Z., Guam, K. Dak,, Oreg., Puerto Rico, S. Dak.,
Virgin Islands, Wis., 1IN RATED IN: Ohio.” PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS df.

Century Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 55 Elm Street, Hartford, Conn. 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$808,000. SURETY LICENSES g/: All except C.Z., Guam, Oreg., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN: Conn,
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

The Charter Oak Pire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower Square, Hartford, Conn. 06115, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: ;5;504,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except €.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/f.

The Cincinnati Insurance Com + BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 14587, Cincinnati, Ohio 46214, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION 3 6 000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ariz,, Colo., Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Towa, Ky., Mich., Miss,, N.C.,
Ohio, Pa,, S.C., nn,. ; Tex., Va,, Wis. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Colonial Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 0O Parkway Center, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15220. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/
$293,000. SURETY LiEENSE% e/: Del., N.J., Pa. INCORPORATED IN: Pa., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
Commercial Insurance Company of Newark, N.J. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION b/: $3,621,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: ALl except C.2., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN®
N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. . .

Commercial Union Insur4ance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon Street, Boston, Mass. 02108. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §23;575;000. SURETY LICENSES g/: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN. Mass., FPEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS df.

Compass Ynsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1200 Texas American Bank Building, Pallas, Texas 75245, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION 97: §405;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Conn., Guam, Hawait, Ind., Kans., Me., Md., Nev., N.J.,
N.C., Pa., R.I. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Connecticut Indemnit any. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1000 Asylum Avenue, Hartford, Conn. 06105, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION g?: $662,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
[N: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Consolidated Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 115 North Pennsylvania Street, Indisnapolis, Ind. 46204.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION YR §841,000. SURETY LICENSES e/: Fla., Idaho, Ill., Ind., Ky., Mich., Ohio, Wash., Wis.
INCORPORATED IN: Ind. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/. v

Continental Casualty Com - BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Pleza, Chicago, Ill. 60685, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$80,108,000. SURETY LICENSES &f: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: 111, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

The Continental Insurance Company: BUSINESS ADDRESS: B8O Maiden Lane, New York; N.Y. 10038, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §12,631,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All. INCORPORATBD IN: N.H. FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Continental Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §$10,025,000. SURETY LICENSES o/: Alaska, Ariz., Ark., Cal., Colo., D.C., Fla,, Hawaii, Idaho, I11., lad., Towa,
Mich., Mont., Nev., N.J., N. Mex., N.Y¥., N.C., Okla., Oreg., Tex., Utah, Va., Wash., Wyo, INCORPORATED IN: Cal.

FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Continental Surety and Fidelity Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 730, Littleton, Colo. 80180.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $39,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Colo. INCORPORATED IN: Colo. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Continental Western Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 1594, Des Moines, Iowa 50306, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION bj: ;2;094;@. SURETY LICENSES of: 4riz,, Ark., Colo., Idaho, Ill., Ind., Iowa, Kams., Ky., Mich., Minn.,

Mo., Mout., Nebr., Nev., N. Mex., N. Dak., Okla., §. Dak., Utah, Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Tows. FPEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Contractors Bondi and Iusurence Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1213 Valley Street, Seattle, Wash. 98100.

UNDERWRITING LIMITATION __57: ;33,50 +» SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Wash, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
Cooperativa de uros Multiples de Puerto Rico. BUSINESS ADDRESS: G.P.0. Box 3846, San Juan, Puerto Rico 00936.
U{fnﬁi%ﬂnc Eiﬂi‘f%’rgm b/: $835,000. OSURETY LICENSES ¢/:. Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rlco. FPEDERAL PROCESS

AGENTS 'd/.

Cornhusker Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 106 North 31st Avenue, Omaha, Nebr. 68131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/:  $1,753,000. BURETY LICENSES ¢/: Célo., Ifowa, Nebr., S. Dak., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Nebr. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Cotton Belt Insurance Compan inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 20405, New Orleans, La. 70189. UNDERWRITING

SURETY LICENSES cf: Ala., Ark., Cal., Colo., Del., Fla., Idaho, ind., Ky., La., Miss., Mo.,
Otio, Okla., Oreg., Temn., Tex., Utah, Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Tenn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Cotton States Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2214, Atlanta, Ga. 30301, UNDERWRITING
l.rIMITATLON b;: ?2;402;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Pla., Ga., Wiss., N.C., 8.C., Tenn. INCOKPORATED IN: Ga. FEDERAL
PROCESS AG sS4/,

*See footnotes at end of tabla.
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Oovennnt Ilutua.l Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 95 Woodland Street, Hartford, Conn, 06105. UNDERWRITING
LIMI 2 « SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz,, Cal., Conn., N.H., Oreg., Wash, INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL
paocxss Acxnrs d/.

Cmus Inauunce 80ciet Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1084, Madison, Wis, ©63701. UNDERWRITING
LI 2,42 SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: ¥Wis. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS a/. ~

Dependable Insurance Company, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 10168, Jacksonville, Fla. 32207, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 5859,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: 411 except C.Z., Col., Conn., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Kans., Me., Mass,, Mich,.,
Minn., Mont., N.H,, N.J., N.Y., N. Dak., Ohio, Pa., Puerto Rico, R.I., 8. Dak., Vt., Virgin Islands, Wis., Wyo.
INCORPORATED IN: Fla. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. .

DEVELOPERS' INSURANCE COMPANY., BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.0. Box 884, Loe Alamitos, Cal. 90720. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$173,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal, INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Empire Fire and Marine Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1624 Douglas Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68102. UNDERWRITING
LIE'HE'HGE B/: §1,614,000. BSURETY LIE%NEES ¢/: All except Ark., Cal., C.Z., Conn., Del., D.C., Guam, La., Me., Md.,
Mass., N.J., N,Y., Oreg., Pa., Puerto Rico, R,l., Tenn., Va., Virgin Islands, W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Nebr.

FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Employers' Fire Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon Street, Boston, Mass. 02108. UNDERWRITING
LI ION b/: 4 « SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/. B

EMPLOYERS INSURANCE OF WAUSAU A Mutual Company. 2* BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2000 Westwood Drive, Wausau, Wis. 54401.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 2,005,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
IN: Wis, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Employers Mutual Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 712, Des Moines, Iowa 50303. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 5,000, URETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCOR~-
PORATED IN: Iowa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Employers Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2088, Kansas City, Mo. 64142, UNDERWRITING
LIIITAT!%N b/: §17§919!000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.2., Guam, Hawail, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCOR-
PORATED IN: Mo. FEDER PROCESS AGENTS d/. :

uitable General Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Equitable General Place, Fort Worth, Tex, 76151,
UND! ITING LIMITATION b/: 2,50 . SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN:
Towa, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Farmers Alliance Mutual Insurance Company., BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1122 North Main Street, McPherson, Kans. 67460,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION bj: $1,877,000, BSURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Ark., Cal., Colo., Idaho, Ill,, Ind., Iowa, Kans.,
Md., Mass., Mich,, Minn., Mo,, Mont., Nebr,, N.H.,, N.J., N. Mex,, N.Y., N.C., N. Dak., Ohio, Okla., Oreg., S.C., S. bak,,
Tex., Vt., Wash, INCORPORATED IN: Kans. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Parmland Mutual Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1963 Bell Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50315. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION bj/: $1,817,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., Colo., Ill., Iowa, Kans., Ky., Minn., Mo., Nebr., N. Dak.,
Okla., S. Dak., Tex., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: TIowa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Federal Insurance Company., BUSINESS ADDRESS: 51 John F, Kennedy Parkway, Short Hills, N.J. 07078. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $26,115,000., SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All.  INCORPORATED IN; N.J., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Federated Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 129 East Broadway, Owatonna, Minn. B55060. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $11,791,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Del,, Guam, Hawaii, Me., N.H,, Puerto Rico,
Virgin Islands., INCORPORATED IN: Minn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Fidelity and Casualty Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038, UNDER-
WRITING LIMITATION b/: 6,649 » BSURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.H.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Fidelity and Deposit Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Charles and Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Md., 21203. UNDERWRITIRG
LIMITATION b/: $226,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Md., Tex., INCORPORATED IN: Md. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Fidelity and Deposit Com of Maryland., BUSINESS ADDRESS: Charles saud Lexington Streets, Baltimore, Md. 21203,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION bJ: §§,§§L@ SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Md. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Financial Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: P.O. Box 7754, Burbank, Cal, 91510. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:

$1,010,000. BSURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ariz., Cal., Colo., Fla., Idaho, Ind., Mo., Mont., Nev., N. Mex., Oreg., Tex., Utah,
Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Cal., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Fireman's Fund Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3333 California Street, San Francisco, Cal. ©4118. UNDER-
WRITING LIMITATION b/ §§’_7,§1§E?E « SURETY LICENSES ¢/: AIll except C.Z. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Firemen's Insurance Company of Newark, New Jersey. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDER-
WRITING LIMITATION b/: §3§,§6?_,§§§ SURETY LICLNSLS e/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORA-

TED IN: N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

First Financial Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 222 West Adams Street, Chicago, I11. 60608. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION bj/: $303,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Alaska, Ariz,., Ark., Colo.,, Del., Ga., Idaho, I1l., Ind., Iowa, Ky.,
ﬁéﬁ'r:i;;” Mo, , Mont,, Nev., N. Mex., N, Dak., Okla., Oreg., S. Dak., Utah, Wash. - INCORPORATED IN: 11l. FEDERAL PROCESS

*See footnotee at ead of table.
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First Insurance Company of Haweii, Ltd. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2866, Honolulu, Hawsii P6803. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION §7: :!,;EZE%- BURETY txcxnm ©/: Alaska, Aris., Cal., Colo., Guam, Hawaii, I11., Iand., La., Miaon., Mo.,
N.Y., Oreg., Utah, Wash., INCORPORATED IN: Hawail. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Pirst National Insurance ny of America. BUSIKESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, Seattle, Wash, 98185. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION g?: glgoo.ooo. BURETY LICENSES c/: All except Alasks, C.Z., Guam, Hawali, Me., Puerto Rico, Vt., Virgin
islands, INCO : Wash. FEDERAL S8 AGENTS d/.

First State Insur;nce « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 60 Batterymarch Street, Boston, Mass., 02110. UNDERWRITING
Lx&TWﬂ?‘Mﬁ?%‘ﬂf LICENSES c/: Del., Mass, INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

FLORIDA FARM BUREAU MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY., BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 730, Geainesville, Fla. 32602.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION §7 !§§2,@- SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Fla. INCORPORATED IN: Fla. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Fremont Indemni Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1700 West Eighth Street, Los Angeles, Cal. 90017, UNDERWRITING
LIND ION b/: + SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, Ariz., Oal,, Idaho, Ill., Iowa, Nev., N. Mex., Oreg., Pa., Tex.,
Wash, INCOHPORATED IN: Cal, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Fritz Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 700 Nicholas Boulevard, Elk Grove Village, Ill. 60007. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $44,000. SURETY LICENSES ©/: N. Mex. INCORPORATED IN: N. Mex., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

General Insurance Com of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, Seattle, Wash, 98185, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION §7' §z7|§nlﬁ. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All., INCORPORATED IN: Wash. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
General Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 Steamboat Road, Greeawich, Conn. 06830, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION __57: E,%%Eg. SURETY LICENSES c/: - All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgia Islands., INCORPORATED
FEDERAL PR AGENTS

IN: Del, d/.

The Glens Falls Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038, UNDERBWRITING LIMITATION
b/: 31,736,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d; .

Global Surety & Insurance Co. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 135 Kiewlt Plaze, Omaba, Nebr. 88131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/ gl;sls;ooo. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Cal,, Moant., Nebr., S. Dak. INCORPORATED IN: Nebr. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/»

Globe Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 150 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$11,353,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS df.

Grain Dealers Mutual Insurance Com +» BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1747, Indianapolis, Ind, 46206.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b 584,000. SURETY LICERSES gj: A1l except Ala., Alaska, C.Z., Coan., Del., D.C., Fla,,

Guam, Idaho, Me., Md.,, Mass,, NMont., N.H., N.J., N.Y., N. Dek., Pe., Puerto Rico, R.I., Utah, Vt., Virgin Islands, ¥. Va.
INCORPORATED IN: Ind. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. -

Granite State Insurance Company. BUSINES8S ADDRESS: Post Office Box 960, Manchester, N.H. 03107. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATI 0 53 . SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Conn., Del., Guam, Haweii, Idaho, Puerto Rico.
INCORPORATED IN: N.H. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Great American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3580 Walnut Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _5_7 52,225,@. 80!1#7 LICENSES ¢/: 4All1 except C.Z. INCORPORATED IN: Obio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Great Northern Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 190 River Road, Summit, N.J. 07901. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION

b/ 1,44 . ETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala., Ark., Cal., C.2., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Ydaho, Ky., Mass., N.J,,
W.C., Puerto Rico, Tenn., Tex., Virgin Islands, W. Va., Wis. [INCORPORATED IN: Minn. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Greater New York Mutual Imsurance » BUSINESS ADDRESS: 215 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10016.
UNDERWRITING LIMITAT ] 5,347,000, SURETY LICENSES cf: All except Alaska, Ark., C.Z., Guam, Hawail, La., Oreg.,
§.C., Tenn., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Gulf Insurance Com » BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1771, Dallas, Tex. 75221. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
5,607,000, SURETY EX%%%SES ¢/: All except C.%Z., Conn., Guam, Idaho, N.J., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
IN: Mo. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

The Hamilton Mutual Insurance Com of Cincionati, Ohio. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1520 Madison Road, Cincinnati, Ohio
45206, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/ §4i7;000. SURETY LICENSES c/: Ind., Ky., Mich., Ohio, INCORPORATED IN: Ohio.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Hanover Insurance Com - BUSINESS ADDRESS: 440 Lincoln Street, Worcester, Mass. 01605. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: ). SURETY Lx%gzs ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands., INCORPORATED IN: N.H. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/ . h

Harleysville Mutual Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 355 Maple Avenue, Harleysville, Pa. 19438. UNDERWRITING
LI“ITATI&R §7. !Z;IE.QOO. SURETY EICH!SBS e/: Cal., Colo., Del., D.C., Ga,, Il1., Iod., Iowa, Eans., Md., Mich,,
Minn,, Miss., Mo., N.J., N. Mex., N.C,., Ohio, Okla,, Pa., S.C,, Tex., Utah, Va,, W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Hartford Accident and Indemnity Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, Hartford, Conn. 06115, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $53,647,000. SURETY EE%ES e/: A1) except Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Hartford Casualty Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, Hartford, Conn. 06115, UNDERWRITING
EI?TAEEDWBRKLW:PR%Bé%‘im- ;mmt LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN:

*See footnotes at end of table.
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Hartford Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, Hartford, Conn. 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: $80,296,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: A1l except C.Z. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Hawkeye~Security Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1017 Walnut Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50307. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION 57 §!E990;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Colo., D.C., Idaho, !ll.. Ind., lowa, Kans,, Md., Mich., Minn.,
Mo., Mont., Nebr,, Nev., N. Mex., N,C., Ohio, Pa., S. Dak., Tex., Utah, Va., Wis., Wyo. !NCORPORATED IN: Iowa. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Heritage Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 7366 North Lincoln Avenue, Lincolnwood, I11. 60646.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _B;:'f%@z;@_. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: Alaska, Ariz., Ark., Colo., Fla., Ga., I11., Mo., Nev.,
Okla., Oreg., Va., Wash, INCORPORATED IN: 1I11. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Highlands Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 Jefferson Street, Houston, Tex. 77002, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION

b/t %gé_g@_,_pgg. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED_IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/ .

Highlands Underwriters Insurance Com _gygx. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 600 Jefferson Street, Houston, Tex. 77002. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $909,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ariz., Ark., Csl., Fla., La., mss., N. Mex., Okla., 8.C., Tex.
INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGEﬁTS d/.

The Home Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 59 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
5,40 00 . URE LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.H. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Home Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 59 Maiden Lane, Néw York, N.Y., 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$45,216,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.H. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Houston General Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Equitable General Place, Fort Worth, Tex. 76151.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: §1{251,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ariz., Ark., Cal,., Colo., D.C., Fla., Ga., I11,,
Iowa, Kans., Ky., La., Mich,, 88., Mo., N. Mex., N.C., Okla., S.C., S. Dak., Tenn., Tex.,, Utah. INCORPORATED IN: Tex.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Hudson Insurence Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 280 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$1,014,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Del., Ind., Iowa, N.H., N.Y., Tenn., Tex. (Reinsurance only in Fla., Md., Mich.)
INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

IGF Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 315 Shops Building, Des Moines, lowa. 50309. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$291,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Colo., lowa, Mo., Mont., Nebr., N, Dak., S. Dak. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

LX) Eeiswizance Compiny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1800 Arck Sirest, PHiladslohis, PAi 191015 UNIWRWKITING LINITA®ION
> LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Me., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL
nocs‘E E‘Eﬁ'f"'_/

INA U%enrnen Ins\u—ncosg%ﬁ_l. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Btreet, Philadelphia, Pa., 19101, UNDERWRITING
LI ATI LICRNSES ¢/: A1l except Hawaiil, La., Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. PFEDERAL

PROCESS AGENTS d/.
Il1linois National Insurance Co, BUSINRSS ADDRESS: 133 South 4th. Street, Springfield, 111. 62700. UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION b/: $681 000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, I11,, Ind., Towa, Ky., Mo,, Mont,, Nebr., N, Mex., N.Y., N. Daki,
Ohio, 8. Dak., Tex., Utah, Vt. INCORPORATED IN: I1l, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Indemnity Company of California. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 820 North Parton Street, Santa Apa, Cal. 92701, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _/% 3 5124 000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Indemnity Insurance Company of North America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: gz;soe;ooo. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All., INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Indiana Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 115 North Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. UNDERWRITING

!.IHITATXONRK} $4,838,000. SURETY LICENSES o/: Fla., Idaho, Ill., Ind., Ky., Mich., Ohio, Wash., Wis. INCORPORATED IN:
ind. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Indiapa Lumbermens Mutual Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1985, Indiapnapolis, Ind. 48206.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: . SURETY LICENSES c¢/: Ala., Ark., Fla,, Ga., I11l., Ind., Iowa, Kans., Ky., La.,
Mich., Minn., Miss., Mo., N. Xe, N.C., Ohio, Okla., 8§ .E., Tenn., Tex., Va.,, Wis. INCORPORATED IN: Ind. -FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Industrial Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office-Box 36680, San Francisco, Cal. 94120. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 89,287 ,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Conn., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, W. Va.
INCORPORATED IN: Cal, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Inland Insuraftce Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 80468, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §§ L§E SURETY. LICENSES ¢/: Colo., lowa, Kans., Mion., Nebr., N. Dak., Okla., S. Dak., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN:
Nebr.  FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Ingurance Company of North America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $67,423,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All. INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Insurance Company of the Pacific Coast. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 7220, Newport Beach, Cal. 02660,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $494,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: Cal. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New York, N.Y. 10005,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,443,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Kans., Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Pa, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*See footnotes &t end of table.
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Insurance Company of the West, BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 81083, San Diego, Cal, 92138. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 1,068,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal., Nev. INCORPORAYED IN: Cal. FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Integon Indemnity Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 3189, Winston-Salem, N.C. 27102. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 506,000, SURETY LICENSES c/: Als., Alaska, Ariz., Ark., Fla., Ga,, Idabo, Iowa, Ky., La., Miss., Nebr.,
Rev., K, Mex., N.C,, Okla., Oreg., S.C., Tenn., Tex,, Utah, Va,, Wash, INCORPORATED IN: N.C. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Integrity Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Mack Centre Drive, Paramus, N.J. 07652. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$2,021,000. GSURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Conn.,, Guam, Hawaii, Nebr,, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Wyo.
ENCORPORATED IN: N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Integrity Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 6539, Appleton, Wis. 54912, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $333,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: Minn., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: Wis. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

International Cargo and Surety Insurance Compiny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2150 Landmeier Road, Elk Grove V'ulage. 111,
80007. uNDERlR[T!ﬁEr LIMITATION: $40,000. SURETY LICENSES o/: WM. Mex. INCORPORATED IN: N. Mex. FEDERAL PROCESS

AGENTS d/ .

International Fidelity Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 24 Commerce Street, Newark, N.J. 07102. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $193,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: Alaska, Ariz,, Colo., Del,, Fla,, Idaho, I1Y,, Ind., La., Md., Mass., Mich,,
Miss., Mo., Mont., Nev., N.J., N. Mex., N.Y., N. Dak., Okla., Oreg., Pa., Puerto Rico, 8. Dak., Tex., Utab, Wash., Wyo.
INCORPORATED IN: N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

International Insurance Com + BUSINESS ADDRESS: 233 South Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill, 60806, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $2,117,000. URETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Kads., La., 8.C., Virgio Islaods.
INCORPORATED IN; Il1l. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

International Service Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1040, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 2,121,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, Cal., C.Z., Nebr., N, Mex., Tex. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Investors Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Eisenhower Drive, Paramus, N.J. 07852. UNDERIRIT[NG
LIMITATION b/: $760,000, SU%LTY LICENSES ¢/: Fla., Ga,, N.J., N.¥, INCORPORATED IN: N.J. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a4/

John Deers Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 400 19th. Street, Moline, Ill. 61265. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
§2,642,000,  SURETY Lxczusa§ é%: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rloo, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/. :

The Kansas Bankers Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1110 First National Bank Tower, Topeka, Kans. 688603,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $148,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: D.C., Kans. INCORPORATED IN: Kans., FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Kansas City Fire and Marine Insurance Compauny. BUSINESS ADDHRESS: B0 Malden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. URDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: ~$851,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Mo, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Lawyers Surety Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1820 Regal Row, Dallas, Tex. 75235. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$249 %%5. SURET¥ LIEENSES c/: Ala,, Ark,, Fla,, Ga., Ill., Ky., Miss., N.C., Okla., Tenn., Tex, INCORPORATED IN: Tex.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Libm‘t‘yi Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 175 Berkeley Street, Boston, Mass. 02117. USDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 1,107,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All exoept Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Long Grove, I11, 60049. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
565,0§5,500. SURETY LICENSES g]: dl except C.Z,, Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: [I11, FEDERAL
PHOCESS AGENTS d/.

MGIC Indemnity Corporation, BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 756, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201. UNDRRWRITING LIMITATION
by ,048,000. §U§E¥Y LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/. ==

Maine Boundi and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 400 Congrees Street, Portland, Me, 04111. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §798;§5_§. SURETY LICENSES c/: Me,, Mass., N.H., R.I., ¥Yt. INCORPORATED IN: Me. PEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Maryland Casuslty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1228, Baltimore, Md., 21203. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
SSG,J%,W. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Mass. INCORPORATED IN: Md., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS df.

Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 440 Lincoln Street, Worcester, Mass. 01605. UNDERWRITING

$ SES ¢/: Ark., Qal., Colo., Coan., D.C., Fla,, Ga., Ill., Ind,, Iowa, Kans., Me,,
Md., Mass., Mich,, on, , Miss., Mo., Nebr., N.H., N.J., N.Y., N.C., Obio, Okla., Pa., R.I., 8.C., Tenn., Tex., Vt., Va..,
¥nsh,, Wis, INCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Massachusetts Ba
3.

Mead Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Courthouse Plaza, N.E., Dayton, Ohio 45463. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $431,000. SURETY LICENSES e/: Ala., Ariz., Cal., Colo., Del., Fla., Ga., Idaho, I1l., Ind., Towa, Ky.,
La,, Mich,, Mian,, Miss., Mo., Nebr., Nev., N.J., N, Mex., N,Y., N.C., N. Dak,, Ohio, Okla., Oreg., Pa., B.C., Tenn.,
Tex., Otah, Va,, ¥ash., Wis. (Reinsurance only in Kans., W. Va.) INCORPORATED IN: Ill. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Mercantile and General Reinsurance Company of America., BUSINESS ADDRESS: 130 John Street, New York, N.Y. 10038.
UNDE IMI I H . RE LICENSES ¢/: Cal., D.C., Idaho, Iowa, Nebr., N.Y., Ohio, Pa., Utah, Wis.
(Reinsurance only im Colo., Comn,, Fla,, Ind., Kans., Md., Mich., N.J,, Okla., §5.C., Tenn., Tex., Vt., W. Va.) INCOHPORATED
IN: N.¥, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*8ee footnotes at end of table.
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Merchants Mutual Bonding Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2100 Grand Avenue, Des Moines, Iowa 50312. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $191,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., lowa, Kans., Nebr., Okla., Tex. INCORPORATED IN: Iowa,
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Meritplan Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1770, Newport Beach, Cal. ©02663. UNDERWRITING
LIIITA’flgﬁ §7: 5722, 00. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Cal., Colo., Del., Fla., Ga., Hawaii, Ind., Iowa, Ky., Mich.,
Miss., Mont., Nev., N.Y., Ohlio, S.C,, Utah, Wash, INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Michigan Millers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 30080, Lansing, Mich. 48909.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,208,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., Cal., Colo., Fla., I11., Ind., Kans., Ky., Md., Mich.,
Mo., Nebr., N.J., N.¥., N.C., Ohio, Okla., Pa., Tenn., Tex., Va. INCORPORATED IN: Mich. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Michipgan Mutuxl Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 28 West Adams Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 48226. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION $ : P . LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Oreg., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
(Fidelity only in D.C.) INCORPORATED IN: Mich. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Mid-Century Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2478, Terminal Annex, Los Angeles, Cal. 90051.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: §1,997,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: ‘Ariz., Ark,., Cal., Colo., Del., Ildaho, 11l1., Ind., Iowa,
Kans., Mich., Mion., Mo., Mont., Nebr., Nev,, N. Mex., N, Dak., Ohio, Okla,., Oreg., Tex., Utah, Vt., ¥Wash., Wis., Wyo.
INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Midland Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 180 Water Street, New York, N.Y. 10038, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$655,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Midwestern Casualty & Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 7628 Hickman Road, Des Moines, lowa 50322. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $96,000., SURETY LICENGES ¢f: Iowa. INCORPORATED IN3 Iowa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Millers Mutual Fire Insurance Company of Texss. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2269, Fort Worth, Tex. 76113.
UNDERWHITING LIMITATION b/: $2,287,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., Cal.,, Colo., D.C., Idaho, I11,, Ind., Iowa, La.,
Minn., Miss., Mo., Mont., Nebr,, NK.J., N. Mex., Okla., Oreg., Pa,, Tex., Wash., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Millers' Mutual Insurance Association of Illinois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 111 £ast Fourth Street, Altom, I1l. 62002.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,747,000. BSUBETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ark., Colo., D.C., Ga., I111,, Ind., Yowa, Kans., La.,
Minn., Miss., Mo., N.C., 8. Dak,, Tenn., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: 111, FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Millers National Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 29 North Wacker Drive, Chicego, I111. 60606. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $719,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Colo., Conn.,, Del,, Guam, Hawaii, La., Me., Miss.,
Nev., N.H., Pa., Puerto Rico, R.I., Vt., Wash. INCORPORATED IN: 1I1l. EEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Minnesota Trust Company of Austin, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 209 3rd. Avenue, N.W., Box 463, -Austin, Minn. 55012,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _5;: §7B;§0§. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Minn. INCORPORATED IN: Minn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Mission Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2600 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeleés, Cal. D0057.. UNDERWEITING
LIMITATION b/: §8;674;05§_. SURETY LICENSES ¢/t Ala., Alaska, Artz., Cal., Colo., Hawaii, Idaho, Il1l., Iowa, La., Miss.,
Mo., Mont., Nev., N. Mex., N.Y., Okla., Oreg., Tex., Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Morrison Assurance Compan Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 5109 South Lois Avenue, Tampa, Flz. 33681. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §198;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢of: Ala., Ark., Fla., Ga., Ky., La., Miss., Okla., §5.C., Tenno., Tex.
INCOERPORATED IN: Fia. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

MOTORS INSURANCE CORPORATION. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 767 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$18,815,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except Ark., Cal., C.Z., Colo., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Kans., La., Mass., Mo.,
Mont., Nebr., N.H., Ohio, Oreg., Pa., Puerto Rico, Tenn,, Utah, Va., Virgin Islands, Wis. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y.

FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Munich American Reinsurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 410 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §$3,282,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: Ark., Cal., Colo., D.C., Ga., 1)1., Ind., Iowa, Kans., La., N.H., N.J.,
N.Y., Ohio, Okla,, Pa,, 5.C,, Tex, INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

National American Inmsurance Compeny of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1105 Hamilton Street, Allentown, Pa, 18101.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:; $1,419,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: 4Al)l except Ariz., C.Z., Del., Guam, Hawaii, Mo., N. Mex.,
Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

National Automobile and Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 7040, Pasadena, Cal. 91109.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION B/ 8$607,000., SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Alaska, Ariz., Cal., Nev., Tex., Wash. INCORPORATED IN:
Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

National-Ben Franklin Insurance Com
60608, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b
N. Dak., Wis. INCORPORATED IN:

of I1linois. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 360 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, I111.
10,000. SURETY LICENSES e/: D.C,, I11., Ind., fowa, Ky., Minn., N.¥., N.Ce,
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

1.
National-Ben Franklin Insurance Company of Michigan. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 26500 Northwestern Highway, Southfield, Mich.

48076, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $3,184,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: Mich. INCORPORATED IN: Mich. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

National Bonding and Accident Insurance Compeny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4242 Lindell Boulevard, St. Louis, Mo. 63108,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION bj: §§§§,§§O. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.%., Guam, Mass., N.C,, Puerto Rico, Virgin

Islands, Wis. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*See footnotes at end of table.
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National Parmers Union Property and Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 12025 East 45th. Avenue, Denver, Colo.
80251, UNDERWRITING [lil?l?lgﬁ §’: ;;;gzg;gﬁ. §g§E¥Y LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Colo., D.C,, Idaho, I1l., Ind., lowa,
Kans,, Mich., Mipn., Mo., Mont., Nebr., Nev., N. Mex., N, Dak., Ohio, Okla., Oreg., Pa., 8, Dak., Tex., Utah, Va.,
Wash., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Utah., FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

National Fire Insurance Company of Hartford. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 60685. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _57: §|z,[!§,;_®'. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Conn,
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

National Grange Mutual Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 55 West Street, Keene, N.H. 03431. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _57: 53;2§2;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Conn., Del., D.C.,, Ill., Ind., lowa, Me,, Md., Mass., Mich,, N.H., N.J.,
N.Y., N.C., Obhio, Pa., R.I., 8.C., Tenn.,, Vt., Va., W. Va., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: NK.H. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

National Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3024 Harney Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: %21;776;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Mass., N.J., N.Y., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Nebr. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The National Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 123 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING -
LIMITATION bJ/: 53,352,055. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala., C.Z., Conn., Fla., Ga., Guam, La., Me., Miss,,
¥o., N.C., Oreg., S.C., 5. Dak,, Tenn., Virgin Islands, W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
National Standard Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1502, Houston, Tex. 77001. UNDERWRITING
IMTTATION _57: §§§§,§§_§. SURETY E!CENSES c/: La., N. Mex,, Tex. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
National Surety Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 200 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Tll. 60608, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §0;7§3;§§0. §ERE¥3 LICENSES ¢/: All except Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Ill. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
National Union Fire Insurance any of Pittsburgh, Pa, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 70 Pine Street, New York, N.Y. 10006.
UNDERWRITI LIMITATI b/: 3,088 0. R LICENSES ¢/; All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS ENTS d/.

Nationwide Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Oune Nationwide Plaza, Columbus, Ohio 43218. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $78,763,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All, INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FPEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

The Retherlands Insurance Company. 3* BUSINESS ADDRESS: 62 Maple Avenue, Keene, N.H. 03431, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/ ;ZOL@ SURETY LICENSES c;: Me., Md., Mass,, Mich., N.H., N.J., N.C., Oreg., R.I., Utah, Va., Wis. INCORPORATED
IN: N.H. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. -

New England Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 60 Batterymarch Street, Boston, Mass, 02110. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §§,§2§,000 U Y LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Alaska, Ark., Cal., Conn., Del., D.C., Idabo, Il1., Ind., ILowa,
Ky., Mass., Minn,, Miss,, Nev., N.J., N.Y., Ohio, Okla., R.I., Tenn,, Wash. (Reinsurance only in Fla., Kans,, Mo., N.H.,
S.C., Tex.) INRCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

New Hampshire Insurance Com » BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 060, Manchester, N.H. 03107. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _E?: $17,001,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All. INCORPORATED IN: N.H. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

New York Underwriters Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, Hartford, Conn, 06115. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 55;222;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN:
N.¥Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Newark Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 150 Willism Street, New York, N.Y. 10038, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$2 5 ES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Oreg., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.J.
FSDERE, PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Niagara Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10088. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
31,615,555. SURETY LICENSES g;: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

North American Reinsurance Corporation. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 245 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $11 + SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guem, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. —

The North River Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2387, Morristown, N.J. 07960. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: %8;§35;0§0. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: W.J.
PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Northbrook Property and Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINES3 ADDRESS: Allstate Plaza, Northbrook, Ill. 60062,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $4,037,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands,
INCORPORATED IN: 111, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Northeastera Insurance Company of Hartford. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1017 ¥alnut Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50307.
UNDERWRITI LIMITATION b/: 7 URETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal., Colo., Conn., Ill., Ind,, Iowa, Kans.,, N.H., N.J.,
N.Y., Obhio, Pa,, Tex., ¥W. Va,, INCORPORATED IN: *Conn., FEDERAL PROCRSS AGENTS a/.

The Northern Assurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Beacon Street, Boston, Msass. 02108, UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION b/: $1,487,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Mass. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS df.

Rorthern Imsurancse Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 91, Baltimore, Md. 21203. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION 3 2 » BURETY LICENSES cf: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
4 N nmmm.; :m%gs AGENTS d/.

Northwestern National Casualty Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2070, Milwaukee, Wis. 53201+ UNDERWRITING

LIMI ION B/ . URETY L NSES ¢/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Me., Mass., Nev., N.H., N.J.,
N.Y., Puerto Rico, Vt., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Wis. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.
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Northwestern Nationsl Insurance Com of Milwaukee, Wisconsin. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2070, Milwaukee,
Wis, 53201. ERWRITING LIMITATION 3 499,000. URETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Wis, FEDERAL PROCESS AGE d/.

The Obio Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North Third Street, Hamilton, Ohio 45025. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §2§E§§§,@ SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Ohio Parmers Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: Westfield Center, Ohio 44251, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:

$8,432,000. - SURETY LICENSE c/ All exzcept Aleska, C.Z., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Kans., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Oklahoma Surety Com, BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1409, Tulsa, Okla. 74101, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$200,000. BSURBTY LlCEV%ES ¢/: Okla. INCORPORATED IN: Okla. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Qld Re ubllc lnsuranca Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 789, Greensburg, Pa. 15601. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b $4,504,000. SUBETY LICENSES c/: All except C,Z., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Pa.
Ess AGEN' /e

FEDERAL PR

The Omaha Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3201 Farnam Street, Omeha, Nebr. 68131. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$75 RETY LICENSES ¢/: All except La., N.H., N.J. INCORPORATED IN: Wis. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Oregon Automobile Insurance Compuny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 74, Portland, Oreg. 97207. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $2,144,000. URETY LICENSES c¢/: Idaho, Nev., Oreg., Utah, Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Oreg. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Pacific Employers Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1600 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19101. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 4,611,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Puerto Rico. JINCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Pacific Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 3099, Los Angeles, Cal. 90051, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §§;680;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Pacific Insurance Company, Limited. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1140, Honolulu, Hawaii 96807. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $2,322,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: D.C., Hawaii. INCORPORATED IN: Hawaii. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Peerless Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 62 Maple Avenue, Keene, N.H. 03431, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$3,452,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, N.J., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN:
N.H. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Pekin Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2505 Court Street, Pekin, I11. 61558, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
§£588,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: 1Il1l., Ind,, Iowa, INCORPORATED IN: I11, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Pennsylvania Manufacturers' Association Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 925 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa.
19107, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $7,882,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala,, Alaska, Ark,, C.Z., Conn., Guam,
Hawaii, Kans., Me., Minn., Nebr., N.Dak,, Oreg,, Puerto Rico, R.I., S.Dak., Vermont, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED
IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS df.

%%%%§¥l§5nta Millers Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 15 Public Square, Wilkes-Barre, Pa, 18773.

URD ITING LIMITATION b/: $1,812,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., Conn., D.C., Fla., Ga., Ind., Kans,, Ky., Me., Md.,
Mass., Miss,, Mo., N.H., N.J., N.Y., N.C., N. Dak., Pa., R.I., 8.C., Tenn., Vt., Va. [INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL '
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Pennsylvania Netional Mutual Casualty Insurance Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1900 Derry Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17105.
UNDERIHI¥1N5 LIMITATION b/: $5,883,000. SURETY LICENSE§ c/: All except Cal., C.Z., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Nev.,
N.H., N. Dak., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS g/.

The Personal Service Insurance Co, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 East Gay Street, Columbus, Ohio  43215. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §457,000. SURETY LICENBES ¢/: Ind., Ohio. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Phoenix Assurance Company of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 80 Maiden Lane, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: “3,170,065. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN: N.H. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Phoenix Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower Square, Hartford, Conn. 06115, UNDERWRITING LINMITATION
$23,495,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGLNTS d/.

Potomac Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 414 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §Z§;7§§;§§ SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Alaska, Ark., C.Z., Dél., Guam, Hawaii, Idaho, Me., Mont., Nev., N.H.,
N. Dak,, Puerto Rico, 8. Dak., Vt,, Virgin Islands. (Fidelity only in Ala., S.C.) INCORPORATED IN: Pa. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

Progressive Casualty Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 6300 Wilson Mills Road, Mayfield Village, Ohio 44143,
URDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $5,131,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ariz., C. Z., Conn., Del., D.C., Guam, Hawaii,
I11,, Kans., La., Wd., Nebr., N.H., N.Y,, Pa., Puerto Rico, S.C., Tex., Uteh, Va,, Virgio Islands, W. Va., Wis.
INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Progressive Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS' 6300 Wilson Mills Road, Mayfield Village, Ohio 44143,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b7: §556,0 0. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: N.J., Ohio. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/. :

*See footnotes at end of table.
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Protective Insurance . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3100 North Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46208, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION g?: gt%!gé. %mm LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED
IN: Ind, FEDE S AGENTS d/.

Prudential Reinsurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 213 Washington Street, Post Office Box 008, Newark, N.J. 07101.
UNDERWRITI IMITATI b/: 9,000, SURETY LICENSES of: All except C.Z., Guam, La., Nev., Okla,, Puerto Rico,
8.C., Va,., Virgin Islands, Wyo. Reinsurance only in N.C., W. Va.)  INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS df.

Public Service Mutual Insurance BUSINESS ADDRESS: 303 Seventh Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10001, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 02,000 : Conm., Del.,, D.C., Fla., Ga.,, Idaho, Ill., Ind., Towa, Me,, Md., Mass.,

Mich., Minn., N.Hep Nods, N.Y., N.C., Pas, R.Y., 8.C., Vt., Va., W. Va., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. PEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS df.

Puerto Rican-American Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: DPost Office Box S5-112, San Juan, Puerto Rico 00902.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 1B ;Z;§!!;§ﬁ. SURETY LICENSES c/: Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Puerto Rico.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Puritan Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 8900, Stamford, Conn., 06904. USDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: ;3;73§;0E. SURETY EI%BNSBS e/: All except Ala., C.Z,, Del., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Banger Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS-: Post Office Box 2807, Houston, Tex. 77001, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: ;
%1[9715000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Colo., Conn., Guam, Hawaii, Ky., Md., N.J., Oreg., Puerto Rico, Virgim

slands, Wash., Wis. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

The Reinsurance Corporation of New York. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 09 John Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION b/: %2,125,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All except C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin I[slands.
(Co-surety only in Fla., Mass., Va.,) INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Eeliance Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/:” $33,863,000. SURETY LICENSES g/: ALl except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: Pa, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Reliance Insurance Company of New York. SINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION 25: $505,000, SUR LICENSES ¢/: N.Y. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Bepublic-Franklin Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1438, Columbus, Ohio 43218. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §272,§§§ SURETY uéaxsss ¢/: Ohio. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Republic Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 223000, Dallas, Texas 75222. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §9|0§1,§00 SURETY LICENSES ¢/: ALl except Ala., Alaska, C.Z., Fla., Guam, Hawaii, Me., Mass., Mont., N.H., N. Dak,,
R.I., 8. Dek., Vt., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

Royal Globe Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 150 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: $13,886,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: A1l except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Il11. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/. :

Royal Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 150 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$8,183,000. SURETY LICENSES cf: All except Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. PEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d;. >

S & H Insurance Com « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 2049 Century Park East, Suite 2200, Los Angeles, Cal, 90067. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION bJ: izggtoﬁ. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Cal., Md., Nev,, N, Mex., Okla., Oreg., S.C,, Tex., Utah, Wash.
INCORPORATED IN: » PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS 4.

SAFECO Insurance Company of America. BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, Seattle, Wash. 08185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: §1§,§7z,000 SURETY flﬁlﬁss g?: All except C.Z., Puerto Rico, Vermont, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Wash.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

SAFECO National Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: SAFECO Plaza, Seattle, Wash, 98185. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$1,389,000. BURETY LICENSES ¢/: WMo., N.Y, INCORPORATED IN: Mo. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS df«

St. Paul Fire and Maripne Insurance Com » BUSINESS ADDRESS: 385 Washington Street, St. Paul, Mian. §5102.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION B/ $51,704, 000, SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z, INCORPORATED IN: Minn. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Seaboard S\u‘et% Company,. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 00 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$3,803,000,. U LICENSES ¢/: All. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Security. Insurance Company of Hartford. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1000 Asylum Avenue, Hartford, Conn. 06105, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _5/: §2;§7Z;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Mass., Puerto Rico, Virgia Islanda. INCORPORATED IN:
Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Security National Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 225028, Dallas, Tex. 75265, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _57: §572;000. SURETY LICENSES e/: Ark., Cal., Colo., Ill., Ind,, Kans., Ky., N. Mex., Ohio, Okla., Oreg.,
Tex., Wash,, Wis., Wyo, INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS a/.

Select Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 1771, Dallas, Tex, 756221, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:

$960,000, SURETY LICENSES El: All except Ariz., C.%., Conm,, Del., Guam, Hawail, la., Me., Md., Masa,, N.H., N.J.,
N.Y., N. Dak., Pa., Puerto Rico, R.I., Tenn., Utah, Va., Virgin Islands, INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Selacted Risks tnsuruoe' Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Wantage Avenue, Branchville, N.J. O07828. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: E,aoo,@ SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Del., D.C., Md., N.J., Pa., Va. TINCORPORATED IN: N.J. PFEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.
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Sentry Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1800 Forth Point Drive, Stevens Point, Wis., 54481. UNDERWRITING
LIIITATI%E _57: $963,000. SURETY LICENSES go/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Conn., Del., D.C., Guam, Hawaii, Me., ¥ass.,
Mich,., Nebr., N.H., N.J., N.Y., Pa,, Puerto Rico, R.l., Vt., Va., Virgin Islands, W. Va, INCORPORATED IN: Wis. FEDERAL

PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Sentry Insurance & Mutual Com . BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1800 North Point Drive, Stevens Point, Wis. 54481,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 006,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands., INCORPORATED IN:
Wis. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Skandia America Reinsurance Corporation., BUSINESS ADDRESS: 280 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $5,5632,000. BSURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Cal., Del., D.C,, Ill., Ind., Iowa, Mich,, Miss,, Nebr., N.J.,

N.Y., Ohio, Okla,, Pa,, Utsh, Wesh., Wis. (Reinsurance only in Alaska, Colo,, Fla., Ga., Kans., Md., Mass., N.H., 8.C.,
Tex., Vt., W, Va.) INCORPORATED IN: Del. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

South Carolina Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box #1, Columbia, S.C. 29202. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: §3{130,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Alaska, Ariz,, Cal., Colo., D.C,, Fla., Ga., Ill., Ind., Iowa,
Kans,, Ky., Md,, ch,, Minn,, Mies., Mo., Mont,, Nebr., Nev., N.J., N. Mex., N.Y., N.C., N, pak., Ohio, Okla., Pa., S8.C.,
S. Dak., Tenn., Tex., Utah, Va., W. Va., Wis., Wyo. (Reinsurance only in Conn.) INCORPORATED IN: S.C. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

The Standard Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 151 Fermington Avenue, Hartford, Conn. 06156. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $8,608,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, N.J. INCORPORATED IN: Conn. FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/.

State Automobile Mutual Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 518 Esst Broad Street, Columbus, Obio 43216.
R IMI . URETY LICENSES c¢/: Ala., Ark., Fla., Ga., I11,, Ind., Ky., Md., Mich., Miss.,
., Teon,, Va., W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: Ohio. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

ING b/:
Mo., N.J., N.C., Ohio, Pa., 8.

State Parm Fire and Casualty Company.  BUSINESS ADDRESS: 112 East Washington Street, Bloomington, I1l. 61701,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 577;784;000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: Il11. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

State Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 645 Insurance Exchange Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION _57: %280;_5_00. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Colo,, D.C., I1l., Iowa, Kaus., Minn,, Mo., Mont., Nebr., N. Dak.,
Okla,., S. Dak., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Towa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Suret% Comgn¥ of the Pacific. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2105, Sante Monica, Cal. 90406. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $120,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Cal. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Surety Insurance Company of California., BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2430, La Habra, Cal., 90631.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/.: $165,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Alaska, Ariz,, Ark., Cal., Colo., Ga., Kans., Miss.,
Mo., Nev., N. Mex., Okla., Oreg., Tex., Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Transamerica Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1150 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, Cal, 90015, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $18,508,000. SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.Z., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: GCal.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Transcontinental Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, I1l. 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$2,027,000., SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Hewaii, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS

AGENTS d/.

Transport Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 3670 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Cal. '80010. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $2,387,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: 411 except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Bico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED “IN: Cal.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Transportation Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, Ill. 60685. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
1,587,000, SURETY LICENSES c/: All except C.2., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, W. Va. INCORPORATED IN: 1I1l.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Travelers Indemnity Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One Tower Square, Hartford, Cona. 06115, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/:" $87,060,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢f: All. INCORPORATED IN: Conn, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Travelers Indemnity Company of Rhode Island. BUSINESS ADDRESS: One‘ Tower Square, Hartford, Conn. 06115,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b7f: 7,907,000, SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: R.I, FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Trinity Universal Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 225028, Dallas, Tex. 75265. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $19,781,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: Ala., Ariz,, Ark., Cal,, Colo., Ga., Idaho, 111,, Ind., Iowa,
Kans., Ky., La., Mich,, Miss., Mo., Nebr., N. Mex., (Reinsurance only in N.Y.), Ohbio, Okla., Oreg., Tex., Wash., Wis.,
Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Tex. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. ¥

Trinity Universal Insurance Company of Kansas, Inc. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 225028, Dallas, Tex. 75265.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 8$323,000. BSURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ala., Ariz,, Colo., Ga., Kans., La,, Ohio, Okla., Tex.
INCORPORATED IN: Kans, FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Tri-State Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 3269, Tulsa, Okla, 74102. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
§889,000. SURETY LICENSES g?: Ala,, Ariz,, Ark., Colo,, Fla., Ga., Idaho, Ill., Ind., lows, Kans., Ky., La., Minn., Miss.,
03y nt., Nebr., N, Mex., N, Dak., Okla., S. Dak., Tenn., Tex., Utah, Wash., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Okla. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Twin City Fire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Hartford Plaza, Hartford, Conn. 06115. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION
b/: $2,177,000. SURETY LICENSES c¢/: All except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Minn,
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. :

*Bee footnotes at eand of table.
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Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 4908, Cedar Rapids, Iowa 652407. UNDERWRITING
» SURETY LICENSES o/: Ariz., Colo., Ill., Ind., Iowa, Kans., Le., Minn., Miss., Mo., Moat.,
0, 8.C., 8. Dak,, Utah, Wis., Wyo. INCORPOBATED IN: fowa. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

United Fire
LIMITATION B/:
Nebr., N.Y., N.

8 Casual
1
United Pacific Insurance any., BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Center Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 18103. UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION _57: }! ,§§ ,@ ﬁ?ﬁ LICENSES of: Al1 except C.Z., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgla Islands. INCORPORATED IN:

Wash. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS da/.

United Pacific Insurance Company of New York,. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 4 Penn Ceater Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103.

UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _57: §504;000. SURETY LICENSES c/: N.Y. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

United States Fidelity and Guaraaty Com: « BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 Light Street, Post Office Box 1138, Baltimore, Nd.

21203, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION §7 575;8835500. SURETY LICENSES c¢f: A1l except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED

IN: Md. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

United States Pire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2387, Morristown, N.J. 07960. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION E?: $18,555,000. SURETY LICENSES cf: ALl except C.Z., Guam. INCORPORATED IN: WN.¥, FEDERAL PROCESS
AGENTS d/. -

Universal Surety Com + BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 80468, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
562,000, SURETY LﬂﬁNgﬁg ¢/: Ariz., Colo., Ill., Iowa, Kaos,, Mina., Mo., Mont., Nebr,, N. Mex., N. Dak., Ohio, Okla.,
S. buk., Utah, Wash., Wis., Wyo. INCORPORATED IN: Nebr. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. "

Universal Underwriters Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 5115 Osk Streect, Kansas City, Mo. B4112., UNDERWRITING

LIMITATION b/: 9,224 ,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.%., Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Mo.
FEDERAL PROCESS ENTS d/. -

Utica Mutual Insurance Company., BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 530, Utica, N.Y. 13503. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
§6,326,0w. SURETY LICENSES c;: All except C.Z., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS E/.
Valley Porge Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: CNA Plaza, Chicago, [11, 60685. UNDERWRITING LIKITATION b/:
071,000. SUBETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Guam, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Pa.
FRbRRAL Poocess AoENts d/.
Van Tol Surety Compan lacorporated. BUSINESS ADPEESS: 6501 Eighth Street, Brookings, §. Dak. 57006, UNDERWRITING
CORPORATED

o

LIMITATION b/: » 8U LI e/: 8. Dak. IN IN: 8. Dak. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Vigilant Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 100 William Street, New York, N.¥. 100388, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
$4,30 . SES ¢f: All except Alaske, C.Z2., Guam, Hawnii, Puerto Rico. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL
PROCBS§ AGENTS d/. \

Washington Interrational Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 850 N. Second Avenue, Phoenix, Arizona B85003.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: ;23§;§00- SURETY LICENBES ¢/: Ariz,, Fla., T1l., !d.. Mass., Oreg., INCORPORATED IN: Ariz.
FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d7.

West American Insurance Company, BUSINESS ADDRESS: 136 North Third Street, Hamilton, Obio 45026. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION __57: ;u,§§,§i@. SUBE‘TY LICENSES ¢/: All except Alaska, C.Z., Conm., Guam, Hawaii, Me., Mass., Hont., N.H.,
Puerto Rico, R.I., Vt., Virgin Islands, W. Va.  INCOREORATED IN: Cal. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/s

¥estchester Pire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Post Office Box 2387, Morristown, N.J. 07960, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: 1,000, TY LICENSES c/: All except C.%., Guam, Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: N.Y. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Western Casualty and Surety Com + BUSINESS ADDHESS: 14 Bast Pirst Street, Fort Scott, Kans. 66701.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: §14;§§9;é0. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: ALl except C.Z., Conn., Guam, Hawali, We., Mass., N.H.,
N.Y., Puerto Rico, Vt., Va., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Kans. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

The Western Pire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 14 Bast Pirst Street, Port Scott, Eans. @6670l. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: _§9;240,000. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except Ala,, C.Z., Coan., Del., D.C., Ga., Guam, Hawali, Idaho, La.,

n

¥o., Kd., Mass., t., N.H., N.J., Oreg., Puerto Rico, S.C., Vt., Virgin Islands. INCORPORATED IN: Kans. FEDERAL
PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Western National Assurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 6350 West 78th Street, Minneapolis, Mina. 5§5435. UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION b/: $277,000, SURETY LICENSES o/t Alaska, Ariz., Cal., Colo., D.C., Hawaii, Idaho, Ind., Minn., Mont.,
Nev., Oreg., Utah, Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Wash. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/. ’

Western Surety Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 908 West Avenue, North, Sioux Falls, 8. Dak, 57192, UNDERWRITING
LIMITATION §7: %x;se;iooo. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: All except C.Z,, Guam, Hawaii, N.Y., Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands.
INCORPORATED IN: §. Dak. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

Westfield Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: Westfield Center, Ohio 44251, OUNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 3,588,000.
SURETY LICENSES 37: All except Alasks, C.Z., Conn., Fla., Guam, Hawaii, Me., Puerto Rico, Virgia Islands. INCO RATED IN:
Ohio,. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

¥ilshire Insurance Company. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 5670 S. Syracuse Circle, Suite 500, Englewood, Colo. 801il.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _55: gBﬁl,OOO. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ariz., Cal., Colo., Hawaii, Idaho, Iowa, Kans., Mont., Nebr.,
Nev., N. Mex., Oreg., S. Dak., Utah, Wash. INCORPORATED IN: Cal. PEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

¥olverine Insurance C ny. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 1150 South Olive Street, Los Angeles, Tal. 90015, OUNDERWRITING
LIMITATION §7: Eizss;ooo. SURETY LICENSES ¢/: Ark., Cal,, Ill., Ind., Iowa, Kans., Mich., Mian., Obto, 8. Dak.
INCORPORATED IN: ch, ERAL PROCESS AGENTS d/.

*See footnotes at end of table.
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2 COMPANIES HOLDING CERTIFICATES OF AUTHORITY AS ACCEPTABLE REINSURING COMPANIES
UNDER SECTION 223.3(b) of TREASURY CIRCULAR NO. 297, REVISED SEPTEMBER 1, 1978 (See Note (e))

Alliance Assurance Compan Limited, London, England. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S. Office): 180 River Road, Summit, N.J.
07901, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $1,821 055. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

The Canadian Indemnity Company, Winni Manitoba, Canada. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S8, Office): 675 South Park View Street,
Los Angeles, Cal. 00057, UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $792,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation, Limited, Perth, Scotland. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S. Office): Fourth
and Walout Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $44,728,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

The London Assurance, London, England. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S. Office): 100 William Street, New York, N.Y. 10038.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _127 §2;729;§OO. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

Munich Reinsurance Compan Munich, Germany. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U,S. Office): 410 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022,
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _5;: ;3,222&00. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

Rochdale Insurance Cc;mpany. BUSINESS ADDRESS: 98 John Street, New York, N.Y. 10038. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/:
§547,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

The Sea Insurance Compan Limited, London, England. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.8. Office): 190 River Road, Summit, N.J. 07901.
UNDERWRITING Llll’fAflgﬂ __E’: §1;4§§;00§. FEDE%E PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

Sun_Insurance Office, Limited, London, England. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S. Office): 190 River Road, Summit, N.J. 07801.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION _57: §z.’ ;5.54;§§0. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

Swiss Reinsurance Company, Zurich, Switzerland., BUSINESS ADDRESS (U,S. Office): 245 Park Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017.
UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: $13,013,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

The Tokio Marine sand Fire Insurance Compan Limited, Tokyo, Japan. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S. OFFICE): 55 ¥ater Street,
New York, N.Y. 10041. UNDERWRITING LIMITATION b/: 52,512’ ,OQE FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

"¥interthur" Swiss Insurance Compan ¥interthur, Switzerland. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.8. Office): One World Trade
Center, Suite B419, New York, N.g. 10048. UNDEﬁ'Rl’fING LIMITATION b/: $5,134,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.
Zurich Insurance Compan Zurich, Switzerland. BUSINESS ADDRESS (U.S8. Office): 111 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
I11. 60804. UNBEHTEITING EIIIT*TIOE 9_7: $15,233,000. FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: D.C.

FOOTNOTES

1* Drake Insurance Company of New York, Cranford, N.J. -- changed its name to Atlanta Interpatiomal
Insurance Company (See Federal Register of February 27, 1980, pgs. 12943-12044)

2% Employers Mutual Liability Insurance Compeny of Wisconsin, Wausau, Wis. -~ changed its name to
EMPLOYERS INSURANCE OF WAUSAU A Mutual Company (See Pederal Register of October 29, 1979, pg. 62111)

3* N.V, The Netherlands Insurance Company, Est. 1845, The Hague, Holland (U.S. Branch), New York, N.Y. ==
domesticated and changed its name to The Netherlands Insurance Company (See Federal Register of
November 6, 1979, pgs. 64149 - 64150)

PLEASE READ THE SUPPORTING NOTES
ON THE NEXT PAGE
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NOTES

(a) All certificates of authority expire June 30, and are renewable July 1, annually. Companies nold;ug
certificates of authority as acceptable sureties on Federal bomds are also acceptable as reinsuring companies.

(b) Treasury requirements do not limit the penmal sum of bonds which surety companies may execute., The net
retention, however, caunot exceed the underwriting limitation, and excess risks must be protected by co-
insurance, reinsuraoce, or other methods in accordance with Treasury Circular 287, Bevised September 1, 1878
(31 CFR Section 223.10, Section 223.11), When excess risks on bonds in favor of the United States are
protected by reinsurance, such reinsurance is to be effected by use of a Treasury reinsurance form to be filed
vith the bond or within 45 days thereafter. Risks Iin excess of the limit fixed herein must be reported for the
quarter in which they are executed. In protecting such excess, the rating in force om the date of the executioa
of the risk will govern absolutely. This limit applies until & new rating is established by the Treasury
Department.

(¢) A surety company must be licensed in the State or other area in which it executes (signs) a bond, but
need not be licensed in the State or other area in which the principal resides or where the contract is to be
performed (28 Op. Atty. Gen. 127, Dec. 24, 1809; 31 CFR Section 223.5(b)). The term "other ares" includes the
Canal Zone, District of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands.

(d) FEDERAL PROCESS AGENTS: Treasury approved surety companies are required to appoint Federal process
agents in accord with 6 U.8.C, 7 and 31 C.F.R. 224 in the following districts: Where the principal resides;
vhere the obligation is to be performed; and in the District of Columbia where the bond is returnable or filed.
No process agent is required in the state or other area wherein the company is incorporated (31 CFR Section
224.2), Beginning with the 1980 publication of the Treasury Circular 570, surety companies' individual listings
of Federal process agent appointments will no longer be printed in the Circular §70. However, the name and
rddress of & particular surety's process agent in a particular Federal Judicial District may be obtained from-
the Clerk of the U.S, District Court in that district. (The appointment documents are on file with the clerks.)
(NOTE: A surety company's underwriting agent who furnishes Lts boands may or may not be its authorized process
agent.)

SERVICE OF PROCESS: Process should be served on the Federal process agent appoloted by a surety in a
judicial district, except whers the appointment of =zuch agent is pending or during the absence of such ageat
from the district, Ooply in the event an agent has not been duly appointed, or the appointment is pending,
or the agent is absent from the district, should process be served directly on the Clerk of the court
pursuant to the provisions of 6 U,.8.C. 7.

Title 6, Section 7 of the U.S. Code provides that in the Absence of any agent of ’ company, service
of procese may be made upon the Clerk of the court within the district where suit is brought, with lika effect
&5 upon an agent appointed by the company. The officer serving process upon the Clerk should immediately
transmit a copy of the summons by mail to the corporate secoretary of the company (at the business address
shown in Treasury Circular 570), and state such fact in his return, A Judgment, decree, or order of a court
entered or made after service of process will be as valid and binding on the company as If served with process
in said district,

Currently, legislation is being considered to permit nationwide service of process by mail, thereby
elimipating the veed to appolnt process agents. If the legislation is enacted, approprisdte notice will be issued
by the Treasury.

(e) Companies holding certificates of authority as acceptable reinsuring companies are acceptabls only as
reinsuriog companies on Federal bonds.

[FR Doc. 19444 Piled 8-30-80; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4810-36-180-C
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

43 CFR Part 2800
[Circular No. 2468]

Rights-of-Way, Principals and
Procedures; Federal Land Policy and
Management Act; Management of
Rights-of-Way and Related Facilities
on Public Lands and Reimbursement
of Costs

AGENCY: Bureau of land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This final rulemaking
establishes procedures for the
management of all rights-of-way on
public lands except pipelines for oil,
natural gas and petroleum products;
Federal Aid Highways; cost-share roads;
and access to mining claims. Title V of
the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 gives the
management responsibility for these
rights-of-way to the Secretary of the
Interior.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 31, 1960.

ADDRESS: Any recommendations or
suggestions should be addressed to:
Director (330}, Bureau of Land
Management, 1800 C Street, N W,
Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bob Mollohan (202) 343-5537.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed rulemaking on Management of
Rights-of-Way and Related Facilities on
Public Lands and Reimbursement of
Costs under the provisions of title V of
the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C.
1761), was published in the Federal
Register on October 9, 1979 (44 FR
58108). The proposed rulemaking invited
commentis for 90 days ending on January
7. 1980, During the comment period and
several days thereafter, a total of 73
comments were received, Thirty-two of
the comments came from business
sources, mostly utilities, fifteen from
State and local governments, twelve
from Federal agencies, six from local
rural electric associations and two from
individuals.

General Comments

Many of the comments wanted to
know what action had been taken on the
suggestions made on the notice of intent
to propose rulemaking. The preamble to
the proposed rulemaking contained a
detailed discussion of the comments
received on the notice of intent to

propose rulemaking and the action
taken on these comments. It would serve
little purpose to discuss the comments
again in this document.

Generally, the comments on the
proposed rulemaking expressed the
opinion that the Bureau of Land
Management had made a real effort to
adopt the points raised by those
commenting on the procedures for
granting rights-of-way outlined in the
notice of intent, Several of the
comments stated that they thought the
proposed rulemaking was a good effort
to meet users needs. Other comments
were of the opinion that the proposed
rulemaking needed extensive revision in
order to provide users with an effective
procedure for obtaining rights-of-way on
public lands. The proposed rulemaking
represented a conscious effort by the
Bureau of Land Management to
incorporate the changes recommended
in the many comments received both in
writing and during public hearings to
provide a procedure that would be an
effective tool both for users and for
bureau personnel who issue the rights-
of-way. Some of the suggested changes
could not be accepted and every effort
was made to adopt changes to the
extent consistent with the law and
regulations to provide the least
burdensome rules possible.

One comment commended the efforts
made in the proposed rulemaking to
remove sexist terms, but recommended
further efforts. While appreciating this
comment, no further changes have been
made in this regard.

In addition to the general comments,
comments were received covering
specific areas of the proposed
rulemaking. The following segment of
this preamble addresses those specific
comments, setting forth only those
sections on which comments were
received.

Specific Comments
Objectives

A comment requested that section
102(a)(2) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 be repeated in
the Objectives section of the final
rulemaking. Even though this suggestion
has not been adopted, the Objectives
section makes reference to land use
plans, which requires compliance with
the provisions of 43 CFR Part 1801, the
Bureau of Land Management’s land use
planning regulations. Further, the
rulemaking requires compliance with
existing Federal and State law, including
the requirement to comply with the
provisions of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act of 1976, the basic

authority for the issuance of this
rulemaking.

Another comment recommended that
the Objectives section include a listing
of the types of grants that could be made
under this rulemaking. This suggestion
has not been adopted because the type
of grant that will be made as a result of
an application for a right-of-way will be
determined at the time of granting and
the granting document will provide the
terms of the grant.

A final comment on this section
wanted a specific reference to the
environmental analysis process to be
included in the rulemaking. This general
section of the final rulemaking has not
been amended to include a specific
reference to the environmental analysis
process. Other sections of the
rulemaking, § 2802.34, make specific
provision for carrying out the
environmental analysis process.

Authority

A comment requested that additional
authority be listed for the issuance of
rights-of-way. This rulemaking is
concerned with the right-of-way
authority granted by title V of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act. Other authority used for the
granting of rights-of-way is covered in
other parts of Title 43 of the Code of
Federal Regulations. Therefore, no
change has been made in the authority
section of the final rulemaking.
Definitions

Several comments were directed at
the various paragraphs of this section. A
couple of comments recommended that
the definition of the term “authorized
officer” be changed. The comments
argued that the definition was not
specific enough and should list the
qualifications of the authorized officer.
The term “authorized officer" has not
been changed. The term “authorized
officer”, as used in this section, refers in
most cases to the District Manager who
has management responsibility over the
lands covered by a right-of-way
application. These individuals are land
managers with varied backgrounds.
They do not work alone, but have in
their district offices trained personnel
who can give them the advice they need
to use as the basis of their decision on a
right-of-way application.

A few comments suggested amending
the term “right-of-way grant” to include
the type of right or interest in the lands
that would be granted by the grant. The
comments specifically wanted to include
in the definition such terms as
“easement”, “lease"”, “permit"”, etc., and
to define these terms in the definition
section. As discussed above, the
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granting document will specify the terms
of the right-of-way. This approach is in
keeping with the intent of title V of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act. Title V authorizes the Secretary of
the Interior to grant, issue or renew
rights-of-way over, upon, under or
through the public lands for purposes
listed in the title. Title V then gives the
Secretary discretion as to the terms that
will be part of any right-of-way grant.
The rulemaking is designed to carry out
this concep! and reflect the
discretionary authority contained in title
V to the authorized officer. The lerms of
a right-of-way will be worked out using
the application and the requirements it
contains as the basis for the grant. Once
the grant and its terms are offered and
accepted by the applicant, it will
represent an agreement between the
parties as to the extent of the grant, and
will detail the rights of the holder. The
definition of the term “right-of-way
grant" has not been changed as
recommended by the comments.

A few comments requested that the
definition of the term “temporary use
permit” be amended to provide a more
permanent type of grant for temporary
use. The definition expresses the
authorization that will be given for
iemporary use of the public lands. These
permits will be issued in connection
with a right-of-way and will provide for
related activities for a short lime period.
A person who wants a greater use than
that provided for in this part can apply
for a right-of-way grant for the use or
might consider other land use provisions
of Title 43 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. The definition and the
provisions for granting temporary use

permits in connection with right-of-way -

grants is consistent with the provisions
of the Federal Land Policy and
Managément Act and no change has
been made.

A couple of comments wanted an
expanded definition of the term
“project” to include related facilities,
etc. The definition used in the
rulemaking covers a system and the
grant will include within its terms. the
extent of the project. No change has
been made in the definition,

A few comments pointed out that the
term “casual use” is used several times
in the rulemaking and is not defined. it
was suggested that the term be defined.
This suggestion has been adopted and
ihe term “casual use’ has been defined.

Scope

One comment questioned the
applicability of this rulemaking to areal
grants. Thig rulemaking covers all the
types of rights-of-way authorized by title
V of the Federal Land Policy and

Management Act. Most rights-of-way
are linear, but there are certain types of
rights-of-way, such as communications
sites, that are areal. This rulemaking
covers those types of rights-of-way.

A comment raised the point that this
rulemaking could be used to limit public
use of the public lands. The rulemaking
applies to rights-of-way provided for in
title V of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act.

There is no requirement for a right-of-
way for general use of the public lands
by the public. The limitations on the
public's use of the public lands are
covered in other provisions of Title 43 of
the Code of Federal Regulations.
Further, the access roads built under a
right-of-way granted pursuant to this
rulemaking will afford the public greater
access o the public lands because
virtually all roads built on public lands
pursuant to a grant are open to public
use.

Nature of Right-of-Way Interest

This section of the proposed
rulemaking was the focus of several
comments. One matter commented on
was the continuing right of access to the
right-of-way grant area granted in this
section. Most of the comments wanted
what amounts to a right of exclusive use
of the right-of-way grant area. A few of
the comments objected to the right of
entry set out in the proposed
rulemaking. The right granted by a right-
of-way grant will be commensurate with
the needs of the user, but will grant
exclusive use only in those instances
when it is required to protect the public
health and safety. Some of those making
comments expressed the view thal the
requirement in the section went further
than was needed. We have rewritten the
paragraph on the continuing right of
access to more clearly define what the
right of the United States is with
reference to the gran! area.

Another area that generated
comments was the language on common
use of the right-of-way grant area. The
comments wanted to limit the right of
common use, with some recommending
that the common use be granted only
after permission had been obtained from
the holder. These comments, like earlier
comments on this section, appear to be
aimed al obtaining what amounts to
exclusive use or the right to control the
use of a right-of-way area. The provision
has not been changed and continues the
right of common use and the right to
authorize compatible uses of the right-
of-way.

A comment raised the question of
what would be the responsibilities of a
right-of-way holder if there was a need
to trim, prune or clear vegetative

material in the performance of normal
maintenance on the right-of-way. This
subject was not covered in this part of
the proposed rulemaking. The final
rulemaking has been amended to clarify
the rights of a right-of-way holder in
carrying out normal maintenance on the
right-of-way.

After careful consideration, paragraph
(f) has been rewritten to clarify its
provisions and to make clear what a
holder can authorize in the way of use of
his/her right-of-way grant area.

While endorsing long term grants,
including grants in perpetuity, a
question was raised in the comments
concerning the clarity of the language
giving the authorized officer authority to
determine the period of a grant or
permit. In response to that question, the
language has been rewritten and
clarified. In this same paragraph, a
comment suggested that language be
added to the factors to be considered in
determining the period of a grant or
permit which would cover any other
conditions or limitations imposed by
law on the holder which might affect the
term of a right-of-way grant. After
careful consideration, language to that
effect has been added to the factors to
be considered.

A few comments wanted the language
covering periodic review of long-term
right-of-way grants to be changed to
give such a holder a long period when
the grant would be relatively free of
review. In considering this suggestion, it
was decided that the holder of a fong
term grant should be allowed to exercise
his use of the grant over a fairly long
period of time without concern about
review. In keeping with this decision,
the review language has been amended
to provide that there will be no review
for the first twenty years of the grant,
with periodic review thereafter at least
every ten years. Part of the basis for this
decision is the realization that the
Bureau of Land Management should,
prior to giving a long term grant, have
considered all of the consequences of
that grant and included the necessary
terms and conditions. This language
does not override the provision allowing
for review of the rental to assure that
fair market value is being received, nor
does it override the provisions which
give the Secretary of the Interior
authority to require the removal of the
right-of-way during its term if it is found
hecessary to accommodate Federal
action under the provisions of this
rulemaking,

Reciprocal Grants

One of the comments on this section
questioned the authority for this
provision. The authority to grant a right-
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of-way is discretionary. Further, title V
of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act gives the Secretary of
the Interior authority to impose terms
and conditions on a right-of-way grant.
In the exercise of the authority granted
the Secretary by Title V, it has been
determined that a requirement for
reciprocal grants will be imposed as a
condition for the granting of a right-of-
way. It is true, as several of the
comments pointed out, that the proposed
rulemaking could be interpreted as
authority to require rights from an
applicant that are greater than those
granted by the United States. In
response to these comments, the section
has been amended to clarify that the
reciprocal rights required from an
applicant will be equivalent to the rights
granted the applicant by the right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit.

Terms and Conditions of Interest
Granted

This section of the proposed
rulemaking drew a sizeable number of
comments. One group of comments was
concerned about the requirement that a
right-of-way grant comply with all the
Federal and State laws applicable to the
use authorized in the grant, particularly
laws enacted after the grant is made.

_ There is no way these regulations can
excuse a holder from meeting the
requirements of the law. Therefore, no
change has been made in this provision.

A large number of comments
expressed discontent with the
requirement that a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit be subject to
modification without costs to the United
States if the Secretary of the Interior
determines that the lands are needed for
another purpose that will better serve
the national interest, Some of the
comments objected to the lack of
compensation, while others expressed
the view that the conditions under
which the modification could be made
were too broad. Even though the
requirement for modification of a right-
of-way grant by decision of the
Secretary of the Interior has been a
requirement of the regulations for some
time, this provision has been deleted
from the final rulemaking. After careful
study of the rulemaking, it has been
determined thal placing a blanket
requirement for modification of all right-
of-way grants in the final rulemaking is
not consonant with the purposes and
intent of Title V of the Federal Land
Policy and Managment Act when taken
as a whole, Each right-of-way grant will
now be studied to determine if it is
appropriate to include in its provisions a
specific stipulation requiring
modification of the grant without

compensation. Title V clearly gives the
Secretary authority to make this
determination on a case-by-case basis.
Finally, since there is no longer any
reference to the "national interest" in
the rulemaking, there is no need to take
action on the comment that suggested
that the term be defined.

A comment questioned the authority
for imposing the requirement that the
activities carried on under a right-of-
way grant not violate applicable air and
water quality standards or related
facility siting standards established by
or pursuant to applicable Federal or
State law. This provision of the
rulemaking is a restatement of the
requirements of section 505({a) of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act, and there has been no change.

Another area that drew comments
was the requirement that a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit holder
take action, including the requirement to
make construction and maintenance
forces available, to prevent and
suppress fires. A comment was also
made that the term “near” was too
indefinite and needed to be clarified.
The requirement to assist in the
prevention or suppression of fires is one
that has long been part of the standard
requirements for the granting of a right-
of-way on the public lands. This
requirement works to the benefit of not
only the Federal Government, but the
users of the public lands whose property
would be destroyed by fires. While no
change has been made in the
requirement for assistance in the area of
fire prevention and suppression, the.
section has been rewritten to clarify the
issue of proximity and when that
requirement can be levied on the right-
of-way grant or permit holder.

A comment raised the point that one
of the stipulations:imposed by the
proposed rulemaking was a provision
for the protection of public or private
property. The comment questioned the
authority for that requirement in the
proposed rulemaking. The paragraph
containing that provision has been
amended to delete the reference to
“public and private” property. The
paragraph now refiects the provisions of
section 505 of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act and requires that
action be taken to protect "Federal”

" property. Another change in this

paragraph is the inclusion of cultural
values as one of the values to be
protected.

Unauthorized Occupancy

A comment on this section suggested
that the section was ambiguous and
should be deleted from the final
rulemaking. The section is not clear and

has been revised by the addition of
reference to other sections to make clear
what casual use is and the kind of
activity that will be permitted on the
public lands without a grant or permit.

Preapplication Activity

The comments on this section
supported the section and felt that it
would help the Bureau of Land
Management and the using public work
together to meet the needs of users for
right-of-way grants and permits on the
public lands. Only minor editorial
changes have been made in this section.
Application Filing

The one comment received on this
section recommended that the language
covering the filing of an application be
clarified. In response to that
recommendation, the language on the
place of filing of an application has been
rewritten,

Coordination of Applications

The few comments received on this
section felt that it placed an excessive
requirement on an applicant. One
comment wanted the provision changed
s0 that the requirement would be
discretionary rather than mandatory.
The section has been kept mandatory
but has been revised to cover
applications with Federal departments
and agencies only,

Applicant Qualifications

Several comments were directed to
this section of the proposed rulemaking.
A couple of comments questioned the
citizenship requirement in the proposed
rulemaking, The citizenship requirement

_reiterates the requirement that exists in

the present right-of-way regulations, and
is consistent with the provisions of the
recently finalized regulations on rights-
of-way for oil and natural gas pipelines.
Further, this requirement will be helpful
in keeping vital systems that use public
lands for rights-of-way from coming
under the domination of non-citizens.
There is nothing in title V of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act that
prevents the Secretary of the Interior
from imposing this requirement as part
of the regulations authorized by title V.
For the reasons set out above, the "
citizenship requirement has been
retained as part of the terms and
conditions for the issuance of a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit
under title V of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act.

A couple of comments pointed out
that the phrase “any appreciable
amount” of stock was not clear,
especially in light of the fact that section
501(B)(2) of the Pederal Land Policy and
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Management Act refers to sharcholders
owning 3 percent or more of shares.
These comments are well taken and the
language dealing with stock ownership
has been: amended to follow the
language of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act.

One comment objected to the
disclosure requirements for
corporations, partnerships, associations,
etc. The disclosure requirements of the
rulemaking have been kept to the
minimum consistent with the
requirements placed on the Secretary of
the Interior by the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act. Paragraph (i) of
the application coordination section has
been amended to reduce the filing
requirement of that paragraph from
being required with every application to
only those instances when the
authorized officer requests the
information.

A couple of comments questioned the
requirement of paragraph (e) of the
coordination of application section and
pointed out that many corporations have
provisions allowing certain officers to
act in behalf of the corporation on
certain matters without additional
specific authority. The language of
paragraph (e) would allow the
corporation to file such a document as
an “other document". Once the
document is filed, other portions of the
rulemaking relieve the corporation of
having to refile the document if it has
not been changed or amended. No
change has been made in paragraph [e).

Technical and Financial Capability

A comment received on this section
complained that the rulemaking should
be limited to the construction phase of
the right-of-way and should not include
operation, maintenance and termination
of the project. The rulemaking covers all
aspects of a right-of-way project so that
the authorized officer can be as cerlain
as possible that an applicant or
successor has the capability to carry out
the plans set forth in the application to
be sure that the right-of-way project will
not be abandoned al some point, leaving
the United States with the responsibility
for reclaiming the area, There has been
no change in this section.

Project Description *

One comment was concerned with the
question of how far into the future
description will have to go. Most utilities
have long range plans that project their
needs for facilities. Normally, those
plans show how each of the anticipated
projects will interrelate with the total
system. The rulemaking requires that
that information be made available so
that the Bureau of Land Management, as

the land manager, can have some idea
of anticipated uses of the public-lands.
The more information given the land
manager, the better able that manager
will be to assist in meeting the needs of
the user when those needs arise. This
section has been amended to delete the
requirement for information te
determine the technical and economic
feasibility of the project since that
information is covered in a preceding
section.

The other comments on the section
were generally to the effect that the
section was too detailed and required
too much information. The section has
been carefully reviewed and all of the
information required in the section is
needed if the authorized officer is to
mrake a proper decision on the issuance
of a right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit. Therefore, with the exception of
the change discussed above, no change
has been made in the section.

Environmental Protection Plan

The comments on this section were
directed to the process by which the
environmental protection plan is to be
established. The comments expressed
concern that the plan would be
developed and finalized without any
consideration of the applicant’s views or
suggestions. While it is true that the
authorized officer makes the final
decision as to the content of the
environmental protection plan because
that officer has the ultimate
responsibility of protecting the -
environment, every effort will be made
to reach agreement with an applicant as
to the contents of the plan. If agreement
cannot be reached, the reasons for the
various provisions will be explained to
the applicant. The pre-application
process will assist in the development
and finalization of the environmental
protection plan. No change has been
made in this section.

Additional Information

The comments on this section were
concernied that it might be used by an
authorized officer to obtain information
that is nol actually needed to complete
the issuance of the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. This section was
included in the rulemaking to allow the
authorized officer to obtain information
other than that specifically required in
the other sections of the rulemaking to
assist in his decisionmaking process. If
this section were not in the rulemaking,
the listing of required or discretionary
information items would have been
much longer. Generally. prior 1o making
a formal request for the information, the
authorized officer will discuss the need
for additional information with an

applicant, explaining the reasons for the
information.

Maps

In addition to the comments
supporting the need for this section,
other comments raised specific
questions. One comment felt that.the
requirements of the section were
unreasonable and excessive. Another
comment wanted the section to be made
even more specific and to require that
surveys be conducted only by a certified
surveyor. This comment stated that the
existing regulations on rights-of-way
made such a requirement. The existing
regulations do not require that a survey
be made by a certified surveyor. The
appendices to the regulations do have
forms that require that the survey, if
performed, be certified by the company
engineer performing the survey or the
person employed to perform the survey.
Nowhere in those forms is there a
requirement that the survey be
performed by a certified surveyor, The
section sets the general standards for a
survey and will permit the authorized
officer to request a certified survey, if
that is deemed appropriate. No change
has been made in the survey standards
of the rulemaking.

A few comments recommended that a
United States Geological Survey
Quadrangle map giving a general outline
of the project should be sufficient for the
processing of an application. This
comment raised a valid point and the
section has been rewritten to be more
explicit as to those situations where the
authorized officer does not feel a need
for a detailed map during the
application processing process. The
change will reduce the burden on many
applicants by reducing the requirements
placed on them.

A final comment on this section
objected to the requirement in the
section on public roads constructed
under the provisions of R.S. 2477 (43
U.S.C. 932, repealed Octaober 21, 1976),
expressing the view that it would place
a heavy burden on small units of
government and there was no authority
for imposing the requirement. The
section on R.S. 2477 has been rewritten
to make clear the reason why it is being
included in the rulemaking. Every effort
will be made to work with those
individuals covered by the section to

‘obtain the information needed to note o

the public land recerds the roads that
have been constructed over the years as
a result of the application of R.S. 2477,
The Department of the Interior seeks the
cooperation of everyone in this
important effort.
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Application Processing

Among the several comments on this
section, was the request that the denial
of an application be in writing and that
the denial give the reasons for the
denial, All denials will be in writing and
will contain the reasons for the denial.
The documentation will be necessary to
any applicant wishing to appeal the
decision of the authorized officer. The
process for handling the denial is part of
the operating procedures for the Bureau
of Land Management contained in its
manual sections.

One set of comments on this section
recommended that the section contain a
time limit for action by the authorized
officer on an application. This
recommendation was not adopted
because of the impossibility of setting a
time frame that would be generally
applicable to all applications.

There is no way of determining the
time it might take to do a complicated
environmental impact statement or a
cultural inventory or any one of several
other checks that are required. The pre-
application process will allow the
parties to discuss time frames and
estimate the time that will be required to
complete the approval of an application,
Every effort will be made to expedite
processing of right-of-way applications
so that the applicant will not be
unnecessarily delayed.

The requirement for additional
information drew two comments that
there should be some effort to limit the
amount of additional information that
might be required. The specific
suggestion was made that this request
be tied to the pre-application process.
The authorized officer will only request
information that he needs to make a
decision on the application, Normally,

- this process will be unnecessary if the
pre-application process has been
successful because the information and
the reasons why it is needed will have
been discussed in the pre-application
meetings. This section allows the
authorized officer to obtain information
easential to the decisionmaking process.
The request will usually be made only
after the need for the information has
been discussed with the applicant. The
section has been changed to require that
the request for additional information be
in writing.

Two comments objected to the
inclusion of the public interest as a
consideration for action on a right-of-
way grant or permit application, The
Secretary of the Interior has the
responsibility to consider the public
interest in actions taken under the
provisions of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act. In addition,

section 505(b) of that Act requires the
imposition of terms and conditions in
rights-of-way issued under title V of the
Act to protect the public interest in
lands traversed by the right-of-way. No
change has been made in this provision.

A few of the comments were
concerned with the discretionary
authority granted by this section to hold
public hearings on an application, One
comment was concerned that the need
for public hearings be coordinated with
other agencies, Federal and State. The
authority for public hearings on an
application will be used when there is
sufficient public interest to justify
hearings and only after being
coordinated. The hearing will give the
public an opportunity to express
themselves on a right-of-way and will
help the applicant and the authorized
officer to understand the public’s
concerns. The section has been retained
unchanged in the final rulemaking,

Finally, one comment on this section
questioned the need for the authorized
officer to have detailed construction
plans and requested that the provision
be deleted. The provision, which will be
used only when necessary, is needed to
allow the authorized officer to be sure
that appropriate steps are being taken
during the construction phase of the
project to carry out the terms and
conditions of the grant placed there to
protect the public lands. This kind of
advance checking is especially
important in critical areas where
irreparable damage could occur if
inappropriate construction activities
occur. The old adage that an ounce of
prevention is worth a pound of cure is
especially appropriate in these
instances, The provision has not been
changed.

Special Application Procedures

One comment on this section
requested that the provisions be
broadened to include all rights-of-way,
not just the ones enumerated in the
proposed rulemaking. This suggestion
has been adopted and the section
rewritten to cover all rights-of-way. A
second comment on this section
objected to the mapping requirement
associated with applications filed under
this section. The maps are essential if
the Bureau of Land Management is to
{)roperly note the rights-of-way to its
and records. However, the changes
made in the section on maps will greatly
reduce the cost associated with filings
made under this section. The noting of
the public land records will protect the
right-of-way holders when the lands are
considered for other uses.

A final comment on this section
requested that certain organizations be

excluded from the requirement to pay
the minimum fee for the filing of an
application under this section. The
provision remains unchanged in the final
rulemaking. The minimum fee required
by the section will bear a part of the
costs of processing the applications and
making the needed notation to the
public land records. This minimum fee is
insignificant when compared to the
present costs of processing applications
of the type covered by this section.

Reimbursement of Costs

This section drew more comments
than any other section of the
rulemaking, with most of the comments
strongly objecting to the provision. Cost
reimbursement was initated by the
Bureau of Land Management for all non-
governmental rights-of-way in 1975
under existing authorities, including the
Independent Offices Appropriations Act
of 1952 (31 U.S.C. 483a). In 1978, section
304 of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act specifically gave the
Bureau of Land Management authority
to recover “‘reasonable” costs, including
the costs of special studies and
environmental reports, for applications
relating to the public lands. The
Secretary of the Interior determined that
costs of special studies and
environmental reports legally necessary
for application processing were
reasonable in Secretarial Order 3011 (42
FR 55280).

Since the issuance of that order, two
court decisions have upheld the
authority of the Federal Government to
recover reasonable costs, including the
costs of preparing an environmental
impact statement under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4331 et seq.). In Mississippi
Power and Light Co. v. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, 601 F. 2d 223
(5th Cir. 1979), the court held that the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission could.
under the Independent Offices
Appropriation Act, charge an applicant
for a nuclear reactor license the full cost
of expenses incurred by the Commission
in processing the licensé application,
including the cost of an environmental
impact statement. Furthermore, the court
specifically stated that it was not
necessary to segregale the costs of the
private and public benefits of an
environmental impact statement,
holding that the Commission may
recover the full cost of providing a
service (i.e. application processing) to an
identifiable recipient (i.e. the applicant),
regardless of the incidental public
benefits flowing from that service. The
court virtually ignored the contrary
holding in Public Services of Colorado v.
Andrus, 433 F. Supp. 144 (D. Colo. 1977).
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It is more appropriate to follow the
interpretation given the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act by the court
of appeals rather than that of the district
court and the rulemaking reflects that
position, 4

In Alumet v. Andrus, 607 F. 2d 911
(10th Cir 1979), the court of appeals
overturned the ruling of the lower court
that section 304 of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act did not
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
seek reimbursement from an applicant
for any part of the cost of preparing an
environmental impact statement. The
decision of the district court below was
substantially based on the analysis
provided in Public Services of Colorado
v. Andrus. The reversal of the Alumet
district court decision cast further doubt
on the holding of the district court in the
Public Services case. While the court of
appeals in the Alumet case left
unanswered the question whether full
costs of an environmental impact
statement can be recovered, when
Alumet is read together with Mississippi
Power and Light, one can draw the
conclusion that it is within the
constitutional and statutory authority of
the Secretary of the Interior to impose
upon an applicant for a right-of-way the
full costs of an environmental impact
statement necessary to process the
application. The comments on the
proposed rulemaking suggest that
because the authority of the Secretary of
the Interior to seek reimbursement is
discretionary, cost reimbursement
should be eliminated or that certain
organizations, presumably acting in the
public interest, should be exempted from
cost reimbursement altogether. It is clear
that the language of section 304 of the
Act is discretionary. Nevertheless, the
Secretary's ability to reduce or eliminate
cost reimbursement is severely
restricted by the Congress in the
exercise of its authority over
appropriations.

Moneys paid by applicants for
processing rights-of-way applications
are placed in a revolving account at the
Department of the Treasury:

The moneys received for reasonable costs
under this subsection shall be deposited with
the Treasury in a special account and are
hereby authorized to be appropriated and
made available until expended * * *.43
U.S.C. 1734(b) (1976).

On July 26, 1977, Congress
implemented this revolving account
through the Department of the Interior
and Related Agencies Appropriations
Act for Fiscal Year 1978, Pub. L. 95-74,
91 Stat. 285, by authorizing the
expenditure of moneys collected under
sections 304(a), 304(b), 305(a) and 504(g)

of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act. At the same time,
Congress appropriated no other funds
for processing right-of-way applications.
The Senate in its report on the bill which
became Pub. L. 95-74 states:

This self-sustaining account, established
under authority of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act. permits the Bureau of
Land Management to finance required
environmental study costs for rights-of-way
applications, using fees assessed against the
applicants * * *. 8. Rep. No. 276, 95th Cong.,
1st Sess. 9 (1977).

The House in its report stated:

This account uses the revenue collected
under specified sections of the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of 1976. These
include the collection of reasonable
administrative and other costs, including
environmental impact statement preparation
costs in connection with right-of-way
applications from the private sector. This
includes such programs as the Trans-Alaska
pipeline, and other energy casework
functions where the costs of projects will be
provided in advance by the applicant before
the BLM initiates any work on the
application. H.R. Rep. No. 392, 95th Cong., 1st
Sess, 20-21 (1977).

This revolving account has been
continued on the same basis by
Congress through fiscal year 1980. Since
at the present time no money for
preparation of environmental impact
statements is provided by Congress, all
funds for such work must be provided
by the applicant.

A related problem arose in Beaver v.
Andrus, No. C-76-277 (D. Utah, 1979).
There, the district court ruled that the
municipalities engaged in the
Intermountain Power Project were
entitled to the exemption from the cost
reimbursement requirements then
appearing at 43 CFR 2802.1-2(a)(2)(i)
(1976), for instrumentalities of local
government where the lands involved
will be used for governmental purposes
and will continue to serve the general
public. This was despite the fact that IPP
would be competing with other
generators and transporters of electric
power. Although that decision is on
appeal, it is necessary to close this
apparent loophole to cost
reimbursement by eliminating the
exemption through an amendment to the
rulemaking. This is necessary both to
insure that there are adequate funds to
process rights-of-way applications and
to insure that all applicants are treated
equitably. The exemption was originally
created before the revolving fund in
section 304 of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act was established
and is no longer practical. Furthermore,
to provide a Federal subsidy because of
governmental association where an

applicant is acting as any private
organization in providing services in the
marketplace, was not the original intent
of this exemption. In eliminating the
exemption, it is noted that, in five years,
only one applicant formally applied for
it,

A few comments objected to the
requirement for cost reimbursement
when an application is denied and
recommended that the requirement be
dropped. The provision has been left in
the final rulemaking. Even when an
application is denied or withdrawn, the
Bureau of Land Management will have
expended manhours and money in
connection with that application—
money and manhours that it is entitled
to recover. As stated above, the only
funds available for processing
applications are those recovered
through this provision. Failure to recover
the cost involved with applications that
are denied or withdrawn would have an
adverse impact on the total program and
cannot be permitted.

Rental Fees

This section was the object of the
second highest number of comments.
One group of comments wanted certain
additional groups of users exempted
from the payment of a rental for the use
of the public lands for a right-of-way.
The rulemaking attempts, with certain
enumerated exceptions, to treat all those
wha use the public lands for the same
purpose in the same way. It would not
be appropriate to charge one holder a
rental based on fair market value for the
right-of-way grant and not charge the
same fair rental to another holder in like
circumstances who is using the public
lands for the identical purpose. One
change has been made in this section to
cover the statutory requirement to
collect an annual rental for right-of-way
grants and temporary use permits issued
under the provisions of subpart 2880 of
this title.

One comment objected to the
requirement for the payment of the
rental in advance on an annual basis,
rather than a rental for the term of the

. grant. Payment of the rental in advance

on an annual basis is required by
section 504(g) of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act. The rulemaking
follows the requirement of the statute
and has not been revised.

One comment wanted instructions
included in the rulemaking on how the
appraisal for fair market value was to be
made. For a long time the Bureau of
Land Management has had manual
guidance on appraisal methods,
including use of independent appraisals.
Those manual instructions are available
to the public upon request. The
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rulemaking has not been amended to
include this instruction.

A few comments questioned the
provision allowing readjustment of
rental fees, with one comment
suggesting that readjustments be
allowed only on renewal, assignment,
transfer or review. The readjustment
provision is a necessary part of this
rulemaking if the Secretary of the
Interior is to meet a requirement of
section 504(g) of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act and recover the
fair market value of the public [ands
covered by the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. Readjustments
will not be made unless a review of the
land values in the area of the grant or
permit indicate that there has been
sufficient appreciation in land values to
justify a readjustment. Normally, such
reappraisals will not occur more often
than every five years, but when events
cause rapid escalation in land values in
the area, the authorized officer will have
no choce but to make an adjustment in
the rental. The rulemaking does require
reasonable notice before readjustment is
made and the user has the right to
appeal any readjustment. The only
change in this is the addition of
language making it clear that
reappraisals will occur at least every
five years.

Finally, one comment suggested that
the Secretary of the Interior lacked
authority to terminate a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit and hold
any assets located on the public lands
covered by the grant or temporary use
permit for failure to make required
payments. This provision is nothing
more than a requirement that all
assessed payments must either be paid
or the holder has no right to use the
lands covered by the payment and that
the assets located on those lands are
held subject to the right of the
authorized officer to release them or use
them to satisfy those obligations. This is
a provision that is commonly required
and exercised by landowners. There is
no reason the United States cannot
exercise this practice. No change has
been made in this provision,

Bonding

One of the comments on this section
suggested that a maximum amount for a
bond should be set in the section. It is
impossible to set a maximum bond
because no one knows how large any
project covered by a right-of-way grant
on the public lands might be. Therefore,
the obligations imposed by the right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit
cannot be determined. No maximum
bond has been set in the rulemaking.

Another comment on this section
requested that provision be made for the
accrual of interest on bonds posted
under this provision. The Secretary of
the Interior has no authority to provide
for the accrual of interest on bonds and
no such provision has been included.

Finally, one comment suggested that
the bonding provision be waived for
those concerns under the regulatory
jurisdiction of agencies that control
utility activities. This suggestion has not
been adopted because there is no
assurance to the United States that a
holder of a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit will fulfill its
obligations under that grant or permit
simply because it came under the

.regulatory control of an agency or
department. :
Liability

A large number of comments objected
in the strongest terms to the provision in
the regulation that imposes strict
liability. The comments suggested that
the imposition of strict liability was
unreasonable, especially in the light of
the fact that holders are not normally
given exclusive control of the area
covered by a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. The comments
argued that holders should not be held
strictly liable for activities on right-of--
way grant or permit areas when persons
other than themselves can cause
damage and injury. Section 504(h] of the
Federal Land Policy and Managment
Act gave the Secretary of the Interior
discretionary authority to impose strict
liability in connection with right-of-way
grants or temporary use permits under
the circumstances described. The
decision to exercise that authority was
made after careful consideration of all
aspects of the issue. The overriding
reason for imposing strict liability was
the need to provide the Federal
Government and the tax paying public
with protection from damages resulting
from extra hazardous activity on the
public lands by those holding a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit and
gaining a benefit from such use. The
liability section has been amended to
include “acts of God" as a situation
when strict liability will not be imposed.

Holder Activity

The comments on this section made
two suggestions. The first suggestion
was that paragraph (a) should be
broadened because the controls on a
holder are too strict. The condition
imposed by paragraph (a) will not be
used for every right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. The reasons for a
notice to proceed will be explained to a
holder before it is imposed and such a

notice will be a term and condition that
has been agreed to by the applicant
prior to the acceptance of a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit. No
change has been made in paragraph (a)
because the notice to proceed will be
used when it is determined to be needed
to protect the lands.

The second suggestion was that
paragraph (b) was too restrictive and
should be amended to allow greater
flexibility. The condition imposed by
paragraph (b) are needed so that the
holder will natify the authorized officer
when a deviation from location or use is
made. This required notice will allow
the authorized officer to work with the
holder on a change in location and use,
if possible, and to protect the holder
from later problems because of a
change. For these reasons, paragraph (b)
has not been amended.

Immediate Temporary Suspension of
Activities

One comment questioned the need for
the authorized officer to have the
authority to order an immediate
temporary suspension of activities. The
authorized officer needs this authority
so that he can immediately stop
operations that are found to endanger
public health and safety. A delay in
stopping operations that are
immediately dangerous could cause
serious damage to the public health and
safety. Likewise, the suggestion that the
order for an immediate temporary
suspension should only be served on the
holder might delay the stopping of a
dangerous activity for too long a period
and result in damage to the public
health and safety. Neither of the
suggestions was adopted.

A final comment on this section
recommended an on-the-ground
inspection in connection with an order
to temporarily suspend operations
immediately. An inspection could delay
the stopping of harmful operations to the
detriment of the public. The suggestion
has not been adopted.

Suspension and Termination of Right-of-
Way Authorizations

Among the comments received on this
section, was a suggestion that the words
“unwilling and unable”, words that are
judgmental, be removed from paragraph
(b). The suggestion has been adopted
and the words have been deleted
leaving the failure to comply as the only
requirement.

The comments on this section
suggested that a provision be included
for a hearing on a notice to suspend or
terminate a grant or permit. The
rulemaking has been amended to
provide for an appropriate
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administrative hearing pursuant to
section 554 of title V of the United States
Code for right-of-way grants that
constitute an easement. The
administrative hearing is required by
section 506 of the Federal Land Policy
and Management Act and was
inadvertently omitted from the proposed
rulemaking.

Another comment on the section
wanted special consideration given to
those right-of-way grants used for
silviculture activities with regard to the
question of abandonment. This
suggestion was not adopted because the
section gives any grant or permit holder,
including those involved in silviculture
activities, an opportunity to show that
they have not abandoned a grant or
permit.

Disposition of Improvements Upon
Termination

The two comments made on this
section were contradictory. One
comment expressed the view that the
section gave the authorized officer too
much discretion and another comment
wanted the authorized officer to be
given discretion to allow a holder to
leave improvements on a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit area. The
section has been changed to give the
authorized officer authority to permit the
holder to leave some or all of the
improvements on a grant or permit area.

Change in Federal Jurisdiction on
Disposal of Lands

One comment on this section was of
the view that the reference to
assignment in paragraph (b) was not
clear and should be clarified. Paragraph
(b) provides for an assignment to the
new owner as one of the alternatives
when the lands covered by a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit are
transferred out of Federal ownership.
Any one of the alternatives can be used
and no change has been made in
paragraph (b). Another comment
recommended that the section be
amended to require that a holder be
notified of any change in the land status.
No specific notice is provided for in this
rulemaking, but the holder will have
notice of any transfer or disposal of
public lands under procedures provided
in other regulations covering transfers
and disposals. Further, under most
circumstances, the issue will be
discussed with the holder by the local
Bureau of Land Management office prior
to a change. This recommendation was
not adopted.

Amendmgnts

The comments on this section were
concerned with the requirement that an

amendment, either requested by the
holder or directed by the authorized
officer, would have to be filed under the
provisions of this rulemaking and the
holder’s rights might be infringed. Since
the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act repealed virtually all
existing authority to grant a right-of-
way, the only authority remaining for
issuing a right-of-way is title V of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act and all changes must be issued
under that authority. Every effort,
consistent with the law, will be made to
accommodate an existing right-of-way
that must be amended.

Assignments

The comments on this section were
concerned with the requirement that an
assigneé must meet the requirements of
this rulemaking and the fact that
assignments had to have the approval of
the authorized officer before they could
be completed. The authorized officer has
a responsibility to be sure that an
assignee is qualified to hold a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit and
will carry out the obligations imposed
by such grant or permit, If these

.conditions are met, the authorized

officer will approve an assignment. If
grants or permits could be freely
assigned, there would be no way for the
authorized officer, in carrying out his
responsibility to manage the public
lands, to know if the assignee was a
responsible individual. This provision is
necessary for the proper protection of
the public lands and no change has been
made.

Renewals of Right-of-Way Grants and
Temporary Use Permits

A comment on this section wanted the
provision allowing the authorized officer
to modify a right-of-way grant upon
renewal to include new requirements of
current Federal and State laws,
regulations and land use plans to be
deleted. This provision has not been
changed. It authorizes the updating of a
right-of-way grant to include provisions
that the holder may have to meet even if
they are not in the grant and other
necessary requirements so that the grant
will be in compliance with existing
authorities.

Several comments raised questions
with regard to the denial of the right to
appeal by paragraph (d) as it applies to
renewals under paragraphs (b) and (c).
In those instances where a grant issued
under this rulemaking does not carry a
right of renewal, the question of renewal
was decided at the time the grant was
issued, with the right to appeal the issue
of non-renewability, This provision
allows the authorized officer to look at

any new circumstances that may have
arisen since making the decision not to
allow a renewal and to consider them.
This is an extraordinary opportunity,
one that would not ordinarily be
available to the grant holder and should
not be reviewable, as was the question
of renewability at the time the grant was
issued. Some of the comments raised
questions about grants that were issued
under authority repealed by the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act. The
grants issued under authority that has
been repealed cannot be renewed under
that repealed authority. If an additional
time is needed by a grant holder, an
application for a grant under the
provisions of title V of the Federal Land’
Policy and Management Act must now
be filed. When the request for a new
grant is considered, the question of
renewability will be considered and
handled in accordance with the
provisions of this rulemaking, The
authorized officer does not have any
authority to grant a renewal of an
existing right-of-way grant under
statutory authority that has been
repealed.

Finally, permits do not contain a
provision for renewal as a term and
condition under the provisions of this
rulemaking. This section, as in the case
of grants, allows the authorized officer
to examine a temporary use permit to
see if circumstances make it appropriate
to renew it. If a renewal is denied, the
holder can apply for a new permit under
the rulemaking and exercise the appeal

rights.
Appeals

The comments on this section were
directed at paragraph (b) which keeps
all decisions of the authorized officer in
effect pending appeal unless the
Secretary of the Interior determines
otherwise. This procedure allows a
holder to request the Secretary to make
a ruling that a decision should not be
effective during the appeal process, but
will keep the decision in effect if no such
ruling is granted. This authority is
needed go that the authorized officer’s
management decisions can be effective.
No change has been made in the section.

Applications for Electric Power
Transmission Lines of 66 kV or Above

The comments on this section
objected to the wheeling provisions
conlained in the subpart. The wheeling
provisions are a continuation of
provisions in the current right-of-way
regulations, except that the Department
of Energy has the responsibility for
carrying out those provisions. Title V of
the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act requires that all right-
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of-way grants comply with the
provisions of the Federal Power Act of
1935, including the wheeling provisions.
After consultation with the Department
of Energy, the wheeling provisions were
continued in this rulemaking and only
slight changes have been made from the
previous regulations. Questions of cost
sharing, etc., will have to be worked out
with the Department of Energy by an
applicant whose application falls under
the provisions of this subpart. No
substantive changes have been made in
this subpart.

Designation of Right-of-Way Corridors

While most of the comments on this
subpart seemed to support the concept,
one comment did object to its use for
railroads. The main concern expressed
in the comments was that there be
adequate consideration of the question
of the engineering and technical
compatability of the various uses made
of a corridor, with special emphasis on
the reliability of service from or through
facilities sited within a corridor. The
rulemaking covers these situations.

Other comments focused on the need
for publicinput into the designation
process, as well as input from State and
local governments that are concerned
with the designation process. One
comment wanted to be sure the existing
holder of an area designated as a
corridar would have a chance to express
its concern. The section on public
participation has been revised to give
greater emphasis to broad public input
into the designation process. All users
will have ample opportunity to
participate in this designation process.

Another change to the subpart on
corridors was the addition of language
that makes it clear that the designation
of an area as a corridor does not mean
that an application for a right-of-way
grant in that corridor will be approved,
but makes it clear that such applications
are subject! to the same approval process
as all other applications for right-of-way
grants.

Reservation to Federal Agencies

A couple of comments pointed out the
numbering error in this subpart which
has been corrected. One comment noted
that there was no mention of a term of a
reservation made to Federal agencies.
The term of a reservation shall be what
the authorized officer determines to be
an appropriate term for the purpose of
the reservation. This term will be
arrived at by discussion between the
parties to the reservation.

Editorial changes and corrections
have been made as necessary.

The principal author of this final
rulemaking is Robert E. Mollohan,

Division of Rights-of-Way and Project
Review, assisted by the Office of
Legislation and Regulatory
Management, Bureau of Land
Management, and the Office of the
Solicitor, Department of the Interior.

It is hereby determined that the
publication of this final rulemaking is
not a major Federal action significantly
affecting the quality of the human
environment and that no detailed
statement is required pursuant fo
section 102(2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42
U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)).

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this document is not a
significant regulatory action requiring
the preparation of a regulatory analysis
under Executive Order 12044 or 43 CFR
Part 14.

Under the authority of title V of the
Federal Land Policy and Management
Act of 19786 (43 U.S.C. 1761-1771), Group
2800, Subchapter B, Chapter II, Title 43
of the Code of Federal Regulations is
revised as follows.

Cecil D. Andrus,
Secretary of the Interior.
June 28, 1980.

1. Part 2800 is revised to read as
follows:

Group 2800—Use; Rights-of-Way

PART 2800—RIGHTS-OF-WAY,
PRINCIPLES AND PROCEDURES

Subpart 2600—Rights-of-Way; General
Sec.
2800.0-1 Purpose.

Objectives.

Authority.

Definitions.

Scope,

Subpart 2801—Terms and Conditions of
Rights-of-Way Grants and Temporary Use
Permits

28011 Nature of interest.

2801.1-1 Nature of right-of-way interest.

2801.1-2 Reciprocal grants.

2801.2 Terms and conditions of interests
granted.

28013 Unauthorized ooccupany.

Subpart 2802—Applications

28021 Pre-application activity.

2802.2 Application filing activity.

2802.2-1 Application filing.

2802.2-2 Coordination of applications

2802.3 Application content. :

2802.3-1 Applicant qualifications and
disclosure.

2802.3-2 Technical and financial capability.

2002.3-3 Project deseription.

2802.3-4 Environmental protection plan.
2802.3-5 Additional information.
2802.3-6 Maps.

2802.4 Application processing.

2602.5 Special application procedures.

Subpart 2803—Administration of Rights
Granted

Sec.

2803.1 General requirements.

2803.1-1 Reimbursement of costs.

2803.1-2 Rental fees.

2803.1-3 Bonding.

280314 Liability.

2803.2 Holder activity.

2803.3 Immediate temporary suspension of
activities.

28034 Suspension and termination of grants
and permits.

2803.4-1 Disposition of improvements upon
termination.

28035 Change in Pederal jurisdiction or
disposal of lands.

2803.6 Amendments, assignments and
renewals.

_ 2803.6-1 Amendments.

2803.6-2 Amendments to existing railroad
grants.

2803.6-3 Assignments.

2803.6-4 Reimbursement of costs for
assignments.

2803.6-6 Renewals of right-of-way grants
and temporary use permits.

Subpart 2804—Appeals

2804.1 Appeals procedure—general.

Subpart 2805—Applications for Electric

Power Transmission Line of 66 kV or Above

2805.1 Application requirements.

Subpart 2606—Right-of-Way Corridor

Designation

2806.1 Corridor designation.

2806.2 Designation criteria.

2806.2-1 Procedures for designation.

Subpart 2807—Reservations to

Agencies Y

2807.1 Application filing.

2807.1-1 Document preparation.

2807.1-2 ‘Termination and suspension.

Authority: 43 U.S.C. 1761-1771.

Subpart 2800—Rights-of-Way; General

§ 2800.0-1 Purpose.

The purpose of the regulations in this
part is to establish procedures for the
orderly and timely processing of
applications, grants, permits,
amendments, assignments and
terminations for rights-of-way and
permits over, upon, under or through
public lands pursuant to title V, Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1761-1771).

§2800.0-2 Objectives

It is the objective of the Secretary of
the Interior to grant rights-of-way and
temporary use permits, covered by the
regulations in this part, to any qualified
individual, business entity, or
governmental entity and to regulate,
control and direct the use of said rights-
of-way on public land 50 as to:

(a) Protect the natural resources
associated with the public landg and
adjacent private or other lands
administered by a government agency.
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(b) Prevent unnecessary or undue
environmental damage to the lands and
resources.

(¢) Promote the utilization of rights-of-
way in common with respect to
engineering and technological
compatibility, national security and land
use plans.

(d) Coordinate, to the fullest extent
possible, all actions taken pursuant to
this part with State and local
governments, interested individuals and
appropriate quasi-public entities.

§ 2800.0-3 Authority.
The regulations for this subpart are
issued under title V of the Federal Land

Policy and Management Act of 1976.

§ 2800.0-5 Definitions.

As used in this part, the term:

(a) “Act" means the Federal Land
Policy and Management Act of October
21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.).

(b) "Secretary” means the Secretary
of the Interior.

(c) *Authorized officer” means any
employee of the Bureau of Land
Management to whom has been
delegated the authority to perform the
duties described in this part.

(d) “Public lands™” means any lands or
interest in land owned by the United
States and administered by the
Secretary through the Bureau of Land
Management, without regard to how the
United Stales acquired ownership,
except: (1) lands located on the Outer
Continental Shelf; and (2) lands held for
the benefit of Indians, Aleuls and
Eskimos.

(e) “Applicant” means any qualified
individual, partnership, corporation,
association or other business entity, and
any Federal, State or local governmental
entity including municipal corporations
which applies for a right-of-way grant or
a temporary use permit.

(f) "Holder" means any applicant who
has received a right-of-way grant or
lemporary use permit.

(g) "Right-of-way" means the public
lands authorized to be used or occupied
pursuant to a right-of-way grant.

{h) “Right-of-way grant’ means an
instrument issued pursuant to title V of
the act authorizing the use of a right-of-
way over, upon, under or through public
lands for construction, operation,
mainlenance and termination of a
project.

(i) “Temporary use permit” means a
revocable non-possessory, non-
exclusive privilege, authorizing
temporary use of public lands in
connection with construction, operation,
maintenance, or termination of a project.

(j) "Facilities" means improvements
constructed or to be constructed or used

within a right-of-way pursuant to a
right-of-way grant.

(k) “Project™ means the transportation
or other system for which the right-of-
way is authorized.

(1) “Right-of-way corridor" means a
parcel of land either linear or areal in
character that has been identified, by
law, Secretarial Order, through the land
use planning process or other
management decision process as being
suitable to accommodate more than one
type of right-of-way or one or more
rights-of-way which are similar,
identical, or compatible.

{m) “Casual use” means activities that
involve practices which do not
ordinarily cause any appreciable
disturbance or damage to the public
lands, resources or improvements and,
therefore, do not require a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permil under this
title.

§ 2800.0-7 Scope.

This part sets forth regulations
governing:

(a) Issuing, amending or renewing
right-of-way grants for necessary
transportation or other systems or
facilities which are in the public interest
and which require rights-of-way over,
upon, under or through public lands,
including but not limited to:

(1) Reservoirs, canals, ditches, flumes,
laterals, pipes, pipelines, tunnels and
other facilities and systems for the
impoundment, storage, transportation or
distribution of water;

(2) Pipelines and other systems for the
transportation or distribution of liquids
and gases, other than water and other
than oil, natural gas, synthetic liquid or
gaseous fuels, or any refined product
produced therefrom, and for storage and
terminal facilities in connection
therewith;

(3) Pipelines, slurry and emulsion
systems, and conveyor belts for
transportation and distribution of solid
materials, and facilities for the storage
of such materials in connection
therewith;

(4) Systems for generation,
transmission and distribution of electric
energy, except that the applicant shall
also comply with all applicable
requirements of the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission under the
Pederal Power Act of 1935 (16 U.S.C.
791);

(5) Systems for transmission or
reception of radio, television, telephone,
telegraph and other electronic signals,
and other means of communication;

(6) Roads, trails, highways, railroads,
canals, tunnels, tramways, airways,
livestock driveways or other means of
transportation except where such

facilities are constructed and
maintained in connection with
commercial recreation facilities on lands
in the National Forest System;

(7) Such other necessary
transportation or other systems or
facilities which are in the public interest
and which require rights-of-way over,
upon, under or through such lands; or

(8) Rights-of-way to any Federal
department or agency for pipeline
purposes for the transportation of oil,
natural gas, synthetic liquid or gaseous
fuels, or any product produced
therefrom.

(b) Temporary use of additional public
lands for such purposes as the Secrelary
determines to be reasonably necessary
for construction, operation, maintenance
or termination of rights-of-way, or for
access to the project or a portion of the
project.

(c) However, the regulations
contained in this part do not cover right-
of-way grants for: Federal Aid
Highways, roads constructed or used
pursuant to cost share or reciprocal road
use agreements, wilderness areas, and
oil, gas and petroleum products
pipelines except as provided for in
§ 2800.0-7(a)(8) of this title.

Subpart 2801—Terms and Conditions
of Rights-of-Way Grants and
Temporary Use Permits

§2801.1 Nature of interest.

§ 2801.1-1 Nature of right-of-way interest.

(a) All rights in public lands subject to
a right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit not expressly granted are
retained and may be exercised by the
United States. These rights include, but
are not limited to:

(1) A continuing right of access onto
the public lands covered by the right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit, and
upon reasonable notice to the holder,
access and entry to any facility
constructed on the right-of-way or
permit area:

(2) The right to require common use of
the right-of-way, and the right to
authorize use of the right-of-way for
compatible uses (including the
subsurface and air space).

(b) A right-of-way grant or temporary
use permit may be used only for the
purposes specified in the authorization.
The holder may allow others to use the
land as his/her agent in exercising the
rights granted.

(c) All right-of-way grants and
temporary use permits shall be issued
subject to valid existing rights,

(d) A right-of-way grant or temporary
use permit shall not give or authorize the
holder to take from the public lands any
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mineral or vegetative material, including
timber, without securing authorization
under the Materials Act (30 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.), and paying in advance the fair
market value of the material cut,
removed, used, or destroyed. However,
common varieties of slone and soil
necessarily removed in the construction
of a project may be used elsewhere
along the same right-of-way oi' permit
area in the construction of the project
without additional authorization and
payment. The holder shall be allowed in
the performance of normal maintenance
to do minor trimming, pruning and
clearing of vegetative material within
the right-of-way or permit area and
around facilities constructed thereon
without additional authorization and
payments, At his discretion and when it
is in the public interest, the authorized
officer may in lieu of requiring an
advance payment for any mineral or
vegetative materials, including timber,
cut or excavated, require the holder to
stockpile or stack the material as
designated locations for later disposal
by the United States.

(e) A holder of a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit may assign a grant
or permit to another, provided the holder
obtains the written approval of the
authorized officer.

(f) The holder of a right-of-way grant
may authorize other parties to use a
facility constructed, except for roads, on
the right-of-way with the prior written
consent of the authorized officer and
charge for such use. In any such
arrangement, the holder shall continue
to be responsible for compliance with all
conditions of the grant. This paragraph
does not limit in any way the authority
of the authorized officer to issue
additional right-of-way grants or
temporary use permits for compatible
uses on or adjacent to the right-of-way,
nor does it authorize the holder to
impose charges for the use of lands
made subject to such additional right-of-
way grants or lemporary use permits.

{g) Each right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit shall describe the
public lands to be used or occupied and
the grant or permit shall be limited to
those lands which the authorized officer
determines:

(1) Will be occupied by the facilities
authorized;

{2) To be necessary for the
construction, operation, maintenance,
and termination of the authorized
facilities;

(3) To be necessary to protect the
public health and safety; and

(4) Will do no unnecessary damage to
the environment.

(h) Each grant or permit shall specify
its term. The term of the grant shall be

limited to a reasonable period. A
reasonable period for a right-of-way
grant may range from a month to a year
or a term of years to perpetuity. The
term for a temporary use shall not
exceed 3 years. In determining the
period for any specific grant or permit,
the authorized officer shall provide for a
term no longer than is necessary to
accomplish the purpose of the
authorization. Factors to be considered
by the authorized officer for the purpose
of establishing an equitable term
pertaining to the use include, but are not
limited to:

(1) Land use plans and other
management decisions;

(2) Public benefits provided;

(8) Cost and useful life of the facility;

(4) Project financing; and

(5) Time limitations imposed by
required licenses or permits that the
holder is required to secure from other
Federal or State agencies; and

(6) Any other limitations imposed by
Federal or State law on the holder which
would indicate that the right-of-way
grant not be limited to a term of years.

(i) Each grant issued for a term of 20
years or more shall contain a provision
requiring periodic review of the grant at
the end of the twentieth year and at
regular intervals thereafter not to
exceed 10 years.

(i) Each grant shall have a provision
stating whether it is renewable or not
and if renewable, the terms and
conditions applicable to the renewal.

(k) Each grant shall not only comply
with the regulations of this part, but
also, comply with the provisions of any
other applicable law and implementing
regulations as appropriate.

§ 2801.1-2 Reciprocal grants.

When the authorized officer
determines from an analysis of land use
plans or other management decisions
that a right-of-way for an access road is
or shall be needed by the United States
across lands directly or indirectly
owned or controlled by an applicant for
a right-of-way grant, he or she shall, if it
is determined to be in the public
interest, require the applicant, as a
condition to receiving a right-of-way
grant, to grant the United States an
equivalent right-of-way that is adequate
in duration and rights.

§ 2801.2 Terms and conditions of interest
granted.

{(a) An applicant by accepting a right-
of-way grant, temporary use permit,
assignment, amendment or renewal
agrees and consents to comply with and
be bound by the following terms and
conditions, excepting those which the

Secretary may waive in & particular
case: :

(1) To the extent practicable, all State
and Federal laws applicable to the
authorized use and such additional State
and Federal laws, along with the
implementing regulations, that may be
enacted and issued during the term of
the grant or permit.

(2) That in the construction, operation,
maintenance and termination of the
authorized use, there shall be no
discrimination against any employee or
applicant for employment because of
race, creed, color, sex or national origin
and all subcontracts shall include an
identical provision.

(3) To rebuild and repair roads,
fences, and established trails that may
be destroyed or damaged by
construction, operation or maintenance
of the project and to build and maintain
suitable crossings for existing roads and
significant trails that intersect the
project.

(4) To do everything reasonably
within his or her power, both
independently and upon request of the
authorized officer, to prevent and
suppress fires on or in the immediate
vicinity of the right-of-way or permit
area. This includes making available
such construction and maintenance
forces as may be reasonably obtained
for the suppression of fires,

(b) All right-of-way grants and
temporary use permits issued, renewed,
amended or assigned under these
regulations shall contain such terms,
conditions, and stipulations as may be
required by the authorized officer
regarding extent, duration, survey,
location, construction, operation,
maintenance, use and termination. The
authorized officer shall impose
stipulations which shall include, but
shall not be limited to:

(1) Requirements .for restoration,
revegetation and curtailment of erosion
of the surface of the land, or any other
rehabilitation measure determined
necessary;

(2) Requirements to ensure that
activities in connection with the grant or
permit shall not violate applicable air
and water quality standards or related
facility siting standards established by
or pursuant to applicable Federal or
State law;

(3) Requirements designed to control
or prevent damage to scenic, esthetic,
cultural and environmental values
(including damage to fish and wildlife
habitat), damage to Federal property
and hazards to public health and safety:

(4) Requirements to protect the
interests of individuals living in the
general area who rely on the fish,
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wildlife and biotic resources of the area
for subsistence purposes:

(5) Requirements to ensure that the
facilities to be constructed, used and
operated on the prescribed location are
mdintained and operated in a manner
consistent with the gran!t or permit; and

(6) Requirements for compliance with
State standards for public health and
safety, environmental protection and
siting, construction, operation and
maintenance when those standards are
more stringent than Federal standards.

§ 2801.3 Unauthorized occupancy.

Any occupancy or use of the public
lands, other than casual use-as set forth
in §§ 2800.0-5(m) and 2802.1{d) of this
title, without authorization shall be
considered a trespass and shall subject
the trespasser to prosecution and
liability for the trespass. Issuance of a
righi-of-way grant or temporary use
permit to a trespasser shall be made in
accordance with § 9239.0-9 of this title,
except for those unauthorized uses
under § 2802.5 of this fitle, This
provision applies to all unauthorized use
of the public lands and precludes the
issuance of a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit until the trespass
case hasg been settled. Once the trespass
case has been settled, a new grant or
permit may be made by the authorized
officer in accordance with the
procedures sel forth in this part.

Subpart 2802—Applications
§2802.1 Preapplication activity.

(a) Anyone interested in obtaining a
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit involving use of public lands is
encouraged to establish early contact
with the Bureau of Land Management
office responsible for management of the
affected public lands so that potential
constraints may be identified, the
proposal may be considered in land use
plans, and processing of an application
may be tentatively scheduled. The
appropriate officer shall furnish the
proponent with guidance and
information about:

(1) Possible land use conflicts as
identified by review of land use plans,
land ownership records and other
available information sources;

(2) Application procedures and
probable time requirements:

(3) Applicant qualifications;

(4) Cost reimbursement requirements;

(5) Associated clearances, permits
and licenses which may be required in
addition to, but not in place of the grants
or permits required under these
regulations;

(6) Environmental and management
considerations;

(7) Any other special conditions that
can be identified;

(8) Identification of on-the-ground
investigations which may be required in
order to complete the application; and

(9) Coordination with Federal, State
and local government agencies.

(b) Any information furnished by the
proponent in connection with a
preapplication activity or use which he/
she requests not be disclosed, shall be
protected to the extent consistent with
the Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C.
552). '

(¢} No right-of-way applications
processing work, other than thal
incurred in the processing of
applications for permits for temporary
use of public lands in furtherance of the
filing of an application and pre-
application guidance under paragraph
(a) of this section, shall be undertaken
by the authorized officer prior to the
filing of an application together with
advance payment as required by
§ 2803.1-1 of this title. Such processing
work includes, but is not limited to,
special studies such as environmental
analyses, environmental statements,
engineering surveys, resource
inventories and detailed land use or
record analyses.

(d) The prospective applicant is
authorized to go upon the public lands
to perform casual acts related to data
collection necessary for the filing of an
acceptable application. These casual
acts or activities include, but are not
limited to: (1) vehicle use on existing
roads; (2) sampling; (3) marking of routes
or sites, including surveying; or (4) other
activities that do net unduly disturb the
surface or require the removal of
vegetation.

If, however, the authorized officer
determines that appreciable surface or
vegetative disturbance will occur.oris a
real possibility he shall issue a
temporary use permit with appropriate
terms, conditions, and special
stipulations pursuant to § 2801.2 of this
title.

{e) When, during pre-application’
discussions with the prospective
applicant, the authorized officer supplies
the prospective applicant with
information set out in paragraph (a) of
this section, the authorized officer shall
also inform appropriate Federal, State
and local government agencies that
preapplication discussions have begun
in order to assure that effective
coordination between the prospective
applicant and all responsible
government agencies is initiated as soon
as possible.

§ 2802.2 Application filing activity. -

§2802.2-1 Application filing.

Applications for a right-of-way grani
or temporary use permit shall be filed
with either the Area Manager, the
District Manager or the State Director
having jurisdiction over the affected
public lands except:

(a) Applications for Federal Aid
Highways shall be filed pursuant to'23
U.S.C. 107, 317, as set out in'43 CFR
2821;

(b) Applications for cost-share roads
shall be filed pursuant to 43 CFR 2812:

(c) Applications for oil and gas
pipelines shall be filed pursuant to 43
CFR 2880; and

(d) Applications for projects on lands
under the jurisdiction of 2 or more
administrative units of the Bureau of
Land Management may be filed at any
of the Bureau of Land Management
offices having jurisdiction over part of
the project, and the applicant shall be
notified where subsequent
communications shall be directed:

§ 2802.2-2 Coordination of applications.

Applicants filing with any other
Federal department or agency for a
license, certificate of public convenience
and necessily or any other authorization
for a project involving a right-of-way on
public lands, shall simultaneously file an
application under this part with the
Bureau of Land Management for a right-
of-way grant. To minimize duplication.
pertinent information from the
application to such department or
agency may be appended or referenced
in the application for the right-of-way
grant.

§2802.3 Application content.
§2802.3-1 Applicant quaiifications and

disclosure.

(a) An applicant for a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permil shall be a
citizen of the United States. an
assoctation of such citizens, organized
under the laws of the United States or of
any State thereof, a corporation or other
business entity organized or licensed
under the laws of the United States or of
any State thereof, a Federal agency, ora
State or local government. Aliens may
not acquire or hold any direct or indirect
interest in right-of-way grants or
temporary use permits except that they
may own or control stock in
corporations holding right-of-way grants
or temporary use permits, if the laws of
their country do not deny similar or like
privileges to citizens of the United
States. If 3 percent or more of any class
of the stock of a corporation is held or
controlled by aliens who are citizens of
a country denying similar or like
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privileges to United States citizens, its
application shall be denied. A right-of-
way or temporary use permit shall not
be granted to a minor, but either may be
granted to legal guardians or trustees of
minors in their behalf, §

(b) An application by a private
corporation shall be accompanied by a
copy of its charter or articles of
incorporation, duly certified by the
proper State official where the
corporation was organized, and a copy
of its bylaws, duly certified by the
secretary of the corporation.

(c) A corporation, other than a private
corporation, shall file a copy of the law
under which it was formed and provide
proof of organization under the same,
and a copy of its bylaws, duly certified
by the secretary of the corporation.

{d) When a corporation is doing
business in a State other than that in
which it is incorporated, it shall submit
a certificate from the Secretary of State
or other proper official of that State
indicating that it has complied with the
laws of the State governing foreign
corporations to the extent required to
entitle the company to operate in such
State, and that the corporation is in good
standing under the laws of that State.

(e) A copy of the resolution by the
board of directors of the corporation or
other documents authorizing the filing of
the application shall also be filed.

(f) If the corporation has previously
filed with the Department the papers
required by this subpart, and there have
not been any amendments or revisions
of the corporation's charter, articles of
incorporation or bylaws, the
requirements of this subpart may be met
in subsequent applications, by specific
reference to the previous filing by date,
place and case number.

(g) If the applicant is a partnership,
association or other unincorporated
entity, the application shall be
accompanied by a certified copy of the
articles of association, partnership
agreement, or other similar document
creating the entity, if any, The
application shall be signed by each
partner or member of the entity, unless
the entity shows evidence in the form of
a resolution or similar document that
one member has been authorized to sign
in behalf of the others. In the absence of
such resolution each partner shall
furnish the evidence of qualification
which would be required if the partner
or member were applying separately.

(h) If'the applicant is a State or local
government, or agency or
instrumentality thereof, the application
shall be accompanied by a statement to
that effect and a copy of the law,
resolution, order, or other authorization
under which the application is made.

(i) Each application by a partnership,
corporation, association or other
business entity shall, upon the request of
the authorized officer, disclose the
identity of the participants in the entity
and shall include where applicable:

(1) The name, address and citizenship
of each participant (partner, associate or
other); .

(2) Where the applicant is a
corporation: the name, address, and
citizenship of each shareholder owning 3
percent or more of each class of shares,
together with the number and -
percentage of any class of voting shares
of the entity which each shareholder is
authorized to vote; and

(3) The name, address, and citizenship
of each affiliate of the entity. Where an
affiliate is controlled by the entity, the
application shall disclose the number of
shares and the percentage of each class
of voting stock of that affiliate owned,
directly or indirectly, by the entity. If an
affiliate controls the entity, the number
of shares and the percentage of each
class of voting stock of the entity
owned, directly or indirectly, by the
affiliate shall be included.

§2802.3-2 Technical and financial
capability.

The applicant shall furnish evidence
satisfactory to the authorized officer
that the applicant has, or prior to
commencement of construction shall
have, the technical and financial
capability to copstruct, operate,
maintain and terminate the project for
which authorization is requested.

§ 2802.3-3 Project description.

(a) The applicant shall furnish an
explanation of how the project will
interrelate with existing and future
projects and other developments on the
public lands.

(b) The project description shall be in
sufficient detail to enable the authorized
officer to determine:

(1) Its impact on the environment;

(2) Any benefits provided to the
public;

(3) The safety of the proposal; and

(4) The specific public lands proposed
to be occupied or used.

(c) When required by the authorized
officer, the applicant shall also submit
the following:

(1) A description of the proposed
facility;

(2) An estimated schedule for
construction of all facilities together
with anticipated manpower
requirements for each stage of
construction;

(3) A description of the construction
techniques to be used; and

(4) A description of the applicant's
alternative route considerations.

§ 2802.3-4 Environmental protection plan,

If the authorized officer determines
that the issuance of the right-of-way
authorization requires the preparation of
an environmental statement, the
applicant shall submit a plan for the
protection and rehabilitation of the
environment during construction,
operation, maintenance and termination
of the project.

§ 2802.3-5 Additional information.

The applicant shall furnish any other
information and data required by the
authorized officer to enable him/her to
make a decision on the application.

§ 2802.3-6 Maps.

(a) The authorized officer may at his/
her discretion require the applicant to
file a map with the application. When
the authorized officer determines not to
require a detailed map prepared in
accordance with paragraph (b) of this
section, the applicant shall attach to the
application a map such as a United
States Geological Survey Quadrangle
map or aerial photograph showing the
approximate location of the facility and
processing may proceed. Where the
application is accepted without a
detailed survey map, the applicant shall
be notified that a map pursuant to
paragraph (b) of this section shall be
required prior to the issuance of the
grant or permit, or within 60 days of
completion of construction, as
determined by the authorized officer,
except that the authorized officer may
waive.all or part of the requirements of
paragraph (b) of this section for maps
for temporary use permits, When the
authorization is for use of an existing
road controlled by the United States,
any map showing said road shall suffice
and the requirements of paragraph (b) of
this section shall not apply in this
situation.

(b) Maps or aerial photographs
portraying linear rights-of-way, as a
minimum, shall show the following data:

(1) The bearing and distance of the
traverse line or the true centerline of the
facility as constructed;

(2) At least one tie to a public land
survey monument to either the beginning
or ending point of the right-of-way. If a
public land survey monument is not
within a reasonable distance as
determined by the authorized officer, the
survey shall be tied to either a relatively
permanent man-made structure or
monument or some prominent natural
feature. However, when the right-of-way
crosses both public lands and lands
other than public lands, each parcel of
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public land crossed by said right-of-way
must be tied to a public land survey
monument, or if the map shows a
continuous survey from the beginning
point to the ending point of the project
regardless of land ownership, then only
one corner tie at either the initial or
terminal point is required;

(3) The exterior limits of the right-of-
way and the width thereof;

(4) A north arrow;

(5) All subdivisions of each section or
portion thereof crossed by the right-of-
way, with the subdivisions, sections,
townships, and ranges clearly and
properly noted; and

(6) Scale of the map. The map scale
shall be such that all of the required
information shown thereon is legible.

(c) Maps portraying non-linear or site-
type rights-of-way shall include the
requirements of paragraphs (b)(4), (5),
and (6) of this section. In addition, the
map shall show, as a minimum, the
following data:

(1) The bearing and distance of each
exterior sideline of the site; and

(2) At least one angle point of the
survey shall be tied to a public land
survey monument, as provided for in
paragraph (b)(2) of this section.

(d) In order to facilitate proper
management of the public lands and to
assist the authorized officer in
developing a sound transportation plan,
any person or State or local government
which has constructed public highways
under the authority of R.S. 2477 (43
U.S.C. 832, repealed October 21, 1976), is
provided the opportunity to file within 3
years of the effective date of these
regulations a map showing the location
of all such public highways constructed
under R.S. 2477. Maps filed pursuant to
this paragraph should, as a minimum, be
a county highway map showing all
county roads located on the public
lands, a State highway map showing
State highways located on public land,
and in the case of a municipality, a
street or road map showing the location
of city streets or roads, An individual
who has constructed a public road
pursuant to R.S. 2477 should, as a
minimum, submit a United States
Geological Survey Quadrangle showing
the location of said road on public land.
The submission of such maps depiciting
the location of alleged R.S. 2477
highways shall not be conclusive
evidence of their existence. Similarly,
failure to depict such roads shall not
preclude a later finding as to their
existence.

§2802.4 Application processing.

(a) The authorized officer shall
acknowledge, in writing, receipt of the
application and initial cost

reimbursement payment required by

§ 2803.1-1 of this title. An application
may be denied if the authorized officer
determines that:

. (1) The proposed right-of-way or
permit would be inconsistent with the
purpose for which the public lands are
managed;

(2) That the proposed right-of-way or
permit would not be in the public
interest;

(3) The applicant is not qualified;

(4) The right-of-way or permit would
otherwise be inconsistent with the act or
other applicable laws; or

(5) The applicant does not or cannot
demonstrate that he/she has the
technical or financial capacity.

(b) Upon receipt of the
acknowledgement, the applicant may
continue his or her occupancy of the
public land pursuant to § 2802.1(d) of
this title to continue to gather data
necessary to perfect the application.
However, if the applicant finds or the
authorized officer determines that
surface disturbing activities will occur in
gathering the necessary data to perfect
the application, the applicant shall file
an application for a temporary use
permit prior to entering into such
activities on the public land.

(c) The authorized officer may require
the applicant for a right-of-way grant to
submit such additional information as
he deems necessary for review of the
application. All requests for additional
information shall be in writing. Where
the authorized officer determines that
the information supplied by the
applicant is incomplete or does not
conform to the act or these regulations,
the authorized officer shall notify the
applicant of these deficiencies and
afford the applicant an opportunity to
file a correction. Where a deficiency
notice has not been adequately
complied with, the authorized officer
may reject the application or notify the
applicant of the continuing deficiency
and afford the applicant an opportunity
to file a correction.

(d) Prior to issuing a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit, the
authorized officer shall:

(1) Complete an environmental
analysis in accordance with the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969;

(2) Determine compliance of the
applicant’s proposed plans with
applicable Federal and State laws;

(3) Consult with all other Federal,
State, and local agencies having an
interest, as appropriate; and

(4) Take any other action necessary to
fully evaluate and make a decision to
approve or deny the application and

prescribe suitable terms and conditions
for the grant or permit.

(e) The authorized officer may hold
public meetings on an application for a
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit if he determines that such
meetings are appropriate and that
sufficient public interest exists to
warrant the time and expense of such
meetings. Notice of public meetings shall
be published in the Federal Register or
in local newspapers or in both.

(f) A right-of-way grant or temporary
use permit need not conform to the
applicant’s proposal, but may contain
such modifications, terms, stipulations
or conditions, including changes in route
or site location on public lands, as the
authorized officer determines ta'be
appropriate.

(g) No right-of-way grant or temporary
use permit shall be in effect until the
applicant has accepted, in writing, the
terms and conditions of the grant or
permit. Written acceptance shall
constitute an agreement between the
applicant and the United States that, in
consideration of the right to use public
lands, the applicant shall comply with
all terms and conditions contained in
the authorization and the provisions of
applicable laws and regulations.

(h) The authorized officer may place a
provision in a right-of-way grant
requiring that no construction on or use
of the right-of-way shall occur until
detailed construction or use plans have
been submitted to the authorized officer
for approval and one or more notices to
proceed with that construction or use
have been issued by the authorized
officer. This requirement may be
imposed for all or any part of the right-
of-way.

§ 2802.5 Special application procedures.

An applicant filing for a right-of-way
within 4 years from the effective date of
this subpart for an unauthorized right-of-
way that existed on public land prior to
October 21, 1976, is not:

(a) Required to reimburse the United
States for costs incurred for processing
an apphcation and for the preparation of
reports and statements pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (see § 2803.1-1(a)(1)) which are
above the schedule shown in § 2803.1-
1(a)(3)(i) of this title.

(b) Required to reimburse the United
States for costs incurred incident to a
right-of-way for monitoring (the
construction, operation, maintenance
and termination) of authorized facilities
as required in § 2803.1-1(b) of this title.

(c) Required to pay rental fees for the
period of unauthorized land use.
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Subpart 2803—Administration of
Rights Granted

§ 2803.1 General requirements.

§ 2803.1-1 Reimbursement of costs.

(a)(1) An applicant for a right-of-way
grant or a temporary use permit shall
reimburse the United States for
administrative and other costs incurred
by the United States in processing the
application, including the prepacation of
reports and statements pursuant to the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321-4347), before the
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit shall be issued under the
regulations of this title.

(2) The regulations contained in this
subpart do not apply to:

(i) State or locafgovemments or
agencies or instrumentalities thereof
where the public lands shall be used for
governmental purposes and such lands
and resources shall continue to serve
the general public, except (A) as to right-
of-way grants or temporary use permits
issued to State or local governments or
agencies or instrumentalities thereof or
a municipal utility or cooperative whose
principal source of revenue is derived
from charges levied on customers for
services rendered that are similar to
services rendered by a profit making
corporation or business enterprise, or
(B) as to right-of-way grants or
temporary use permits issued under
section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 180);

(ii) Road use agreements or reciprocal
road agreements; or

(iii) Federal agencies.

(3) An applicant shall submit with
each application a nonreturnable
payment in accordance with the
following schedule:

(i) Each right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit for crossing public
lands (e.g., for powerlines, pipelines,
roads and other linear uses).

Length Payments
Lessthan S miles.......c.ecec. $50 per milie or fraction
thareol.
5 to 20 miles $500.
or fraction thereol.
(ii) Each right-of-way grant or

temporary use permit for non-linear uses
(e.g. for communication sites, reservoir
sites, plant sites, and camp sites}—$250
for each 40 acres or fraction thereof.

(4) When an application is received,
the authorized officer shall estimate the
costs expected to be incurred by the
United States in processing the
application. If, in the judgment of the
authorized officer, such costs will
exceed the payment required by

paragraph (a)(3) of this section by an
amount which is greater than the cost of
maintaining actual cost records for the
application review process, the
authorized officer shall require the
applicant to make periedic payments of
the estimated reimbursable costs prior
to the incurrence of such costs by the
United States. Such payments may be
refunded or adjusted as provided by
paragraph (a)(8) of this section.

(5) Prior to the issuance of a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit, the
applicant shall be required to pay
additional amounts to the extent the
costs of the United States have
exceeded the payments required by
paragraphs (a)(3) and (4) of this section.

(8) An applicant whose application is
denied shall be responsible for
administrative and other costs incurred
by the United States in processing its
application, and such amounts as have
not been paid in accordance with
paragraphs (a)(3) and (4) of this section
shall be due within 30 days of receipt of
notice from the authorized officer of the
amount due.

(7) An applicant which withdraws its
application before a decision is reached
on said application is responsible for
costs incurred by the United States in
processing such application up to the
date upon which the authorized officer
receives written notice of the
withdrawal, and for costs subsequently
incurred by the United States in
terminating the application review
process. Reimbursement of such costs
shall be due within 30 days of receipt of
notice from the authorized officer of the
amount due.

(8} If payment, as required by
paragraphs (a)(4) and (b)(3) of this
section, exceeds actual costs to the
United States, refund may be made by
the authorized officer from applicable
funds under authority of 43 U.S.C. 1734,
or the authorized officer may adjust the
next billing to reflect the overpayment
previously received. Neither an
applicant nor a holder shall set off or
otherwise deduct any debt due to or any
sum claimed to be owed them by the
United States without the prior written
approval of the authorized officer.

(9) The authorized officer shall, on
request, give an applicant or a
prospective applicant an estimate,
based on the best available cost
information, of the costs which would be
incurred by the United States in
processing an application. However,
reimbursement shall not be limited to
the estimate of the authorized officer if
actual costs exceed the projected
estimate.

(10) When 2 or more applications for
right-of-way grants are filed which the

authorized officer determines to be in
competition with each other, each
applicant shall reimburse the United
States according to subparagraphs (3)
through (7) of this section, except that
those costs which are not readily
identifiable with one of the applications,
such as costs for portions of an
environmental statement that relate to
all of the proposals generally, shall be
paid by each of the applicants in equal
shares.

(11) When through partnership, joint
venture or other business arrangement,
more than one person, partnership,
corporation, association or other entity
apply together for a right-of-way grant
or temporary use permit, each such
applicant shall be jointly and severally
lialble for costs under § 2803.1-1 of this
title.

(12) When 2 orimore noncompeting
applications for right-of-way grants are
received for what, in the judgment of the
authorized officer, is one right-of-way
system, all the applicants shall be
jointly and severally liable for costs
under § 2803.1-1 of this title for the
entire system; subject, however, to the
provisions of subparagraph (11) of this
paragraph. :

(13) The regulations contained in
§ 2803.1-1 of this title are applicable to
all applications for right-of-way grants
or temporary use permits incident to
rights-of-way over the public lands
pending on June 1, 1975.

(b){1) After issuance of a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit for which
fees were assessed under paragraph (a)
of this section, the holder thereof shall
reimburse the United States for costs
incurred by the United States in
monitoring the construction, operation,
maintenance and termination of
authorized facilities on the right-of-way
or permit area, and for protection and
rehabilitation of the lands involved.

(2) Each holder of a right-of-way grant
or temporary use permit shall submit
within 80 days of the issuance thereof a
nonreturnable payment in accordance
with the following schedule:

(i) Each right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit for crossing public
lands (e.g., for powerlines, pipelines,
roads, and other linear uses).

Length Payment
Loss than 5 miles.......... i $20 per mile or fraction
thereol.
5 1o 20 miles $200.
y or fraction thereof.

(ii) Each right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit (e.g., for
communication sites, reservoir sites,
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plant sites, and camp sites}—$100 for
each 40 acres or fraction thereof.

(iii) If a project has the feature of
subdivisions (i) and [ii) of this
subparagraph in combination, the
payment shall be the total of the
amounts required by subdivisions (i)
and (ii) of this subparagraph.

{3) When a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit is issued, the
authorized officer shall estimate the
costs, based on the best available cost
information, expected to be incurred by
the United States in monitoring holder
activity. If such costs exceed the
payment required by paragraph (b)(2] of
this section by an amount which is
greater than the costs of maintaining
actual costs records for the monitoring
process, the authorized officer shall
require the holder to make periodic
payments of the estimated reimbursable
costs prior to the incurrence of such
costs by the United States, Such
payments may be refunded or adjusted
as provided by paragraph (a)(8) of this
section,

(4) Following termination of a right-of-
way grant or temporary use permit, the
former holder shall be required to pay
additional amounts to the extent the
actual costs incurred by the United
States have exceeded the payments
required by paragraphs (b) (2) and (3) of
this section.

§2803.1-2 Rental fees.

(a) The holder of a right-of-way grant
or temporary use permit, except as
provided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of
this section, or when waived by the
Secretary, shall pay annually, in
advance, the fair market rental value as
determined by the authorized officer.
Said fee shall be based upon the fair
market value of the rights authorized in
the right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit, as determined by appraisal by
the authorized officer, provided
however, that where the annual fee is
$100 or less, an advanced lump-sum
payment for 5 years for right-of-way
grants and 3 years for temporary use
permits may be required. The lump-sum
for use and occupancy of lands under
these regulations shall not be less than
$25.00.

{(b) To expedite the processing of any
grant or permit pursuant to this part, the
authorized officer may establish an
estimated rental fee and collect this fee
in advapce with the provision that upon
receipt of an approved fair market value
appraisal the advance rental fee shall be
adjusted accordingly.

(c) No fee, or a fee less than fair
market rental, may be authorized under
the following circumstances:

{1) When the holder is a Federal, State

~ or local government or any agency or

instrumentality thereof, excluding
municipal ufilities and cooperatives
whose principal source of revenue is
customer charges.

(2) When the holder is a nonprofit
corporation or association which is not
controlled by or is not a subsidiary of a
profit making corporation or business
enterprise.

(3) When a holder provides without
charge, or at reduced rates. a valuable
benefit to the public or to the programs
of the Secretary.

(4) Rental fees may be waived for
rights-of-way involving cost share roads
and reciprocal right-of-way agreements,

(5) In instances where the applicant
holds an outstanding permit, lease,
license or contract for which the United
States is already receiving
compensation, except under an oil and
gas lease where the lessee is required to
secure a right-of-way grant or temporary
use permit under §2880 of this title, no
rental fee shall be charged for the
following:

(i) Where the applicant needs a right-
of-way grant or temporary use permit
within the exterior boundaries of the
permit, lease, license or contract area;
and

(ii) Where the applicant needs a right-
of-way across public lands outside the
permit, lease, license or contract area in
order to reach said area.

(d) Rental fees may be initiated or
adjusted whenever necessary to reflect
current fair market value: (1) As a result
of reappraisal of fair market values
which shall occur at least once every 5
years, or (2) as a result of a change in
the holder's qualifications under
paragraph (c) of this section. Reasonable
notice shall be given prior to imposing or
adjusting rental fees pursuant to this
paragraph. Decisions on fees are subject
to appeal pursuant to § 2804 of this title.

(e) If a charge required by this section
is not paid when due, and such default
shall continue for 30 days after notice,
action may be taken to terminate the
right-of-way grant. After default has
occurred, no structures, buildings or
other equipment may be removed from
the servient lands except upon written
permission from the authorized officer.

§2803.1-3 Bonding.

The authorized officer may require the
holder of a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit to furnish a bond
or other security satisfactory to him, to
secure the obligations imposed by the
grant or permit and applicable laws and
regulations.

§2803.1-4 Liability.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(f) of this section, each holder shall be
fully liable to the United States for any
damage or injury incurred by the United
States in connection with the use and
occupancy of the right-of-way or permit
area by the holder.

(b} Except as provided in paragraph
(f) of this section, holders shall be held
to a standard of strict lability for any
activity or facility within a right-of-way
or permit area which the authorized
officer determines, in his discretion,
presents a foreseeable hazard or risk of
damage or injury to the United States.
The activities and facilities to which
such standards shall apply shall be
specified in the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. Strict liability
shall not be imposed for damage or
injury resulting primarily from an act of
war, an Act of God or the negligence of
the United States, To the extent
consistent with other laws, strict
liability shall extend to costs incurred
by the United States for control and
abatement of conditions, such as fire or
oil spills, which threaten lives, property
or the environment, regardless of
whether the threat occurs on areas that
are under Federal jurisdiction.
Stipulations in right-of-way grants and
temporary use permits imposing strict
liability shall specify a maximum
limitation on damages which, in the
judgment of the authorized officer, is
commensurate with the foreseeable
risks or hazards presented. The
maximum limitation shall not exceed
$1,000,000 for any one event, and any
liability in excess of such amount shall
be determined by the ordinary rules of
negligence of the jurisdiction in which
the damage or injury occurred.

(c) In any case where strict liability is
imposed and the damage or injury was
caused by a third party, the rules of
subrogation shall apply in accordance
with the law of the jurisdiction in which
the damage or injury occurred,

(d) Except as provided in paragraph
(f) of this section, holders shall be fully
liable for injuries or damages to third
parties resulling from activities or
facilities on lands under Federal
jurisdiction in which the damage or
injury oceurred.

(e) Except as provided in paragraph (f)
of this section, holders shall fully
indemnify or hold harmless the United
States for liabilily, damage or claims
ariging in connection with the holder’s
use and occupancy of rights-of-way or
permit areas.

(f) If a holder is a State or local
government, or agency or
instrumentality thereof, it shall be liable
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to the fullest extent its laws allow at the
time it is granted a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit, To the extent
such a holder does not have the power
to assume liability, it shall be required

~to repair damages or make restitution to
the fullest extent of its powers at the
time of any damage or injury.

(g) All owners of any interest in, and
all affiliates or subsidiaries of any
holder of a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit, except for
corporate stockholders, shall be jointly
and severally liable to the United States
in the event that a claim cannot be
satisfied by the holder.

{h) Except as otherwise expressly
provided in this section, the provision in
this section for a remedy is not intended
to limit or exclude any other remedy.

(i) If the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit is issued to more
than one holder, each shall be jointly
and severally liable under this section.

§ 2803.2 Hoider activity.

{a) If a notice to proceed requirement
has been included in the grant or permit,
the holder shall not initiate construction,
occupancy or use until the authorized
officer issues a notice to proceed.

{b) Any substantial deviation in
location or authorized use by the holder
during construction, operation or
maintenance shall be made only with
prior approval of the authorized officer
under § 2803.6-1 of this title for the
purposes of this paragraph, substantial
deviation means:

(1) With respect to location, the holder
has constructed the authorized facility
outside the prescribed boundaries of the
right-of-way authorized by the instant
grant or permit.

[2) With respect to use, the holder has
changed or modified the authorized use
by adding equipment, overhead or
underground lines, pipelines, structures
or other facilities not aunthorized in the
instant grant or permit.

(c) The holder shall notify the
authorized officer of any change in
status subsequent to the application or
tesuance of the right-of-way grant or
temparary use permit. Such changes
include, but are not limited to, legal
mailing address, financial condition,
business or corporate status. When
requested by the authorized officer, the
holder shall update and/or attest to the
accuracy of any information previously
submitted.

{d) If required by the terms of the
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit, the holder shall, subsequent to
construction and prior to commencing
operations, submit to the authorized
officer a certification of construction,
verifying that the facility has been

constructed and tested in accordance
with terms of the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit, and in
compliance with any required plans and
specifications, and applicable Federal
and State laws and regulations.

§ 2803.3 Immediate temporary suspension
of activities.

(a) If the authorized officer determines
that an immediate temporary suspension
of activities within a right-of-way or
permit area for violation of the terms
and conditions of the right-of-way
authorization is necessary to protect
public health or safety or the
environment, he/she may promptly
abate such activities prior to an
administrative proceeding.

{(b) The authorized officer may give an
immediate temporary suspension order
orally or in writing at the site of the
activity to the holder or a contractor or
subcontractor of the holder, or to any
representative, agent, employee or
contractor of the holder, and the
suspended activity shall cease at that
time. As soon as practicable, the
authorized officer shall confirm an oral
order by a written notice to the holder
addressed to the holder or the holder's
designated agent,

(c) An order of immediate temporary
suspension of activities shall remain
effective until the authorized officer
issues an order permitting resumption of
activities.

(d) Any time after an order of
immediate temporary suspension has
been issued, the holder may file with the
authorized officer a request for
permission to resume. The request shall
be in writing and shall contain &
statement of the facts supporting the
request.

(e) The authorized officer may render
an order to either grant or deny the
request to resume within 5 working days
of the date the request is filed. If the
authorized officer does not render an
order on the request within 5 working
days, the request shall be considered
denied, and the holder shall have the
same right to appeal the denial asif a
final order denying the request had been
issued by the authorized officer.

§ 28034 Suspension and termination of
right-of-way authorizations.

{a) If the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit provides by its
terms that it shall terminate on the
occurrence of a fixed or agreed-upon
condition, event, or time, the right-of-
way authorization shall thereupon
automatically terminate by operation of
law, unless some other procedure is
specified in the right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit. The authorized

officer may terminate a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit when the
holder requests or consents to its
termination in writing.

(b) The authorized officer may
suspend or terminate a right-of-way
grant or temporary use permit if he
determines that the holder is unwilling,
unable or has failed to comply with
applicable laws or regulations, or any
terms, conditions or stipulations of the
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit or has abandoned the right-of-
way.

(c) Failure of the holder of a right-of-
way grant to use the right-of-way for the
purpose for which the authorization was
issued for any continuous five-year
period shall constitute a presumption of
abandonment. The holder may rebut the
presumption by proving that his failure
to use the right-of-way was due to
circumstances not within the holder's
control.

(d) Before suspending or terminating a
right-of-way grant pursuant to
paragraph (b) of this section, the
authorized officer shall give the holder
written notice that such action is
contemplated and the grounds therefor
and shall aliow the holder a reasonable
opportunity to cure such noncompliance.

{e) In the case of a right-of-way grant
that is under its terms an easement, the
authorized officer shall give written
notice to the holder of the suspension or
termination and shall refer the matter to
the Office of Hearings and Appeals for a
hearing before an Administrative Law
judge pursuant to 43 CFR Part 4. If the
Administrative Law Judge determines
that grounds for suspension or
termination exist and such action is
justified, the authorized officer shall
suspend or terminate the right-of-way
grant,

§ 2803.4-1 Disposition of improvements
upon terminations. .

Within a reasonable time after
termination, revocation or cancellation
of a right-of-way grant, the holder shall,
unless directed otherwise in writing by
the authorized officer, remove such
structures and Improvements and shall
restore the site to a condition
satisfactory to the authorized officer. If
the holder fails to remove all such
structures or improvements within a
reasonable period, as determined by the
authorized officer, they shall become the
property of the United States, but the
holder shall remain liable for the cost of
removal of the structures and
improvements and for restoration of the
site.
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§2803.5 Change in Federal jurisdiction or
disposai of lands.

{a) Where a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit administered
under these regulations traverses public
lands that are transferred to another
Federal agency, administration of the
right-of-way shall, at the discretion of
the authorized officer, be assigned to the
acquiring agency unless such
assignment would diminish the rights of
the holder.

(b) Where a right-of-way grant or
temporary use permit traverses public
lands that are fransferred out of Federal
ownership, the transfer of the land shall,
at the discretion of the authorized
officer, include an assignment of the
right-of-way, be made subject to the
right-of-way, or the United States may
reserve unto itself the land encumbered
by the right-of-way.

§ 28036 Amendments, assignments and
renewals.

§ 2803.6-1 Amendments.

(a) Any substantial deviation in
location or use as set forth in § 2803.2(b)
of this title shall require the holder of a
grant or permit to file an amended
application. The requirements for the
amended application and the filing are
the same and shall be accomplished in
the manner as set forth in subpart 2802
of this title.

(b) Holders of right-of-way grants
issued before October 21, 1976, who find
it necessary or are directed by the
authorized officer to amend their grants
shall comply with paragraph (a) of this
section in filing their applications, Upon
acceptance of the amended application
by the authorized officer an amended
right-cf-way grant shall be issued. To
the fullest extent possible, and when in
the public interest as determined from
current land use plans and other
management decisions, the amended
grant shall contain the same terms and
conditions set forth in the original grant
with respect to annual rent, duration
and nature of interest.

§2803.6-2 Amendments lo existing
rafiroad grants.

(a) An amended application required
under § 2803.6-1(a) or (b). as
appropriate, shall be filed with the
authorized officer for any réalignment of
a railroad and appurtenant
communication facilities which are
required to be relocated due to the
realignment. Upon acceptance of the
amended application by the authorized
officer, an amended right-of-way grant
shall be issued within 8 months of date
of acceptance of the application. The
date of acceptance of the application for
the purpose of this paragraph shall be

determined in accordance with
§2802.4(a) of this title.

(b) Notwithstanding the regulanona of
this part, the authorized officer may
include in the amended grant the same
terms and conditions of the original
grant with respect to the payment of
annual rental, duration, and nature of
interest if he/she finds them to be in the
public interest and the lands involved
are not within an incorporated
community and are of approximately
egual value.

§ 2803.6-3 Assignments.

Any proposed assignment in whole or
in part of any right or interest in a right-
of-way grant or temporary use permit
acquired pursuant to the regulations of
this part shall be filed in accordance
with §§ 2802.1-1 and 2802.3 of this title.
The application for assignment shall be
accompanied by the same showing of
qualifications of the assignee as if the
assignee were filing an application for a
right-of-way grant or temporary use
permit under the regulations of this part.
In addition, the assignment shall be
aupported by a stipulation that the
assignee agrees to comply with and to
be bound by the terms and conditions of
the grant to be assigned plus any
additional terms and conditions and any
special stipulations that the authorized
officer may impose. No assignment shall
be recognized unless and until itis
approved in writing by the authorized
officer.

§ 2803.6-4 Reimbursement of cost for
assignments.

All filings for assignments made
pursuant to this section shall be
accompanied by a nonrefundable
payment of $50.00 from the assignor.
Exceptions for a nonrefundable payment
for an assignment ere same &3 in
§ 2802.1 of this title.

§ 2803.6-5 Renewals of right-of-way
grants and temporary use permits.

{a) When a grant provides that it may
be renewed, the authorized officer shall
renew the grant so long as the project or
facility is still being used for purposes
authorized in the original grant and is
being operated and maintained in
accordance with all the provisions of the
grant and pursuant to the regulations of
this title. Prior to renewing the grant, the
authorized officer may modify the
grant's terms, conditions, and special
stipulations to reflect any new
requirements imposed by current
Federal and State land use plans, laws,

.regulations or other management

decisions.
{b) When a grant does not contgin a
provision for renewal, the authorized

officer, upon request from the holder
and prior to the expiration of the grant,
may renew the grant at his discretion. A
renewal pursuant to this section shall
comply with the same provisions
contained in paragraph (a) of this
section.

(c) Temporary use permits issued
pursuant to the regulations of this part
may be renewed at the discretion of the
authorized officer. The holder of a
permit desiring a renewal shall notify
the authorized officer in writing of the
need for renewal prior to its expiration
date. Upon receipt of the notice, the
authorized officer shall either renew the
permit or reject the request.

(d) Renewals of grants and permits
pursugnt to paragraphs (a), {b) and (c) of
this section are not subject to § 2803.1-1
of this title.

{e) Denial of any request for renewal
by the authorized officer under
paragraphs (b) and (c] of this section
shall be final with no right of review or
appeal.

Subpart 2804—Appeals.
§2804.1 Appeais procedure.

(a) All appeals under this part shall be
taken under 43 CFR Part 4 from any final
decision of the authorized officer to the
Office of the Secretary, Board of Land
Appeals,

{b) All decisiens of the authorized
officer under this part shall remain
effective pending appeal unless the
Secretary rules otherwise, and the
provisions of 43 CFR 4.21(a) shall not
apply to such decisions.

Subpart 2805—Applications for
Electric Power Transmission Lines of

66 KV or Above

§ 2805.1 Application regquirements.

(a) Each application for authority to
construct, work and maintain a facility
for the generation of electric power and
energy or for the transmission or
distribution of electric power and energy
of 66 kilovolts or higher under this
subpart shall be referred to the
Secretary of the Department of Energy
to determine the relationship of the
proposed facility to the power-marketing
program of the United States. Where the
proposed facility does not coaflict with
the program of the United States, the
authorized officer, upon nolification to
that effect, shall proceed to act upon the
application. In the case of necessary
changes respecting the proposed
location, construction or utilization of
the facility in order to eliminate conflicts
with the power-marketing program of
the United States, the authorized officer
shall obtain from the applicant written
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consent to or compliance with such
requirements before taking further
action on the application: Provided,
however, That if increased costs to the
applicant result from changes to
eliminate conflicts with the power-
marketing program of the United States,
and it is determined that a right-of-way
should be granted, such changes will be
required upon equitable contract
arrangements with the Secretary of the
Department of Energy covering costs
and other appropriate factors.

(b) The applicant shall make
provision, or bear the reasonable cost,
as may be determined by the Secretary
of the Department of Energy, of making
provision for avoiding inductive or
conductive interference between any
transmission facility or other works
constructed, operated or maintained by
it on the right-of-way authorized under
the grant and any radio installation,
telephone line or other communication
facilities existing when the right-of-way
is authorized or any such installation,
line or facility thereafter constructed or
operated by the United States or any
agency thereof. This provision shall not
relieve the applicant from any
responsibility or requirement which may
be imposed by other lawful authority for
avoiding or eliminating conductive
interference.

(c) An applicant for a right-of-way for
a transmission facility having a voltage
of 66 kilovolts or more shall execute and
file with its application a stipulation
agreeing to accept the right-of-way grant
subject to the following conditions:

{1) In the event the United States,
pursuant to law, acquires the applicant's
transmission or other facilities
constructed on or across such right-of-
way, the price to be paid by the United
States shall not include or be affected
by any value of the right-of-way granted
to the applicant under authority of the
regulations of this part.

(2) The Department of Energy shall be
allowed to utilize for the transmission of
electric power and energy any surplus
capacity of the transmission facility in
excess of the capacity needed by the
holder in connection with the holder's
operations, or to increase the capacity of
the transmission facility at the
Department's expense and utilize such
increased capacity for the transmission
of electric power and energy. The
utilization of surplus or increased
capacity shall be subject to the
following terms and conditions:

(i) When the Department of Energy
desires to utilize surplus capacity
thought to exist in the transmission
facility, notification shall be given to the
holder, and the holder shall furnish to
the Department of Energy within 30 days

a certificate stating whether the
transmission facility has any surplus
capacity not needed by the holder for
the transmission of electric power and
energy in connection with the holder's
operations and, if so, the amount of such
surplus capacity.

(if) Where the certificate indicates
that there is no surplus capacity or that
the surplus capacity is less than that
required by the Department of Energy,
the authorized officer may call upon the
holder to furnish additional information
upon which its certification is based.
Upon receipt of such additional
information, the authorized officer shall
determine whether surplus capacity is
available, and if so, the amount of such
surplus capacity.

(iii) In order to utilize any surplus
capacity determined to be available, or
any increased capacity provided by the
Department of Energy at its own
expense, the Department of Energy may
interconnect its transmission facilities
with the holder's transmission facility in
a manner conforming to approved
standards of practice for the :
interconnection of transmission circuits.

(iv) The expense of interconnection
will be borne by the Department of
Energy which shall at all times provide
and maintain adequate protective
equipment to insure the normal and
efficient operation of the holder's
transmission facilities.

(v) After any interconnection is
completed, the holder shall operate and
maintain its transmission facilities in
good condition, and except in
emergencies, shall maintain in a closed
position all connections under the
holder's control necessary for the
transmission of the Department of
Energy's power and energy over the
holder's transmission facilities. The
parties may, by mutual consent, open
any switch where necessary or
desirable for maintenance, repair or
construction.

(vi) The transmission of electric power
and energy by the Department of Energy
over the holder’s transmission facilities
shall be effected in such manner as shall
not interfere unreasonably with the
holder's use of the transmission
facilities in accordance with the holder's
normal operating standards, except that
the Department of Energy shall have the
exclusive right to utilize any increased
capacity of the transmission facility
which has has been provided at the
Department of Energy's expense,

(vii) The holder shall not be obligated
to allow the transmission of electric
power and energy by the Department of
Energy to any person receiving service
from the holder on the date of the filing
of the application for grant, other than

statutory preference customers including
agencies of the Federal Government.

(viii) The Department of Energy shall
pay to the holder an equitable share of
the total monthly cost of that part of the
holder's transmission facilities utilized
by the Department for the transmission
of electric power and energy. The
payment shall be based on an amount in
dollars representing the same proportion
of the total monthly cost of such part of
the transmission facilities as the
maximum amount in kilowatts of the
power transmitted on a scheduled basis
by the Department over the holder's
transmission facilities bears to the total
capacity in kilowatts of that portion of
the transmission facilities. The total
monthly cost shall be determined in
accordance with the system of accounts
prescribed by the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, exclusive of
any investment by the Department of
Energy in the part of the transmission
facilities utilized by the Department.

(ix) If, at any time subsequent to a
certification by the holder or
determination by the authorized officer
that surplus capacity is available for
utilization by the Department of Energy,
the holder needs the whole or any part .
of this capacity theretofore certified or
determined as being surplus to the
needs of the holder, the holder may
request the authorized officer to modify
or revoke the previous certification or
determination by making application to
the authorized officer not later than 36
months in advance of the holder's needs.
Any modification or revocation of the
certification of determination shall not
affect the right of the Department of
Energy to utilize facilities provided at its
expense or available under a contract
entered into by reason of the equitable
contract arrangements proyided for in
this paragraph. -

(x) If the Department of Energy and
the holder disagree as to the existence
or amount of surplus capacity in
carrying out the terms and conditions of
this paragraph, the disagreement shall
be decided by a board of three persons
composed as follows: The holder and
the Department of Energy shall each
appoint a member of the board and the
two members shall appoint a third
member. If the members appointed by
the holder and the Department of Energy
are unable to agree on the designation of
the third member, he shall be designated
by the Chief Judge of the United States
Court of Appeals of the circuit in which
the major share of the facilities involved

. i8 located. The board shall determine

the issue and its determination, by
majority vote, shall be binding on the
Department of Energy and the holder.
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(xi) As used in this section, the term
“transmission facility” includes (a) all
types of facilities for the transmission of
electric power and energy and facilities
for the interconnection of such facilities,
and (b) the entire transmission line and
associated facilities from substation or
interconnection point to substation or
interconnection point, of which the
segment crossing the lands of the United
States forms a part.

(xii) The ferms and conditions
prescribed in this paragraph may be
modified at any time by means of a
supplemental agreement negotiated
between the holder and the Department
of Energy which agreement shall be
concurred in by the Secretary of the
Interior.

Subpart 2806—Designation of Right-
of-Way Corridors

§2806.1 Corridor designation,

(a) The authorized officer may, based
upon his/her motion of receipt of an
application, designate right-of-way
corridors across any public lands in
order to minimize adverse
environmental impacts and the
proliferation of separate rights-of-way.
The designation of corridors shall not
preclude the granting of separate rights-
of-way over, upon, under or through the
public lands where the authorized
officer determines that confinement to a
corridor is not appropriate.

(b) Any existing transportation or
utility right-of-way that is capable of
accommodating an additional
compatible right-of-way may be
designated as a right-of-way corridor by
the authorized officer without further
review, Subsequent right-of-way grants
shall, to the extent practical and as
determined by the authorized officer, be
confined to designated corridors,
however, the designation of a right-of-
way corridor is not a commitment by the
authorized officer to issue right-of-way
grants within the corridor. All
applications for right-of-way grants,
including those within designated
corridors, are subject to the procedure
fml' approval set forth in § 2802 of this
title.

(c) Upon a determination by the
authorized officer and based upon the
criteria of § 2806.2 of this title, a right-of-
way corridor shall be designated by
publication of a notice in the Federal
Register.

§2806.2 Designation criteria.

The locations and boundary
designations of right-of-way corridors
shall be determined by the authorized
officer after a thorough review of:

(a) Federal, State and local land-use
plans and applicable Federal and State
laws.

(b) Environmental impacts on natural
resources including soil, air, water, fish,
wildlife, vegetation and on cultural
resources.

(c) Physical effects and constraints on
corridor placement or rights-of-way
placed therein due to geology,
hydrology, meteorology, soil or land
forms.

(d) Economic efficiency of placing a
right-of-way within a corridor, taking
into consideration costs of construction,
operation and maintenance, and costs of
modifying or relocating existing
facilities in a proposed corridor.

(e) National security risks.

{f) Potential health and safety hazards
to the public lands users and the general
public due to materials or activities
within the right-of-way corridor.

(g) Engineering and technological
compatibility of proposed and existing
facilities.

(h) Social and economic impacts of
the facilities on public lands users,
adjacent landowners and other groups
or individuals.

§ 2806.2-1 Procedures for designation.

(a) The authorized officer shall, to the
extent practical, designate right-of-way
corridors that are consistent with the
Bureau of Land Management's land use
plans. In making designations, the
authorized officer shall consult with
Federal, State, and local agencies, local
landowners, and other interested user
groups in a manner that provides an
opportunity for interested parties to
express their views and have those
views considered prior to corridor
designation.

(b) The authorized officer shall take
appropriate measures to inform the
public of designated utility
transportation corridors, so that existing
and potential right-of-way applicants,
governmental agencies and the general
public will be aware of such corridor
locations and any restrictions applicable
thereto. Public notice of such
designations may be given through
publication in local newspapers or

through distribution of planning

documents, environmental impact
statements or other appropriate
documents.

Subpart 2807—Reservation to Federal
Agencies

§2807.1 Application filing.

A Federal agency desiring a right-of-
way or temporary use permit over, upon,
under or through the public lands
pursuant to this part, shall apply to the

authorized officer and comply with the
provisions of subpart 2802 of this title to
the extent that the requirements of
subpart 2802 of this title are appropriate
for Federal agencies.

§ 2807.1-1 Document preparation.

(a) The right-of-way reservation need
not conform to the agency's proposal,
but may contain such modifications,
terms, conditions or stipulations,
including changes in route or site
location, as the authorized officer
determines appropriate.

(b) All provisions of the regulations
contained in this part shall, to the extent
possible, apply and be incorporated into
the reservation to the Federal agency.

§2807.1-2 Reservation termination and
suspension. .

The authorized officer may suspend or
terminate the reservation only in
accordance with the terms and
conditions of the reservation, or with the
consent of the head of the department or
agency holding the reservation.

2. The following are deleted: (a)
Subpart 2811 of part 2810; (b) Subpart
2822 or part 2820; (c) Part 2840; (d) Part
2850; (e) Part 2860; (f) Part 2870; (g) Part
2890; (h) All appendices to group 2800.
{FR Doc. 80-10682 Filed 6-00-80: 8:45 am)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 20

Proposed Frameworks for Early
Season Migratory Bird Hunting
Regulations and Suppiemental
Proposals for Late Season
Frameworks.

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Supplemental proposed rule,

SUMMARY: This document supplements
Federal Register Document 80-6307,
published on February 29, 1980, which
notified the public that the U.S. Fish'and
Wildlife Service proposes to establish
hunting season regulations for certain
migratory game birds during 1980-81,
and provided information on certain
proposed regulations.

This proposed rulemaking provides
outer limits for dates and times when
shooting may begin and end, and the
number of birds that may be taken and
possessed in so-called early seasons for
migratory bird hunting. These are
hunting seasons that open prior to
October 1 and include mourning doves,
white-winged doves, band-tailed
pigeons, woodcock, common snipe, rails,
gallinules, September teal, sea ducks,
and early duck season in Iowa, sandhill
crane seasons and extended faconry
seasons, The Service annually
prescribes hunting regulations
frameworks to the States for season
selection purposes. The effect of this
proposed rule is to facilitate
establishment of early migratory bird
hunting regulations for the 1980-81
season.

The Service also proposes
supplemental rulemakings for some late
hunting seasons, defined as those
seasons epening on or after October 1.
These generally relate to the times and
places where certain waterfowl may be
hunted.

DATES: The comment period for
proposed early season regulations will
end on July 12, 1980, and that for late
season proposals on August 23, 1980. A
Public Hearing on Late Season
Regulations will be held August 5, 1980,
starting at 9 a.m.

ADDRESS: Comments to: Director (FWS/
MBMO), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, Washington,
D.C. 20240. The Public Hearing will be
held in the Auditorium of the
Department of the Interior Building on C
Street, between 18th and 19th Streets,
NW., Washington, D.C. Notice of
intention to participate in this hearing

should be sent in writing to the'Director
(FWS/MBMQ]J, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Department of the Interior,
Washington, D.C. 20240.

Comments received on the
supplemental proposed rulemaking will
be available for public inspection during
normal business hours in Room 525-B,
Matomic Building, 1717 H Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John P. Rogers, Chief, Office of
Migratory Bird Management, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240 (202-
254-3207).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
annual process for developing migratory
game bird hunting regulations is divided
into those for “early” seasons and those
for "late" seasons. Early seasons include
those which may open before October 1,
while late seasons may open no earlier
than October 1. Regulations are
developed independently for early and
late seasons. The early season
regulations cover mourning doves;
white-winged doves; band-tailed
pigeons; rails; gallinules; woodcock:
common snipe; sea ducks in the Atlantic
Flyway; teal in September in the Central
and Mississippi Flyways; an early duck
season in lowa; sandhill cranes in North
Dakota and South Dakota; doves in
Hawaii; migratory game birds in Alaska,
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands; and
some special faconry seasons. Late
seasons include the general waterfowl
seasons; special seasons for scaup and
goldeneyes; extra scaup and blue-
winged teal in regular seasons; most
sandhill crane seasons in the Central
Flyway; coots, gallinules, and snipe in
the Pacific Flyway; and other special
falconry seasaons.

Certain general procedures are
followed in developing regulations for
both the early and the late seasons,
Initial regulatory proposals are
announced in a Federal Register
document published in late February
and opened to public comment.
Following termination of the comment
period and a public hearing, the Service
develops and publishes the propesed
frameworks for times of seasons, season
lengths, shooting hours, daily bag and
possession limits, and other regulatory
restraints or options. Following another
public comment period, and after
consideration of additional comments,
the Service publishes the final
frameworks in the Federal Register,
Using these frameworks, State
conservation agencies then select
hunting season dates and options, States
may select more restrictive seasons and
options than those offered in the

Service's frameworks. The final
regulations, reflected in amendments to
Subpart K of 50 CFR Part 20, then
appear in the Federal Register, becoming
effective upon publication.

The regulations schedule for this year
is ag follows. On February 29, 1980, the
Service published for public comment in
the Federal Register (45 FR 13630)
proposals to amend 50 CFR Part 20, with
a comment period ending May 16, 1980.
All comments received to date were
considered. The proposal dealt with
establishment of seasons, limits and
shooting hours for migratory birds under
§§ 20.101 through 20.107 of Subpart K.
This document is the second in a series
of proposed, supplemental, and final
rulemaking documents for migratory
game bird hunting regulations and deals
specifically with proposed frameworks
for early season migratory bird hunting
regulations from which, when finalized,
States may select season dates, shooting
hours, and daily bag and possession
limits for the 1980-81 season. In
addition, new proposals for certain late
season regulations are provided for
public comment. Comment periods on
this second document end July 12, 1980,
for proposed early season regulations
and August 23, 1980, for late season
proposals. With regard to early seasons,
final regulatory frameworks for
migratory game bird hunting seasons for
Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands are scheduled for Federal
Register publication on or about June 27,
1980, and for other areas of the United
States on July 22, 1980.

On June 20, 1980, a public hearing was
held in Washington, D.C., as announced
in the Federal Register of February 29,
1980 (45 FR 13630) to review the status
of mourning doves, woodcock, band-
tailed pigeons, white-winged doves, and
sandhill cranes. Proposed hunting
regulations for these species were
discussed plus those for common snipe;
rails; gallinules; migratory game birds in
Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin
Islands; mourning doves in Hawaii;
September teal seasons in the
Mississippi and Central Flyways: a
September duck season in lowa; special
sea duck seasons in the Atlantic
Flyway; and falconry seasons.
Statements or comments were invited.

This supplemental proposed
rulemaking document consolidates a
number of changes to the original
framework proposals published on
February 29, 1980, in the Federal
Register.
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Review of Public Comments and the
Service's Response

Comments Received at Public Hearing

Nine individuals presented statements
at the Public Hearing on the proposed
early season regulations. These
comments are summarized below, and
where appropriate, responded to by the
Service.

Mr. L. B, Sinclair spoke on behalf of
the Committee for Dove Protection
(Committee), and conveyed information
provided by Dr. H. Elliott McClure of the
same organization. The general thrust of
the statement was that hunting doves
while the species is still nesting is
unethical and amoral; that there are
certain deficiencies in design and
procedures in the current September
dove nesting study, particularly in that
they do not measure the effects of
hunting on certain segments of the
population nesting after September 1,
and because levels of hunting on certain
of the study areas are not determined;
and that there is no detailed evidence to
show that dove management would be
adversely affected by delaying hunting
to October 1. Mr. Sinclair expressed
belief that the cooperative nesting study
was ending prematurely, that it should
be continued, and that consideration
should be given to establishing hunting
seasons by north and south zones rather
than east to west zones.

Response. The Service believes that
the design and statistical procedures
followed in the nesting study are
adequate and appropriate to the
objectives of the study and objectively
deal with the matter of hunting pressure
on the study areas. Preliminary results
of the year-round nesting study indicate
that 4.1 perceat of the 1979 nesting effort
occurred in September and October.
Migration studies of mourning doves
indicate that early-produced immatures
depart from northern areas early and
that this important population segment
would be unavailable for harvest there
if hunting seasons were delayed until
October 1. The present mourning dove
management units were established in
1960 after exhaustive studies of banding,
migration, and other data relating to
mourning dove population
characteristics. Finally, the Service
notes that it issued an environmental
assessment on September dove hunting
in 1977,

Ms. Sandy Rowland, representing the
Humane Society of the United States,
expressed opposition to the shooting of
mourning doves as a matter of principle,
and reported that hunting solely for
sport or recreation is opposed by 60
percent of Americans according to a
recent survey.

Response. The Service respects the
viewpoint expressed by Ms. Rowland
but notes that the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act clearly recognizes hunting as a
legitimate use of the migratory bird
resource. The views expressed are not
germane to the purpose of the public
hearing.

Mr. James H. Dunks, Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department, provided
information on the status of white-
winged doves in Texas and northeastern
Mexico. He reported that the 1980 spring
breeding survey indicated that 508,000
white-winged doves were present in 4
south Texas counties and that although
this represents a 13 percent decrease
from 1979, the number is within 4
percent of the 10-year mean of 528,000
birds. Mr. Dunks reported that
whitewings are continuing to increase in
south Texas. Preliminary information
suggests that more whitewings are
present in northeastern'Mexico than a
year ago. Mr, Dunks commented on
regulatory changes his Department had
submitted to the Service earlier. Later,
on behalf of the Central Migratory Shore
and Upland Game Bird Technical
Committee, he stated that the committee
supported the frameworks being
proposed by the Service for mourning
doves.

Col. Robert M. Brantley, representing
the Southeastern Association of Fish
and Wildlife Agencies, expressed
agreement with the Service's proposal to
establish a full day option for mourning
dove hunting in southeaster States.

Mr. Ron Fox, Tennessee Wildlife
Resources Agency, urged consideration
of a proposal by his agency, supported
by the Lower Region, Mississippi
Flyway Council, which would allow the
harvesting of two wood ducks in
addition to 4 teal during the 9 day
special September teal season, The
intent is to provide additional
opportunity to harvest southern
produced wood ducks, which appear to
be more lightly harvested than northern
wood ducks. Hunting in September
would allow the harvest to occur before
the arrival of significant numbers of
northern wood ducks.

Response. The Service does not favor
expanding the teal season by adding
other species, such as'the wood duck, as
legal game, The sole purpose of the
September teal season is to provide an
opportunity to harvest blue-winged teal,
many of which migrate out of the United
States before regular duck seasons open.
A provision for additional opportunity to
harvest southern-bred wood ducks
during a portion of the regular duck
season taken between October 1 and 15
is already available but appears to be
unsatisfactory to Tennessee. The

Service is willing to consider other
approaches on an experimental basis
with appropriate evaluation procedures,
and proposes to consult further with
Tennessee and other interested States in
an effort to better define possibilities
and limitations of various alternatives.

Mr. David Brown, Arizona Game and
Fish Department, described a regulatory
proposal which would shift hunting
pressure from white-winged doves
nesting in colonies to whitewings
occupying desert habitats, and to
mourning doves. The changes would be
experimental for a three-year period.

Response. The Service concurs with
this proposal. Details are set forth in the
proposed frameworks for mourning and
white-winged doves in Arizona. ’

Dr. Don Hayne, statistician at North
Carolina State University and Technical
Director of the Southeastern
Cooperative Fish and Game statistics
project, which advises the southeastern
States on questions of statistical
practice, uses and studies, discussed
statistical principles involved in various
wildlife surveys, particularly the
nationwide cooperative study of
mourning dove nesting. He noted that
the non-random selection of study areas,
as suggested by a previous speaker,
would bias the results of the study. Dr.
Hayne also noted that shooting
mortality is a form of predation and that
individual animals are randomly
exposed to that form of mortality. In
other words, there is a chance
relationship between the predator and
its prey, or in this case, between the
hunter and the dove. For these reasons,
certain objections raised about the
statistical design of the September -
nesting study are unfounded.

Response. The Service agrees with Dr.
Hayne's points regarding the statistical
design of the September dove study and
the need for random sampling.

Mr. Toby Cooper, representing
Defenders of Wildlife (Defenders),
discussed what he believed were
statistical design problems in the
September dove nesting study,
expressed concern that the nationwide
call-count survey provides the only data
on the status of the mourning dove and
that the results of this survey may be
strongly influenced by the number of
unmated calling male mourning doves,
and expressed concern about the
possible effects of shooting one-half
hour before sunrise, as is being
proposed in the Eastern Management
Unit, upon endangered and protected
species.

Response. The statistical design of the
September dove nesting study was
carefully developed and the Service
believes it is appropriate for the study.
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The Service is aware that unmated male
mourning doves call at a different rate -
than mated males, and that this could
affect results of the nationwide call-
count survey. However, several studies
have indicated that there is no .
important effect. The proportion of
unmated doves does not appear to vary
markedly from year to year. Regarding
the proposed all-day shooting of
mourning doves in the Eastern
Management Unit, the Service advises
that this proposed regulatory change is
undergoing Section 7 consultation under
the Endangered Species Act.

Ms. Frances Lipscomb, Society for
Animal Protective Legislation, stated
that her organization was not opposed
to killing if death were instantaneous
and did not affect the overall status of
the population. However, she expressed
opposition to shooting before sunrise
and asked that it be rescinded.

Response. Various aspects of this
matter are discussed in an
environmental assessment of shooting
hours prepared in 1977. No significant
adverse impact on migratory bird
populations due to shooting one-half
hour before sunrise is evident. Written
Comments Received.

Two hundred and twenty-three
written communications were received
by June 20, 1980, the date of the
Service's Public Hearing on Early
Season reglations, in response to the
Service's initial proposals in the Federal
Register dated February 29, 1980 (45 FR
13630). These include letters or cards
from 144 individuals; 35 national,
regional, state, or local organizations; 33
State agencies; and 11 communications
from waterfowl flyway councils. These
responses represent a broad spectrum of
public interest. In some instances, the
communications do not specifically
mention to open comment period or
regulatory proposals. However, because
they were received or sent during the
comment period and generally relate to
migratory bird hunting regulations, they
are treated as comments. Where the
Service accepts a new recommendation,
it becomes supplemental proposal
subject to public comment.

Normally these supplement proposals
would appear in a separate
supplemental rulemaking but for
efficiency and economy are
incorporated here. The comment period
for the supplement early season
proposals erids on July 12, 1980, and that
for late seasons, on August 23, 1980.

Supplemental Proposals

The following comments, proposals,
modifications, and minor clarifications
or corrections are numbered to
correspond with the numbered items

published in the Federal Register dated
February 29, 1980. To facilitate review,
early season regulations include items 1,
2, 15, 20, and 23, while late season
regulations include items 1-4, 7-9, 11-15,
and 28. In a number of cases, the Service
responds to the public comments but
proposes no changes.

1. Shooting hours. Defenders of
Wildlife (Defenders) opposed shooting
hours of one-half hour before sunrise to
sunset and suggested that the hours be
changed to one-half hour after sunrise to
one-half hour before sunset. Reasons
offered for opposing the traditional
hours include hunter inability to identify
waterfowl during twilight hours under
various conditions, and lack of
investigations on hunter ability to
identify protected species.

Response. The Service has responded
to these concerns in past Federal
Registers (see 44 FR 9928, February 15,
1979), and extensively reviewed and
discussed the subject during the
regulatory process for the 1977-78
hunting season (at 42 FR 13313). The
Service also prepared and issued an
environmental assessment on shooting
hours and made it available to the
public in August 1977, After studying
this assessment, the Director concluded
that the proposed shooting hours did not
constitute a major impact upon the
environment, Copies of the assessment
are available as noted in Federal
Register dated February 29, 1980 (at 45
FR 13635). The Service incorporated by
reference for the purpose of this year's
rulemaking the rationale for the
proposed shooting hours set forth in the
past three year’ proposed and final
regulations for migratory bird hunting.
The Service also reported that it has
continued to gather and analyze
additional data on shooting hours and
that reports will be made available after
analyses are complefed. No changes in
shooting hours are presently
contemplated for the 1980-81 hunting
seasons except as noted under item 22.

2. Framework dates for ducks and
geese in the continental United States.
Correction: The proposed framework
dates for the Mississippi Flyway were
incorrectly stated in the Federal Register
dated February 29, 1980 (at 45 FR 13635)
as October 4, 1980, to January 18, 1981,
The correct dates for the Mississippi
Flyway are October 4, 1980, to January
20, 1981,

Delaware requested that the regular
duck season framework be advanced by
5 days into late September to permit
some harvest of early migrating teal.
Michigan requested that a waterfowl
season opening as early as September
15 be permitted in its North Zone as a

means of harvesting early migrating
waterfowl.

Response. The Service is of the view
that additional proposals for changes in
duck season framework should be
deferred pending evaluation of results of
studies initiated last year.

Delaware also requested that the
goose season framework be extended to
permit better utilization of the 90-day
season by delaying the opening until
after passage of geese deslined for
southern wintering areas.

Response. The Service believes that
the present framework closing dates are
satisfactory for achieving management
objectives for Canada and greater snow
geese.

The Lower Region, Mississippi Flyway
Council, asked that the season
framework for waterfowl be extended
from January 20 to January 31, and that
the hunting season framework for snow
geese in Arkansas be extended to
February 14 to alleviate depredations.

Response, The Service wishes to
evaluate results of an experimental
extension of the framework to January
31 in Mississippi before considering
similar extensions elsewhere. No
documentation of crop depredations in
Arkansas was provided to support the
request for a later snow goose season
framework.

Tennessee, a number of other
southeastern States, and the Lower
Region of the Mississippi Flyway
Council recommended the taking of 2
wood ducks daily, in addition to 4 teal,
during the special September teal
season. The objective is to harvest
lightly hunted southern wood ducks
prior to the arrival of northern wood
ducks. Sixty-five comments were
received supporting request for an early
wood duck season, including 46 from
individuals, 3 from organizations, 2 from
States, and 1 from the Lower Region,
Mississippi Flyway Council. Three
organizations opposed the
recommendation made to the Service.
Defenders expressed opposition to
framework changes which would allow
duck hunting in States which do not
qualify for special teal seasons.

Response. The Service does not favor
expanding the teal season by adding
other species, such as the wood duck, as
legal game. The sole purpose of the
September teal season is to provide an
opportunity to harvest blue-winged teal,
many of which migrate out of the United
States before regular duck seasons open.
A provision for additional opportunity to
harvest southern-bred woods ducks
during a portion of the regular duck
season taken between October 1 and 15
is already available but appears to be
unsatisfactory to Tennessee. The
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Service is willing to consider other
approaches on an experimental basis
with appropriate evalution procedures,
and proposes to consult further with
Tennessee and other interested States in
an effort to better define possibilities
and limitations of various alternatives.

3. Black ducks. Defenders again
expressed concern about the status of
the black duck.

Response. The Service, the Atlantic
Flyway Council, Mississippi Flyway
Council, and Canadian Wildlife Service
are engaged in a cooperative study of
the black duck which began in 1976, as
was described in the Federal Register
(42 FR 13315) and repeated earlier this
year at 45 FR 13835. The status of the
black duck is a matter of major interest
and concern to the participating
agencies which represent Federal, State,
and Provincial management authorities
in two countries. Earlier (at 45 FR 13635)
the Service noted that the cooperative
black duck banding program involving
these agencies had been extended into
1980 in order to establish an improved
data base for evaluating various
population factors. The Service issued
an environmental assessment on black
ducks in August 1976, and a black duck
management plan is being developed by’
the agencies mentioned above.
Generally, hunting regulations for black
ducks in the Atlantic and Mississippi
Flyways are as restrictive as is practical
now, barring a complete closure to -
hunting. The Service is of the view that
the latter is unnecessary at this time. For
these reasons, the Service does not
propose any regulatory changes for the
black duck at this time.

4. Wood ducks. Requests to allow the
taking of wood ducks in September
when teal or other species of ducks
would also be allowed, were addressed
under item 2.

7. Exira blue-winged teal option.
Correction: This option as it relates to
Atlantic Flyway bag and possession
limits was incorrectly described in the
Federal dated February 29, 1860
(at 45 FR 13636). It is intended that the
same provisions apply in 1980 as in 1979.
Thus, in States of the Atlantic Flyway
not selecting the point system,
additional teal limits of no more than 2
blue-winged or 2 green-winged teal or 1
or each daily, and no more than 4 of
these teal singly or in the aggregate in
possession would apply.

8. Special scaup season, and 9. Extra
scaup option. Michigan reiterated its
concern about the status of scaup
previcusly noted in the Federal Register
dated February 29, 1960 (at 45 FR 13636),
citing data indicating a decline, and
recommending elimination of special
scaup seasons, and increasing the point

allocation for scaup from 10 to 35 as
means of reducing harvests.

Response. In reviewing this matter the
Service finds that scaup concentrations
and movements in fall and winter are
known to change in response to various
environmental factors. The Service
believes that surveys conducted in
major production areas during the spring
and summer provide more reliable
information on the number of scaup than
do fall and winter surveys, which do not
cover all areas where scaup may be
present. The spring and summer surveys
do not suggest that scaup are declining.
Also, the nationwide harvest survey
indicates that annual harvests are
relatively stable, and age ratio
information suggests that the species are
reproducing satisfactorily. The Service
sees no need at this time to restrict
harvest opportunity on scaup but will
continue to monitor their status.

Canvasbacks and redheads. Notice
was given in 1979 and again this year
{44 FR 9934, February 15, 1979, and 46
FR 13836, February 29, 1960) of a request
from the Atlantic Flyway Council for
consideration of an 8-15 day drake
canvasback season to occur late in the
regular waterfowl hunting season in
designated portions of Maryland, New
York, North Carolina, and Virginia that
have been closed to the taking of
canvasbacks in recent years. Four male
canvasbacks were proposed as the daily
bag limit.

The rationale for the experimental
canvasback season as presented to the
Service in August of 1979 by the Council
was as follows:

“1. The goals set by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service for canvasback breeding
populations provide for & harvestable surplus
in most years, if carefully designed
regulations are adopted and enforced.

2. The promise for & second consecutive,
above-average breeding season (in 1679)
leads to expectation of a good fall flight that
will approximate or exceed population goals
for this species.

3. 'Area Closure’ regulations radically
reverse and alter the historical harvest
distribution patterns of canvasbacks and
redheads, thus excluding huaters from
pursuing these birds in areas where a rich
tradition of hunting canvasbacks and
redheads exists.

“4. The preservation of sporting traditions
consistent with good management and a
quality hunting experience should be strongly
encouraged. -

“5. The concept of a ‘mistake bird' which
rewards those hunters that do not attempt to
identify their targets, while penalizing those
that do, is inconsistent with the goals of the
Atlantic Flyway Council. ~

8. Involved states are willing to undertake
the necessary evaluation required to properly
assess the success and impact of the Z
‘traditlonal’ season concept.”

No action was taken in 1979 pending
further consideration of management
strategies, and a more thorough
evaluation of the details of the proposal.

The Service has subsequently met
with Council technical consultants to
review the information on factors
relating to the proposed canvasback
season, and to exchange views on
guidelines and evaluation procedures
necessary for the conduct of the
proposed season. The result of these
meetings was the development of a
modified late experimental canvasback
season proposal as described below:

1. Duration of the experimental
season: 3 years.

2. Season length: 11 days, to be taken
during the last 11 days of each
participating State's regular waterfowl
season, and limited to the areas
described below.

3. Bag limit: conventional—4
canvasbacks, only 1 of which may be a
female; point system—male, 25 points;
female, 100 points. The possession limits
would be twice the daily bag limits.

4. Harvest guidelines: not to exceed 10
percent of the wintering population (3-
year average) in each harvest area, and
the 3-year average harvest shall not

_exceed 10 percent of the combined

wintering population (3-year average) in
the 5-State area. The latter condition
makes allowance for annual deviations
in excess of the guideline over the study
period. Emphasis will be placed on the
harvest of male canvasbacks.

5. Harvest areas:

a. New York—Lake Cayuga and the
Upper Niagara River between the Peace
Bridge at Buffalo, New York, and the
Niagara Falls.

b. New Jersey—{1) east of the Garden
State Parkway from Route 440, south to
Route 36 {Raritan and Sandy Hook Bays,
Navesink and Shrewsbury Rivers); (2)
east of the Carden State Parkway from
Route 88 south to Route 72 (Barnegat.
Silver and Manahawkin Bays,
Metedeconk and Toms Rivers).

c. Maryland—Anne Arundel, Calvert,
St. Marys, Charles and Prince Georges
Counties; the Chesapeake Bay western
shore and its tributaries to the first
upstream bridge; and the Potomac River
downstream from the Possum Point
Power Plant (on Virginia side).

d. Virginia—The Special Scaup
Season zone from the main channel,
westward. Waters upstream from this
area will be included in the area open'
for canvasbacks and redheads
(Potomac, Rappahannock, York and
James Rivers and Hampton Roads).

e. North Carolina—that portion of
Pamtico Sound In Hyde County from
Long Shoal River, west; Beaufort
County, and Pamlico County from the
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Beaufort County line east to and
including Jones Bay.

In the above proposal the remaining
portions of areas in each of the five
participating States presently closed to
the taking of canvasbacks shall remain
closed.

As an option, Maryland and Virginia
may select a 8 (rather than 11) day
season, with all (rather than designated
portions) of previously closed areas
open to the taking of canvasbacks under
the described conditions.

Evaluation of the experimental season
would be a cooperative State-Federal
effort. The Service would require, as one
condition of the proposed experimental
season, that an adequate sampling
frame of participants be developed by
each State to permit the conduct of
harvest surveys (questionnaires and
* waterfowl parts collections). Maryland,
New Jersey, New York, and North
Carolina would use a mandatory permit
system; Virginia would use its blind
registration system, plus a follow-up
mailing to blind registrants to identify
all participants in the experimental
season. Each State would draw a
random sample of hunters who would
be provided harvest questionnaires and
waterfowl parts collection envelopes by
the State. The sample procedure for
each Stale would be determined later.

State and Federal officials would
conduct hunter observations, hunter bag
checks and ground observations of
waterfowl numbers, distribution, and
behavior during the experimental
canvasback season. In addition, aerial
surveys would be made before, during,
and following the experimental
canvasback season to determine
waterfowl species composition,
numbers, and distribution; and to
measure hunting pressure in the
experimental season zones before,
during and following the experimental
canvasback season, Aerial photographic
surveys would be made on the
Chesapeake Bay before and following
the experimental canvasback season to
measure, if possible, the effect of the
harvest on the sex composition of the
wintering canvasback population, and to
assess changes in canvasback numbers
and distribution more accurately than
by visual estimates alone.

The analysis of hunter questionnaire,
wing survey, and hunter observation
data would be undertaken jointly by
State and Federal biologists. The results
of each experimental canvasback
season would be provided in an annual
report developed jointly by State and
Federal personnel.

Defenders indicated opposition to the
Atlantic Flyway proposal and to
requests by various States to abolish

areas previously closed to canvasback
and redhead hunting. Defenders
emphasized what they believe to be a
decline in canvasback numbers, and the
need to assess productivity before
regulatory changes are made.

Response. The Service proposes to
implement the experimental Atlantic
Flyway canvasback season as described
above, subject to the following
considerations. The Service emphasizes
that any regulatory changes, either more
restrictive or liberal, will depend upon
results of this year's population and
habitat surveys, population trend
information, modifications which may
be made in the canvasback-redhead
assessment issued in 1976 and presently
being revised, and further information
and comment prior to the time that the
final waterfowl frameworks must be
finalized.

North Carolina proposed that area
closures for redhead ducks in the
Atlantic Flyway be eliminated and a bag
limit of 2 redheads daily be permitted.
The Upper Region, Mississippi Flyway
Council; expressed a desire that some
canvasback/redhead area closures be
eliminated but made no specific
recommendations. The Lower Region,
Mississippi Flyway Council,
recommended that closed areas in
Alabama, Louisiana, and Tennessee be
abolished, as canvasbacks and
redheads would be adequately
protected under point system values.
The Central Flyway Council
recommended that closed areas for
canvasbacks be abolished this year
because of the improved status of the
population and the protection afforded
the species under the point system.

Response. The Service favors
separating canvasback and redhead
regulations where feasible, and ,
therefore, proposes to eliminate closed
areas for redheads in the Atlantic,
Mississippi, and Central Flyways. Under
conventional limits, 1 redhead per day
and 2 in possession would be allowed;
under point gystem regulations, the point
value would remain at 70. A final
decision on this action is deferred
pending receipt of the latest information
on current populations, production,
habitat conditions, and other factors
noted earlier in this section which
should be available in late July.

The Service does not favor changes in
canvasback closed areas except that
special canvasback harvest proposal for
the Atlantic Flyway pending further
information and evaluation of the status
of canvasbacks and the effect of special
hunting programs. Therefore, no changes
are proposed at this time.

12. Zoning. New Jersey requested
approval to commence a three-year

zoning experiment with the 1980-81
season. The proposed New Jersey zones
were described at 45 FR 13637. West
Virginia also indicated that it wishes to
initiate a 3-year zoning study this year,
The State would be divided into two
zones: (1) Allegheny Mountain Upland
Zone and (2) the remainder of the State,
with split seasons in both zones.
Response. The Service concurs with
these requests and proposes to allow
zoning providing the zoning criteria are
mel. Criteria for zoning experiments in
the Mississippi and Atlantic Flyways
were published in the Federal Register
dated February 29, 1980 at 45 FR 13637.
Pennsylvania initiated a zoning study
in 1979 by establishing a small zone
adjoining Lake Erie, with the remainder
of the State comprising the second zone.
Pennsylvania now requests that the area
outside the Lake Erie Zone be divided
into North and South Zones with the
separating boundary being I-80 from the
New Jersey State line west to the
junction of State Route 147, then north

" on State Route 147 to the }unction of

Route 220, then west and/or south on
Route 220 to the junction of I-80, then
west on 1-80 to its junction with the
Allegheny River, and then north along
the Allegheny River to the New York
border. The Allegheny River is included
in the North Zone.

Response. The Service proposes
implementing the modification
according to the zoning criteria, and
contingent upon a new three-year
experimental period commencing with
the 1980-81 season.

Several States (Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Missouri, Ohio) in the
Mississippi Flyway and two
(Connecticut and Maine) in the Atlantic
Flyway completed three years of zoned
hunting with the 1979-80 season but
data for the last hunting season are not
yet available for evaluation purposes.
Also, New York has completed four
years of experimental zoning. These
States want lo continue zoning, either
by old or new zones, Illinois wishes to
establish three hunting zones and split
waterfowl seasons in the two northern
zones. Michigan wants to split the
waterfowl season in its new South Zone.

Response. The Service believes that
the necessary information will be
available for analysis and reporting
prior to the time when final decisions
must be made on the 1980-81 regulations
in August. Also, the Service wishes to
consider the possible effects of zoned
goose hunting in Illinois upon
Mississippi Valley Population Canada
geese and solicits the views of other
States sharing in the management of
these geese. The Service is of the view
that continuation or modification of
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zoning in States which have completed
3-year experiments should be dependent
upon evaluations of final reports due
this summer, prior to the development of
the 1980-81 regulations. The possible
effects of split seasons upon goose
harvests must be carefully considered to
insure that they support management
plan objectives and have Mississippi
Flyway Council support.

13. Goose and brant seasons.

a, Atlantic Flyway. Maine requested
that the Canada goese bag and
possession limits be changed from 3 and
8, respectively, to 4 and 8, as an aid to
reducing Canada goose concentration
problems elsewhere in the Atlantic
Flyway.

Response. Decisions about Canada
goose bag limits will be deferred until
information is available on the current
status and production of these birds;
however, the Service believes that
regulatory relaxations distant from
problem areas would be of little
practical value in alleviating the
problems.

b. Mississippi Flyway. Mississippi
requested that goose hunting again be
permitted in the Sardis Reservoir area of
Mississippi.

Response. Some Mississippi Valley
Population (MVP) geese winter in or
migrate through the Sardis Reservoir
area. The cooperative MVP goose
management plan, which the Service
supports, calls for hunting season
closures in southern areas as a means of
restroing goose numbers which formerly
occurred there. The Service proposes no
action on this request pending further
review and evaluation in light of the
MVP management plan.

Michigan requested modifications in
regulations applicable to the
Southeastern Canada Goose
Management Area, in addition to
framework changes which were
described and addressed under item 2.
Most Canada geese in the area are
resident there throughout the year, and
have increased to the point that they
cause significant nuisance problems.
Michigan requested that the goose
season be extended to the full 107 days
permissible under treaty limitations, and
that the daily bag limit be increased a
maximum of 5 birds beginning
November 15. This was endorsed by the
Upper Region, Mississippi Flyway
Council, provided the bag limit increase
is deferred until December 1, to avoid
the possibility of additional harvest of
Tennessee Valley Population (TVP)
Canada geese.

Response. The Service accepts this
request as endorsed by the Council, and
proposes it for gublic comment.

The Upper Region, Mississippi Flyway
Council, recommends that the bag and
possession limits for Canada geese and
white-fronted geese be handled
separately in the regulations.

Response. The Service concurs and
proposes to establish separate bag and
possession limits for these species as is
done in other flyways.

The Upper Region, Mississippi Flyway
Council, proposed that waterfowl
possession limits routinely be double the
permitted dai':_{] bag limit.

Response. The Service concurs with
this proposal. Possession limits twice
the permitted daily bag limit are already
widely but not universally applied in
portions of the Mississippi Flyway.

c. Central Elyway. The Central
Flyway Council proposed that bag and
possession limits for dark and light
geese be established independently, and
that possession limits be double the
daily bag limits. Dark geese are Canada
and white-fronted geese while light
geese are snow geese (including blue
geese) and Ross’ geese. South Dakota,
with Central Flyway Council
concurrence, proposed a 72-day goose
season (an increase of 14 days) in eight
south-central counties along the
Missouri River on the grounds that the
populations involved exceed numerical
objectives, have an increasing
propensity to winter in this portion of
South Dakota, and need to be dispersed
from areas along the Missouri River
where they are subject to substantial
lead poisoning loss.

Response. The Service concurs with
these proposals. The changes are in line
with goose management objectives and
would make the regulations more
understandable in areas where they
would apply.

The Central Flyway Council
recommended that “terminal” dates be
removed from the flyway goose
frameworks. “Terminal” dates as used
here relate to special closing dates in
specific areas which precede the usual
framework closing date.

Response. “Terminal" goose season
dates were originally established in
response to a Central Flyway Council
request as a means of affording special
protection to particular populations of
Canada geese. This is no longer
necessary and it is proposed that the
dates be dropped from the regulations.

The Central Flyway Council
recommended that the High Plains
Mallard Management Unit be provided a
93-day duck season, of which at least 23
days would have to be taken on or after
December 10. Limits would remain
unchanged. Dependent upon the
completion of data analysis for the past
5 years, the change is requested for 5

years commencing with the 1980-81
hunting season.

The following rationale was provided.
Analyses of Central Flyway mallard
recovery data show that survival rates
have changed little from past years and
multiple regression analyses indicate
that the size of mallard harvest is
correlated more with the supply of
ducks than with season lengths and bag
limits. Also, 80-day seasons were
allowed in the early 1970 period without
adverse effects upon survival rates.

The Council also recommended that in
the Low Plains portion of the Central
Flyway, except Texas, 18 additional
days of hunting be permitted, provided
that the added days are not to be taken
prior to December 15. The relaxation is
requested for 5 years, commencing with
the 1980-81 hunting season.

The Central Flyway Council provided
the following justifications. Analyses
indicate increased hunting opportunity
did not adversely affect mallard survival

‘in the adjoining High Plains Zone;

survival rates for mallards in both the
High and Low Plains Zones prior to or
during relaxations in the High Plains
Zone were similar; harvests would be
diregted to wintering mallards thus
impacts upon mallards destined for the
Mississippi Flyway would be minimal;
mallards have a strong homing tendency
to specific wintering areas; and Central
Flyway wintering mallard populations
are strongly unbalanced to drakes.

The Central Flyway's proposal for
additional days of hunting in the Low
Plains portion of the flyway drew 35
comments, all supportive, from 29
individuals, 3 organizations, 2 States,
and the Central Flyway Council itself,

Response. These recommendations
are still under review and no action is
proposed at this time. The

recommendations are aimed primarily at -

increased harvest of mallards. The
Service does not favor any change
which would increase or tend to
increase hunting pressure on mallards in
the mid-continent area of the U.S. at this
time. This is judged to be inconsistent
with present mallard population and
harvest goals. The Service is of the view
that a balanced program of reasonable
mallard hunting opportunity among the
four flyways, as developed over the past
few years, now exists and that further
changes in hunting opportunity should
be based on changes in the status of the
populations involved.

14. Whistling swans. The Atlantic
Flyway Council recommended that the
Service consider allowing a limited
harvest of whistling swans in the
flyway, and that an environmental
assessment on this subject be prepared.
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Response. The Service is of the view
that whistling swans in the Atlantic
Flyway could sustain a limited harvest
with no adverse effect on the status of
their population. However, it is not a
matter of high priority from a
management standpoint and there
appears-to be considerable public
opposition to it. There is evidence that
swans are increasingly involved in -
agricultural depredations in some areas
of the flyway. The Service intends to
monitor this situation but does not
propose any action at this time.

15. Sandhill cranes. North and South
Dakota, with the support of the Central
Flyway Council, recommended the
following changes in sandhill crane
hunting regulations: in North Dakota,
increase the season from 5 to 9 days in
McLean and Sheridan Counties, to occur
during the period September 6-14, 1980;
in 5 South Dakota counties where
sandhill crane hunting has been allowed
in recent years, an increase in season
length from 5 to 9 days to be selected
during September 1-28, 1980, is
proposed. The modifications reportedly
would help alleviate crop depredation
problems and shift hunting pressure to
the lesser sandhill crane subspecies.

Response. The Service accepts the
recommendations and proposes them for
public comment.

20. Woodcock. New Jersey requested
that it be permitted to continue for an
additional year establishing hunting
seasons by North and South Zones as
has been allowed the past three hunting
seasons in a mutually agreed upon
experiment.

Response, The Service proposes that
New Jersey be allowed to continue
zoning in the 1980 hunting season under
experimental conditions, pending
completion of the final report for the
three-year study.

22. Mourning doves. Defenders
reiterated its concern about September
dove hunting, stating that a significant
portion of the doves are still nesting
then and recommended that the hunting
be delayed until mid-October.

Response. The Service has addressed
this issue in several previous Federal
Registers. including the one published
on February 29, 1980 (at 45 FR 13639).
The Service advised previously that on
the basis of a 1977 environmental
assessment on the September hunting of
mourning doves the Director concluded
that such action did not constitute a
major impact on the environment. A
major Federal-State cooperative effort to
obtain more information on the matter
has been underway since September
1978, Preliminary results from the study
indicate that in 1979, 4.1 percent of the
year's nesting effort occurred in

September and October. No significant
difference in nesting success in
September was found in study areas
where September hunting occurred as
compared to areas where it did not
occur. It is anticipated that the study,
which is still under way, will be
completed this year. The Service
proposes no change in the hunting
season framework for mourning doves
pending completion of the study.

The Southeastern Association of Fish
and Wildlife Agencies requested that
southeastern States be allowed full-day
dove hunting without any loss of hunting
days. Reasons offered include
opportunity for better distributing
hunting, more pleasant hunting
conditions during the morning, and
conditions more conducive to the use of
retrievers. Among those commenting on
this matter, 36 individuals, 2 States, and
2 organizations endorsed full-day
hunting while 3 organizations registered
opposition.

Response. The Service proposes to
allow full-day hunting as an option this
year in the Eastern Management Unit.
Full-day hunting has been employed in
the Central and Western Management
Units for many years without apparent
detriment to the mourning dove
population, and to the satisfaction of the
hunting public.

Two States, Texas in the Central
Management Unit and Arizona in the
Western Management Unit,
recommended changes in both mourning
dove and white-winged dove
regulations. Inasmuch as both requests
include aggregate bag and possession
limits for the two species, both will be
addressed here and not repeated under
item 23.

Texas proposes to establish three
hunting zones (Panhandle, Central, and
Rio Grande) as an option to the two
zones (North and South) previously
used; to delay the opening of the
mourning dove season in the Central
Zone; and to permit two white-winged
doves to be included in the bag during
the mourning dove season in the Rio
Grande Zone (2 white-winged doves in
an aggregate daily bag of 10 white-
winged and mourning doves).
Jusitifications for the overall proposal
include better opportunity to retain an
early season in the Panhandle Zone
while delaying the season in the new
Central Zone until migrants have diluted
local dove populations. The aggregate
bag limit allowing 2 white-winged doves
recognizes the increasing distribution
and numbers of whitewings outside their
traditional range along the Rio Grande.
The Central Flyway Council endorsed
the Texas dove regulations
modifications.

Response. The Service concurs with
the recommendation and proposes these
changes for implementation during the
1980-81 hunting season.

As an alternative to a 50-day hunting
season with bag limits of 10 mourning
doves and 10 white-winged doves, as in
previous years, Arizona proposes that
they be given the option of selecting, in
specifically designated white-winged
dove management units, a season of 70
half days with an aggregate daily bag
limit of 12 mourning and white-winged
doves. in which no more than 6 could be
white-winged doves. The possession
limit would be double the daily bag limit
and hunting would either begin or end at
12 noon daily as determined by State
officials. Appropriate data would be
gathered during a 3-year experiment,
analyzed, and reported upon by
Arizona. Although the white-winged
dove is at a generally satisfactory level,
Arizona wishes to better distribute
hunting pressure between white-winged
and mourning doves, and over broader
geographical areas. The proposed
changes would make white-winged dove
hunting in key concentration areas less
attractive, and shift hunting effort to
mourning doves, which have been at
high population levels in recent years.
The Pacific Flyway Council endorsed
the Arizona proposal.

Response. The Service concurs with
the recommendation and proposes these
changes for implementation during the
1980-81 hunting season.

28. Other—Stabilized regulations.

At the Public Hearing held on August
2, 1979, to review the proposed
waterfowl and other late hunting season
regulations, the Canadian Wildlife
Service announced its intention to
initiate a new waterfowl management
program that had been developed
cooperatively with the Provinces of
Alberta, Manitoba, and Saskatchewan.
A major element of this program is the
stabilization of waterfowl hunting
regulations for five years. The Service,
in responding to the Canadian
statement, noted that annual changes in
hunting regulations constitute a source
of difficulty in understanding the
population dynamics of waterfowl,
particularly the relationship between
regulations and harvest rates. It also
noted the advantages of the two nations
jointly implementing a study of
stabilized regulations.

Duck bag limits and season lengths
have not been markedly altered among
years in the United States for some time.
The objectives of this approach have
been to hold hunting opportunity
reasonably constant, but within a range
that would not result in an overharvest
of any population, and to provide an
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opportunity to define more precisely the
relationships between regulations and
harvest.

During the past few months, the
Service has been discussing a
cooperative study with Canadian
wildlife Service aimed at investigating
more thoroughly the impact of
environmental variables on waterfowl
populations. To this end, the Service
proposes to initiate a program in which
hunting regulations during the next five
years in each of the Flyways would bé
maintained at the same general levels as
during the 1879-1980 hunting season.
The focus of the program would be
primarily on ducks, and on seasons and
bag limits. Consideration will be given
to special situations regarding particular
species or other aspects of the
regulations. An environmental
assessment is in preparation in which
the proposed program will be examined
in more detail, and criteria to be used in
guiding it will be defined. The
assessment will be made available for
public review as soon as possible. The
Service proposes to conduct the program
in cooperation with the State wildlife
agencies and the Canadian Wildlife
Service. The program will provide a
unique opportunity to study the impact
of hunting on North American
waterfowl, and to initiate or redirect
studies relating to other aspects of
waterfowl population dynamics.

Public Comment Invited

Based on the results of migratory
game bird studies now in progress and
having due consideration for any data or
views submitted by interested parties,
the amendments resulting from these
supplemental proposals will specify
open seasons; shooting hours; and bag
and possession limits for doves, pigeons,
rails, gallinules, woodcock, common
snipe, coots, and certain waterfowl in
the contiguous United States; sea ducks
in coastal waters of certain eastern
States; sandhill cranes in North Dakota
and South Dakota; and mourning doves
in Hawait.

The Diréctor intends that finally
adopted rules be as responsive as
possible to all concerned interests. He
therefore desires to obtain thé
comments and suggestions of the public,
other concerned governmental agencies,
and private interests on these proposals
and will take into consideration the
comments received. Such comments,
and any additional information
received, may lead the Director to adopt
final regulations differing from these
proposals,

Special circumstances are involved in
the establishment of these regulations
which limit the amount of time which

the Service can allow for public
comment. Specifically, two
considerations compress the time in
which the rulemaking process must
operate: The need, on the one hand, to
establish final rules at a point early
enough in the summer to allow affected
State agencies to appropriately adjust
their licensing and regulatory
mechanisms, and, on the other hand, the
unavailability before mid-June of
specific, reliable data on this year's
status of some migratory shore and
upland game bird populations.
Therefore, the Service believes that to
allow a comment period past July 12,
1980, is contrary to the public interests.
However, the Service will continue to
accept comments on the late seasons
until August 23, 1980.

Comment Procedure

It is the policy of the Department of
the Interior, whenever practicable, to
afford the public an opportunity to
participate in the rulemaking process.
Accordingly, interested persons may
participate in the rulemaking process by
submitting written comments to the
Director (FWS/MBMO), U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Department of the
Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240,
Comments received will be available for
public inspection during normal
business hours at the Service's office in
Room 525 B, Matomic Building, 1717 H
Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

All relevant comments on the early
season proposals received no later than
July 12, 1980, and those received on late
seasons by August 23, 1980, will be
considered. The Service will attempt to
acknowledge received comments, but
substantive response to individual
comments may not be provided.

NEPA Consideration

The “Final Environmental Statement
for the Issuance of Annual Regulations
Permitting the Sport Hunting of
Migratory Birds (FES 75-54)"" was filed
with the Council on Environmental
Quality on June 6, 1975, and notice of
availability was published in the
Federal Register on June 13, 1975 (40 FR
25241). In addition, several
environmental assessments have been
prepared on specific matters which
serve to supplement the material in the
Final Environmental Statement. Copies
of these documents are available from
the Service.

Endangered Species Act Consideration

Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act provides that, “The Secretary shall
review other programs administered by
him and utilize such programs in
furtherance of the purposes of this Act,”

and "by taking such action necessary to
insure that any action authorized,
funded, or carried out * * * is not likely
to jeopardize the continued existence of
such endangered or threatened specles
or result in the destruction or
modification of habitat of such species
* * * which is determined to be
critical.”

Section 7 consultations are presently
under way regarding the early season
regulatory proposals. It is possible that
the findings from the consultation,
which will be included in a biological
opinion, may cause modification of
some of the regulatory measures
proposed in this document. Any
modifications that may be desirable will
be reflected in the final rulemaking on
regulations frameworks for “early
seasons” scheduled for publication in
the Federal Register on or about July 22,
1980.

As in the past, hunting regulations this
year are designed, among other things,
to remove or alleviate chances of
conflict between seasons for migratory
game birds and the protection and
conservation of endangered and
threatened species and their habitats.
Examples of such consideration include
areas closed to dove and pigeon hunting
for protection of the Puerto Rican plain
pigeon and the Puerto Rican parrot, both
of which are classified as endangered.
Also an area in Alaska is closed to
Canada goose hunting for protection of
the endangered Aleutian Canada goose.

The Service's biological opinions
resulting from its consultation under
Section 7 are considered public
documents and are available for public
inspection in or available from the
Office of Endangered Species and the
Office of Migratory Bird Management,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, Washington,
D.C. 20240.

Nontoxic Shot Regulations

On February 11, 1980, the Service
published in the Federal Register (45 FR
9028) proposed rules describing nontoxic
shot zones for waterfow! hunting
seasons commencing in 1980. When
eaten by waterfowl, spent lead pellets
have a toxic effect. The nontoxic shot
zones will reduce the number of deaths
to waterfowl by reducing the
availability of lead pellets in waterfowl
feeding areas. The final regulations were
published in the Federal Register on
June 5, 1980 (45 FR 37847) under § 20.108
of 50 CFR and will also be summarized
in waterfowl regulations leaflets to be
published late this summer.

In designated nontoxic shot zones in
1980, shotshells loaded with toxic shot
will not be permitted for waterfowl
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hunting {44 FR 2597). This regulation
related only lo 12-gauge shotshells in
previous years but applies to all guages
of shotshells after August 31, 1980.

Authorship

The primary author of this proposed
rulemaking is Henry M. Reeves, Office
of Migratory Bird Management, working
under the direction of John P. Rogers,
Chief.

Exemption from Executive Order 12044
and 43 CFR Part 14

As discussed in the Federal Register
dated February 29, 1980 (45 FR 13630)
the Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks has concluded that
the ever decreasing time frames in the
regulatory process are mandated by the
statutory requirements under Section
704 of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and
the Administrative Procedure Act. The
regulatory process simply has no
remaining flexibility in its timetable
between the accumulation of critical
summer survey data and the publication
of the revised sets of proposed
rulemakings. Compliance with the
procedures for the development of
significant rules and the preparation of a
regulatory analysis established under
Executive Order 12044 would simply not
be possible if the fall hunting season
deadlines were to be achieved.
Consequently, although the rules
establishing the annual migratory bird
hunting regulations are significant, the
Assistant Secretary for Fish and
Wildlife and Parks has approved the
exemplion of these regulations from the
procedures of Executive Order 12044
and 43 CFR Part 14 which is provided
for in § 14.3(f).

Proposed Regulations Frameworks for
1980-81 Early Hunting Seasons on
Certain Migratory Game Birds

Pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act, the Secretary of the Interior has
approved propoesed frameworks which
preseribe season lengths, limits,
shooting hours, and outside dates within
which States may select seasons for
mourning doves, white-winged doves,
band-tailed pigeons, rails, woodcock,
snipe, and gallinules; for September teal
seasons, for a duck season opening in
late September, in lowa; for sea ducks in
certain defined areas of the Atlantic
Flyway; sandhill cranes in designated
portions of North Dakota and South
Dakota; and special falconry
regulations. For the guidance of State
conservation agencies, these
frameworks are summarized below.

Note.—Any State desiring its season on
woodcack, snipe, gallinule, sandhill cranes,
or extended falconry to open in September

must make its selection no later than july 28,
1980. Those States which desire these
seasons to open after September may make
their selection at the time they select their
regular waterfow! seasons.

Those Atlantic Flyway coastal States
desiring their season on sea ducks in certain
defined areas to open in September must
make their selection no later than july 28,
1980. Those which desire this season 10 open
after September may make their selection at
the time they select their regular waterfowl
seasons.

Mourning Doves

Between September 1, 1980 and
January 15, 1981, except as otherwise
provided, States may select hunting
seasons and bag limits as follows:

Eastern Management Unit (All States
east of the Mississippi River and
Louisiana):

1. Shooting hours ' between 12 o'clock
noon and sunset daily, or as an option
between % hour before sunrise to
sunset daily.

2. Daily bag and possession limits not
to exceed 12 and 24, respectively, in all
States.

3. Hunting seasons of not more than
70 half or full days which may run
consecutively or be split into not more
than three periods.

4. As an option to the above,
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, and
Mississippi may elect to zone their
States as follows:

A. Two zones per State having the
following descriptions or division lines:

Alabama—The South Zone consists of
the area south of U.S: Highway 84
running east to the Covington County
line, and including Coffee, Covington,
Dale, Geneva, Henry, and Houston
Counties. The North Zone consists of the
remainder of Alabama.

Georgia—U.S. Highway 280 east to
Abbeyille, thence along Ocmulgee and
Altamaha Rivers to the Atlantic Ocean.

Louisiana—Interstate Highway 10
from the Texas State line to Baton
Rouge, Interstate Highway 12 from
Baton Rouge to Slidell, and Interstate
Highway 10 from Slidel] to the
Mississippi State line.

Mississippi—U.S. Highway 84.

B. Within each zone, these States may
select hunting seasons of not more than
70 half or full days which may run
consecutively or be split into not more
than three periods.

C. The hunting seasons in the South
Zones of these States may commence no
earlier than September 20, 1980. u

Central Management Unit (Arkansas,
Colorado, lowa, Kansas, Minnesota,
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New

*The hours noted here and elsewhere also apply
to hawking (taking by falconry).

Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South
Dakota; Texas, and Wyoming):

1. Shooting hours between %z hour
before sunrise and sunset daily;

2, Daily bag and pessession limits not
to exceed 10 and 20, respectively, in all
States;

3. Hunting seasons in all States of not
more than 60 full days which may run
consecutively or be split into not more
than three periods.

4. Texas may select hunting seasons
for each of two previously established
zones subject to the following
conditions:

A. The hunting season may be split
into not more than two periods.

B. The North Zone may have a season
of not more than 60 days between
September 1, 1980, and January 22, 1981.

C. The South Zone may have a season
of not more than 80 days between
September 20, 1980, and January 22,
1981. In that portion of Texas where
white-winged dove hunting is allowed,
the mourning dove season may be held
concurrently with the white-winged
dove season and with shooting hours
coinciding with those for white-winged
doves. However, the remaining days
must be within the September 20, 1980
January 22, 1981 period.

Or, Texas may select hunting seasons
for each of three zones {ta be

* designated), subject to the following

conditions:

A. The hunting season may be split
into not more than two periods except
that, in that portion of Texas where
white-winged dove hunting is allowed,
the mourning dove season may be held
concurrently with the white-winged
dove season and with shooting hours
coinciding with those for white-winged
doves.

B. Each zone may have a season of
not more than 60 days between
September 1, 1980, and January 25, 1981.

5. In New Mexico, daily bag and
possession limits of mourning and
white-winged doves may not exceed 10
and 20, singly or in the aggregate of the
two species.

Western Management Unit (Arizona,
California, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah
and Washington):

1. Shooting hours between % hour
before sunrise and sunset daily;

2. Daily bag and possession limits not
to exceed 10 and 20, respectively;

3. Hunfing seasons of not more than
50 full days which may run
consecutively or be split into not more
than three periods.

In the Nevada counties of Clark and
Nye, and in the California counties of
Imperial, Riverside, and San
Bernardino, daily bag and possession
limits of mourning and white-winged
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doves may not exceed 10 and 20,
respectively, singly or in the aggregate
of the two species.

Arizona may for designated white-
winged dove management units have the
option to select seasons of 70 half days
beginning or ending at noon with a daily
bag limit of 12 doves in the aggregate, no
more than 8 of which may be white-
winged doves, and a possession limit
twice the daily bag limit after the
opening day.

White-Winged Doves

Arizona, California, Nevada, New
Mexico, and Texas may select hunting
seasons between September 1, 1980, and
December 31, 1980, and daily bag and
possession limits as stipulated below.
Shooting hours between % hour before
sunrise and sunset may be selected.

Arizona may select a hunting season
of not more than 29 consecutive days, to
run concurrently with first period of the
split mourning dove season. The daily
bag and possession limits may not
exceed 10 white-winged doves, except
for those areas selected under the option
for mourning dove season having 70 half
days, where limits on white-winged
doves shall be no more than 6 a day
with 12 in possession after the opening
day.

California may select a hunting
season for the counties of Imperial,
Riverside, and San Bernardino only.
The daily bag and possession limits may
not exceed 10 and 20 white-winged and
mourning doves, respectively, singly or
in the aggregate of the two species.
Dates, limits, and hours are to conform
with those for mourning doves.

Nevada may select a hunting season
for the counties of Clark and Nye only.
The daily bag and possession limils may
not exceed 10 and 20 white-winged and
mourning doves, respectively, singly or
in the aggregate of the two species.
Dates, limits, and hours are to conform
with those for mourning doves.

New Mexico may select a hunting
season with daily bag and possession
limits may not exceed 10 and 20 white-
winged and mourning doves,
respectively, singly or in the aggregate
of the two species. Dates, limits, and
hours are to conform with those for
mourning doves.

Texas may select a hunting season of
not more than 5 days for that portion of
the State where the species occurs. The
daily bag and possession limits may not
exceed 10 and 20 white-winged and
mourning doves, respectively. The
season may be split within the overall
framework,

And, Texas may also select a white-
winged dove season of not more than 60
days coinciding with the mourning dove

season. The daily bag limit of both
species in the aggregate may not exceed
10, of which not more than 2 may be
whitewings. The possession limit of both
species in the aggregate may not exceed
20, of which not more than 4 may be
whitewings.

Band-Tailed Pigeons

West Coast States (California,
Oregon, and Washington). These States
may select hunting seasons not to
exceed 30 consecutive days between
September 1, 1980, and January 15, 1981.
Shooting hour between % hours before
sunrise and sunset may be selected. The
daily bag and possession limits may not
exceed 5 band-tailed pigeons.

California may zone by selecting
hunting seasons of 30 consecutive days
for each of the following two zones:

1. In the counties of Alpine, Butte, Del
Norte, Glenn, Humboldt, Lassen,
Mendocino, Modec, Plumas, Shasta,
Sierra, Siskiyou, Tehama, and Trinity;
and

2. The remainder of the State,

Four-Corners States (Arizona,
Colorado, New Mexico, and Utah).
These States may select hunting seasons
not to exceed 30 consecutive days
between September 1 and November 30,
1980. Shooting hours between ¥z hour
before sunrise and sunset may be
selected. The daily bag and possession
limits may not exceed 5 and 10,
respectively. These seasons shall be
open only in the areas delineated by the
respective States in their hunting
regulations. Each hunter must have been
issued and carry on his person while
hunting band-tailed pigeons a valid
band-tailed pigeon hunting permit
issued by the respective State
conservation agency and such permit
will be valid in that State only.

New Mexico may divide its State into
a North and a South Zone along a line
following U.S. Highway 60 from the
Arizona State line east to Interstate
Highway 25 at Socorro and along
Interstate Highway 25 from Socorro to
the Texas State line. Between
September 1, 1980, and November 30,
1980, in the North Zone, and October 1,
1980, and November 30, in the South
Zone, hunting seasons not to exceed 20
consecutive days in each zone may be
selected.

Rails

(Clapper. King, Sora. and Virginia)

The States included herein may select
seasons between September 1, 1980, and
January 20, 1981, on clapper, king, sora,
and Virginia rails as follows:

The season length for all species of
rails may not exceed 70 days. Shooting
hours between Y% hour before sunrise

and sunset in all States for all species
may be selected.

Clapper and King Rails.

1. In Rhode Island, Connecticut, New
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, the
daily bag and possession limits may not
exceed 10 and 20 clapper and king rails,
respectively, singly or in the aggregate
of these two species.

2. In Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Alabama, Georgia, Florida, South
Carolina, North Carolina, and Virginia,
the daily bag and possession limits may
not exceed 15 and 30 clapper and king
rails, respectively, singly or in the
aggregate of the two species,

3. The season will remain closed on
clapper and king rails in all other States.

Sora and Virginia Rails.

In addition to the prescribed limits for
clapper and king rails, daily bag and
possession limits not exceeding 25,
singly or in the aggregate of sora and
Virginia rails, are prescribed in States in
the Atlantic, Mississippi, and Central
Flyways, and portions of Colorado,
Montana, New Mexico, and Wyoming in
the Pacific Flyway.> ?

No hunting season is prescribed for
rails in the remainder of the Pacific
Flyway.

Woodcock

States in the Atlantic, Mississippi, and
Central Flyways may select hunting
seasons between September 1, 1980, and
February 28, 1981, of not more than 85
days, with daily bag and possession
limits of 5 and 10, respectively, except
that in Maine, New Hampshire,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey,
Deleware, Maryland, and Virginia the
season must end by January 31.
Shooting hours may be selected between
% hour before sunrise and sunset, Any
State may split its woodcock season
without penalty.

New Jersey may select woodcock
seasons by north and south zones
divided by State Highway 70. Seasons in
each zone may not exceed 55 days.

*The Central Flyway is defined as follows:
Colorado (east of the Continental Divide), Kansas,
Montana (east of Hill, Chouteau, Cascade, Meagher,
and Park Counties), Nebraska, New Mexico (east'of
the Continental Divide but outside the Jicarilla
Apache Indian Reservation), North Dakota,
Oklahoma. South Dakota, Texas, and Wyoming
[east of the Continental Divide).

3The Pacific Fiyway is defined as follows:
Arizona, California, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, Utah,
and Washington; those portions of Colorado and
Wyoming lying west of the continental Divide: New
Mexico west of the Continental Divide plus the
entire Jicarilla Apache Indian Reservation; and in
Montana. the counties of Hill. Chouteau, Cascade,
Meagher. and Park, and all counties west thereof.
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Common Snipe

States in the Atlantic, Mississippi, and
Central Flyways may select hunting
seasons between September 1, 1980, and
February 28, 1981, not to exceed 107
days, except that in Maine, New
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New York, New
Jersey, Deleware, Maryland, and
Virginia the season must end no later
than January 31. Seasons between
September 1, 1980, and February 28,
1981, and not to exceed 93 days, may be
selected in the Pacific Flyway portions
of Montana, Wyoming, Colorado, and
New Mexico.

All States in the Pacific Flyway,
except those portions of Colorado,
Montana, New Mexico, and Wyoming in
the Pacific Flyway, may select their
snipe seasons to run concurrently with
their regular duck seasons. In these
Pacific Flyway States, except portions of
the four States noted previously, it will
be unlawful to take snipe when it is
unlawful to take ducks.

Shooting hours between ¥z hour
before sunrise and sunset may be
selected. Daily bag and possession
limits may not exceed 8 and 18,
respectively. Any State may split its
snipe season into two segments without
penalty. States or portions thereof in the
three eastern Flyways may defer
selections of snipe seasons al this time
and make the selections in August when
they select waterfowl seasons. In that
evenl, the daily bag and possession
limits will remain the same but shooting
hours must conform with those
waterfowls.

Gallinules

States in the Atlantic, Mississippi and
Central Flyways may select hunting
seasons between September 1. 1980, and
January 20, 1981, of not more than 70
days. States in the Pacific Flyway must
select their hunting seasons within the
waterfow] seasons. States may splil
their seasons without penalty, Shooting
hours may be selected between % hour
before sunrise and sunset. The daily bag
and possession limits may not exceed 15
and 80, respectively. '

States may select their gallinule
seasons at the time they select their
waterfowls seasons. If the selection is
deferred, daily bag and possession
limits will remain the same, but shooting
hours must conform with those for
waterfowl, and the season length will be
the same as that for waterfowl, or 70
days, whichever is the shorter period.
Exception: A gallinule season selected
by any State in the Pacific Flyway may
not exceed its waterfowl season, and
the daily bag and possession limits may

not exceed 25 coots and gallinules,
singly or in the aggregate of the two
species.

Sandhill Cranes

North Dakota may select a sandhill
crane hunting season of 5 days during
September 6 through 10, 1980, in Kidder,
Stutsman, Benson, Emmons, Pierce, and
Burleigh Counties, and a season of 9
days during September 6 through 14,
1980, in McLean and Sheridan Counties.
South Dakota may select a sandhill
crane hunting season of 9 days during
September 1, through 28, 1980, in
Campbell, Walworth, Potter, Dewey,
and Corson Counties. In both States,
shooting hours may be selected between
Y hour before sunrise and sunset, The
bag limit is 3 birds daily and the
possession limil is 6 birds. Each person
participating in the season must obtain
and have in his possession while
hunting a Federal sandhill crane hunting
permit.

Scoter, Eider, and Oldsquaw Ducks
(Atiantic Flyway)

A maximum season of 107 days for
taking scoter, eider, and oldsquaw ducks
may be selected between September 15,
1980, and January 20, 1981, in all coastal
waters and all waters of rivers and
streams seaward from the first upstream
bridge in Maine, New Hamphsire,
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, and
Connecticut; in those coastal waters of
the State of New York lying in Long
Island and Block Island Sounds and
associated bays eastward from a line
running between Miamogue Point in the
town of Riverhead to Red Cedar Point in
the town of Southampten, including any
ocean waters of New York lying south of
Long Island; in any waters of the
Atlantic Ocean and in any tidal waters
of any bay which are separated by at
least 1 mile of open water from any
shore, island, and emergent vegetation
in New Jersey, South Carolina, and
Georgia; and in any waters of the
Atlantic Ocean and in any tidal waters
of any bay which are separated by at
least 800 yards of open water from any
shore, island, and emergent vegetation
in Delaware, Maryland. North Carolina,
and Virginja; and provided that any
such areas have been described,
delineated, and designated as special
sea duck hunting areas under the
hunting regulations adopted by the
respective States. In all other areas of
these States and in all other States in
the Atlantic Flyway, sea ducks may be
taken only during the regular open
season for ducks.

The daily bag limit is 7 and the
possession limit is 14, singly or in the
aggregate of these species. During the

regular duck season in the Atlantic
Flyway, States may set, in addition to
the regular limits, a daily bag limit of 7
and a possession limit of 14 scoter,
eider, and oldsquaw ducks, singly or in
the aggregate of these species.

Shooting hours between % hour
before sunrise until sunset daily may be
selected.

Any State desiring its sea-duck season
to open in September must make its
selection no later than July 28, 1980,
Those States desiring their sea duck
season to open after September may
make their selection at the time they
select their watefowl seasons.

\

September Teal Season

Between September 1 and September
30, 1980, an open season on all species
of teal may be selected by Alabama,
Arkansas, Colorado, (Central Flyway
portion only), I//inois, Indiana, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,
Missouri, New Mexico (Central Flyway
portion only), Ohio, Oklahoma,
Tennessee, and Texas in areas
delineated by State regulations.

Shooting hours are from sunrise to
sunset daily. The season may not
exceed 9 consecutive days with a bag
limit of 4 teal daily and 8 in possession.
States must advise the Service of season
dates and special provisions to protect
nontarget species by July 26, 1980.

Late September Duck Season in lowa

Iowa is offered the option of opening a
portion of its duck hunting season in
September, with the number of days in
September to be deducted from the
number of days allowed for the regular
duck season. All ducks which are legal
during the regular duck season may be
taken during the September segment of
the season. In 1980, the 5-day early
season option will extend from
September 20 through September 24,
with daily bag and possession limits
being the same as those in effect during
the 1980 regular duck season. lowa must
advise the Service by July 26, 1980, if it
wishes to select this option.

Special Falconry Regulations

Falconry is a permitted means of
taking migratory game birds in any State
meeting Federal falconry standards in 50
CFR 21.29(k). These States may select
an extended season for taking migratory
game birds in accordance with the
following:

1, Seasons must fall within the regular
season framework dates and, if offered,
other special season framework dates
for hunting.

2. Hunting hours shall not exceed %

* hour before sunrise to sunset.
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3. Falconry daily bag and possession
limits for all permitted migratory game
birds shall not exceed 3 and 6 birds,
respectively, singly or in the aggregate,
during both regular hunting seasons and
extended falconry seasons.

4. Each State selecting extended
seasons shall report the results of the
special falconry season to the Service
by March 15, 1981,

5. Each State selecting the special
season must inform the Service of the
season dates and publish said
regulations.

General hunting regulations, including
seasons, hours, and limits apply to
falconry in each State listed in 50 CFR
21.29(k) which does not select an
extended falconry season.

Note—In no instance shall the total
number of days in any combination of duck
seasons (regular duck season, sea duck
season, September teal season, special scaup
season, special scaup and goldeneye season,
or falconry season) exceed 107 days in any
geographical area.

Dated: June 25, 1980.

Lynn A. Greenwalt,

Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
[FR Doc. 80-19658 Filed 6-30-80; 8:45 am)
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