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Department of Agriculture, Washington,
D.C. 20250.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: REA
regulations are issued pursuant to the
Rural Electrification Act as amended (7
U.S.C. 801 et seq.). REA hereby amends
Appendix A-REA Bulletins to provide
for a revision of REA Bulletin 40-7,
“National Electrical Safety Code—ANSI
2. 1981 Edition.” A Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking was published in the
Federal Register on February 3, 1981,
Volume 48, No. 22. However, no public
comments were received in response to
this notice,

This final action has been issued in
conformance with Executive Order

2291, Federal Regulation; and has been
determined to be “not major.”

This program is listed in the Catalog
of Federal Domestic Assistance as
10.850—Rural Electrification Loans and
Loan Guarantees.

Dated: May 19, 1961.
Joe S. Zoller,
Acting Administrator.
|FR Doc. 81-150006 Flled 5-20-01; 5:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3410-15-M

Food Safety and Quality Service
9 CFR Part 331
[Docket Number 81-018F)

Designation of the State of Idaho
Under the Federal Meat Inspection Act

acency: Food Safety and Quality
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

suMMARY: The Secretary of Agriculture
hereby designates the State of Idaho
under section 301(c)(3) of the Federal
Meat Inspection Act. The Governor of
the State of Idaho has advised this
Department that the State of Idaho is no
longer in a position to continue
administering a State meat inspection
program after June 30, 1981. Accordingly,
cffective July 1, 1981, all establishments
operating under the Idaho meat
inspection program shall be subject to
the provisions of titles I and IV of the
Federal Meat Inspection Act, By this
designation, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, pursuant to law, is
assuming the responsibility, previously
held by the State of Idaho, of
administering the meat inspection
program with respect to establishments
operating, and intrastate operations and
transactions, wholly within that State.
The provisions concerning del::fmted
States are found in Part 331, Subchapter

A. Chapter 111 Title 9 of the Code of
Federal Regulations.

EFFECTIVE DATES: Effective date of this
notice: May 31, 1981. Effective date of
the application of the regulations will be
July 1, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Joe Blair, Director, Federal-State
Relations Branch, Field Operations,
Meat and Poultry Inspection Program,
Food Safety and Quality Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Washington,
DC 20250, (202) 447-6313.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12291

This final rule is isued in conformance
with Executive Order 12291, and has
been determined to be not a “major
rule.” The U.S. Department of
Agriculture, pursuant to law, is
assuming the responsibility, previously
held by the State of Idaho, of
administering the meat inspection
program with respect to establishments
operating, and intrastate operations and
transactions, wholly within that State.
This action is being taken because the
State of Idaho indicated it was no longer
in a position to enforce requirements
with respect to said establishments at
least equal to those imposed under titles
I and IV of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act. Consequently, it should not result
in an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million or more; a major increase in
costs or prices for consumers, individual
industries, Federal, State, or local
government agencies, or geographic
regions; or significant adverse effects on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or the ability of
United States-based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises
in domestic or export markets.

Effect on Small Entities

Dr. Donald L. Houston, Administrator,
Food Safety and Quality Service, has
determined that this action will not have
a significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities. As stated
above, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, pursuant to law, is
assuming the responsibility, previously
held by the State of Idaho, of
administering the meat inspection
program with respect to establishments
operating, and operations and
transactions, wholly within that State.
This action will affect approximately 75
heretofore State inspected
establishments in Idaho, most, if not all,
of which may be presumed to be small
businesses. However, this is not a
substantial number of establishments
given the approximately 10,000 small

meat establishments nationwide, which
are either federally or State inspected.
Additionally, the application of certain

Federal facility and other requirements
to such establishments will be flexible
insofar as each facility will be reviewed
with regard to the circumstances
peculiar to that establishment.
Furthermore, it is not anticipated that
significant costs will be incurred by
these Idaho establishments as a result of
this action. Those specific
establishments for which some
upgrading of facilities is indicated will
be provided up to 36 months, in which to
make such changes.

Background

The Governor of the State of Idaho
has advised this Department that the
State of Idaho is no longer in a position
to continue administering the State meat
inspection program after June 30, 1981,
and has requested the Department to
assume the responsibility for carrying
out the provisions of titles  and IV of
the Federal Meat Inspection Act, with
respect to establishments within the
State at which cattle, sheep, swine,
goats, or equines are slaughtered or their
carcasses, or parts or products thereof,
are prepared for use as human food,
solely for distribution within such State,
and with respect to intrastate operations
and transactions concerning meat
products and other articles and animals
subject to the Federal Meat Inspection
Act, and persons, firms, and
corporations engaged therein.

The Secretary heretofore determined
that the State of Idaho had developed
and activated requirements at least
equal to the requirements under titles I
and IV of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act. However, such titles contemplate a
continuous, ongoing program, and in
view of the termination date now
applicable to the Idaho program, it is
hereby determined that Idaho is not
effectively enforcing requirements at
least equal to those imposed under titles
1 and IV of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act. Therefore, notice is hereby given
that the Secretary of Agriculture
designates said State under section
301(c)(3) of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act.

On July 1, 1981, the provisions of titles
I and IV of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act shall apply to intrastate operations
and transactions in said State and to
persons, firms, and corporations
engaged therein, to the same extent and
in the same manner as if such
operations and transactions were
conducted in or for “commerce”, within
the meaning of the Federal Meat
Inspection Act, and any establishment
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in the State which conducts any
slaughtering or preparation of carcasses
or parts or products thereof, as
described above, must have Federal
meat inspection or cease its operations,
unless it qualifies for an exemption
under section 23(a) or 301(c) of the
Federal Meat Inspection Act.

Therefore, the operator of each such
establishment who desires to continue
any such operations after June 30, 1981,
should immediately communicate with
the Regional Director for Meat and
Poultry Inspection, as listed below, for
information concerning the requirements
and exemptions under the Act and
application for inspection and survey of
the establishment: Dr. R. B. Albritton,
Acting Director, Western Region, Meat
and Poultry Inspection Program, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Building 2C,
620 Central Avenue, Alameda,
California 94501, (415) 273-7402.

Accordingly, Part 331 is amended as
follows:

1. The authority citation for Part 331
reads as follows:

Authority: Secs. 21 and 301, 81 Stat. 584,
588, 592, 593, 505; 21 U.S.C, 621, 661.

§331.2 [Amended)

2. The table in § 331.2 of the Federal
meat inspection regulations (9 CFR
331.2) is amended as follows:

In the “State” column, “Idaho” is
added immediately below “Guam",

In the “Effective date of application of
Federal provisions” column, “July 1,
1981," is added on the line with “Idaho™.

Dr. Donald L. Houston, Administrator,
Food Safety and Quality Service, has
determined that it is necessary to
designate the State of Idaho
immediately, in accordance with section
301(c) of the Federal Meat Inspection
Act, in order to carry out the Secretary's
responsibilities under the Act.

Therefore, it does not appear that
additional relevant information would
be made available to the Secretary by
public participation in this rulemaking
proceeding. Accordingly, under the
administrative procedures provisions in
5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon good cause
that notice and other public procedures
are impracticable and contrary to public
interest.

Done at Washington, DC, on: May 6, 1981,
Donald L. Houston,
Administrator, Food Safety and Quality
Service.
{FR Doc. 81-16148 Filed 5-26-451; 8:45 am]
BILLING COOE 3410-DM-M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 50
Emergency Planning; Correction.

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Commission is making
two minor corrections to its emergency
planning rules that appeared in the
Federal Register of Tuesday, August 19,
1980 [45 FR 55402]. The two corrections
are designed to bring the language of the
rule into conformity with the
Commission's intent.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 29, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark E. Chopko, Attorney, Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555, 202-634-3224.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In
approving the text of the final rules on
emergency planning on July 23, 1980, the
Commission gave considerable attention
to whether the overall standard to be
used in judging emergency preparedness
should be “whether the state of onsite
and offsite emergency preparedness
provides reasonable assurance that
appropriate protective measures can
and will be taken in the event of a
radiological emergency” or some other
standard. See SECY~80-275, Encl. B at 1,
Vol. 14 of Administrative Record of
Emergency Planning Rulemaking (PR-50
{44 FR 75167)) l[emphasis added]. After
extensive debate, the Commission
settled upon “adequate” instead of
“appropriate.” The final rule, with two
inadvertent exceptions, reflects that
change. 45 FR 55402 (August 19, 1980),
Transcript of July 23, 1980 Meeting, 20—
48 (Vol. 9 of Record, supra). As the
record makes clear, the Commission
specifically intended in its public
deliberations that the word
“appropriate” was to be changed
accordingly, especially in the rules. /d.
at 47-48, 123-124. Indeed, the
Supplementary Information uses the
intended formulation “adequate
protective measures” with respect to
both new licenses and operating
facilities in describing the final rules. 45
FR at 55403, However, one passage in 10
CFR 50,54(s)(2) [45 FR at 55410] and one
passage in Appendix E, § IlI [45 FR at
55411] had been inadvertently
overlooked in editing the final rule for
publication last July. These minor
corrections will conform the passages

noted to the Commission’s intent by
replacing “appropriate” with "adequate’
in the phrase “reasonable assurance
that . . . protective measures can and
will be taken" in 10 CFR 50.54 and
making a similar change in Appendix F,
§ 111

Because the change is of a minor
nature to conform the rules to the
Commission’s intent as stated in the
public record of the rulemaking and
does not signal any change in the
standards applied under the rule or any
other change in NRC practice, the
Commission finds good cause to publish
the rule without advance notice and
public comment thereon as unnecessar,
For the same reasons, these corrections
shall be effective as a final rule upon
publication in the Federal Register.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, the
Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, as
amended, and sections 552 and 553 of
Title 5 of the United States Code, the
following amendments to Title 10,
Chapter I, Code of Federal Regulations
Part 50, are published as documents
subject to codification:

1. Section 50.54 is amended by
revising paragraph (s)(2) as follows:

§50.54 Conditions of licenses.

(s) . . »

(2) For operating power reactors, the
licensee, State, and local emergency
response plans shall be implemented by
April 1, 1981, except as provided in
Section IV, D.3 of Appendix E of this
Part. If, after April 1, 1981, the NRC finds
that the state of emergency
preparedness does not provide
reasonable assurance that adequate
protective measures can and will be
taken in the event of a radiological
emergency and if the deficiencies are
not corrected within four months of that
finding, the Commission will determine
whether the reactor shall be shut down
until such deficiencies are remedied or
whether other enforcement action is
appropriate. In determining whether a
shutdown or other enforcement action is
appropriate, the Commission shall take
into account, among other factors,
whether the licensee can demonstrate to
the Commission's satisfaction that the
deficiencies in the plan are not
significant for the plant in question, or
that adequate interim compensating
actions have been or will be taken
promptly, or that there are other
compelling reasons for continued
operation,
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2. Part 50, Appendix E is amended by
revising the heading, and also revising
the second paragraph of paragraph III,
as follows [footnotes omitted]:

Appendix E—Emergency Planning and
pmpl?ur::n‘u for Production and Utilization
Facil

J1I. The Final Safety Analysis Report
The plans submitted must include a
description of the elements set out in Section
[V for the Emergency Planning Zones (EPZs)
10 an extent sufficient to demonstrate that the
plans provide reasonable assurance that
sdequate protective measures can and will
be taken in the event of an emergency.
(Sec, 161b,, i., and o., Pub, L. 83-703, 68 Stat.
8 (42 U.S.C. 2201); Sec. 201, as amended,
Pub. L. 93-438, 88 Stat. 1242, Pub. L. 94-79, 89
Stal. 413 (42 US.C. 5341))
Dated at Washington, DC, this 22d day of
May, 1881,
For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Samuel J. Chilk,
Secretary of the Commission.
i Dot. 81-16145 Filed 5-28-81: 843 am|
DLLUING CODE 7590-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

18 CFR Part 282
[Docket No. RM79-14)

Order of the Director, OPPR of

Publication of Incremental Pricing
Acquisition Cost Thresholds Under
Title Il of the NGPA

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Order prescribing incremental
pricing thresholds.

sumMMARY: The Director of the Office of
Pipeline and Producer Regulation is
issuing the incremental pricing
acquisition cost thresholds prescribed
by Title I1 of the Natural Gas Policy Act
and 18 CFR 282.304. The Act requires the
Commission to compute and publish the
threshold prices before the beginning of
each month for which the figures apply.
Any cost of natural gas above the
applicable threshold is considered to be
an incremental gas cost subject to
incremental pricing surcharging.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 1, 1961.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth A. Williams, Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 N. Capitol
Streel, NE., Washington, D.C. 204286,
(202) 357-8500.

Order of the Director, OPPR

Issued: May 22, 1981.

Publication of prescribed incremental
pricing acquisition cost threshold of the
NGPA of 1978. Docket No. RM79-14.

Section 203 of the NGPA requires that
the Commission compute and make
available incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices
prescribed in Title 1l before the
beginning of any month for which such
figures apply.

Pursuant to that mandate and
pursuant to § 375.307(1) of the
Commission’s regulations, delegating the
publication of such prices to the Director
of the Office of Pipeline and Producer
Regulation, the incremental pricing
acquisition cost threshold prices for the
month of June 1981, is issued by the
publication of a price table for the
applicable month.

Kenneth A. Williams,

Director, Office of Pipeline and Producer
Regulation.

Table L.—/ncremental pricing acquisition cost threshold prices

Calondar yoar 1680

Catondar your 1581

Jany-  Febd- A Octo- No- De- Jaw-  Fed-
oy sy Mach Apd May s Jly o m N vembet Camber - ey namy March - Aol [Mey T owne
T i prcing $1.702 $1.738 $1.750 S1.762 $1.7976 $) 700 $1BO4 $1810 $1834 $1849 $51883 $1.877 $1801 $1.908 $1025 $1042 $1.954 $1.967
NGPA section 102 threshold ... 2358 2381 2404 2428 2453 2470 2504 2532 2560 2588 2814 2640 2887 2608 2729 278 2787 281
GPAsection 100 Uweshold ... . 1786 1790 1812 1825 1439 1853 1887 1883 1888 1015 1929 1843 1957 1975 1903 201Y 202¢ 2007
130% of No. 2 fuet of In New
York Clty Sweshol.. e 7170 7260 7410 7190 7380 B040 78540 7380 7400 7400 7480 7580 7610 ‘7880 8260 900 8510 0430

'msvmmmuwmmumowwuwguncunfm 1. 1981,

FR Doc, 81-10140 Filed 5-25-81; 5:45 am|
HILLING CODE 6450-85-M

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Food and Drug Administration
21 CFR Part 145
| Docket No. 76P-0026)

Canned Pineapple; Amendment of
Standard of Identity; Confirmation of
Effective Date

AceNcy: Food and Drug Administration.

ACTION: Final Rule; Confirmation of
Effective Date.

suMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration (FDA) confirms the
effective date for compliance with the

amendment to the standard of identity
for canned pineapple to provide for
previously canned pineapple as an
optional ingredient.

pATE: Effective July 1, 1983, for all
affected products initially introduced or
initially delivered for introduction into
interstale commerce on or after this
date. Voluntary compliance may have
begun July 29, 1980.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

F. Leo Kauffman, Bureau of Foods (HFF-
214), Food and Drug Administration, 200
C St. SW., Washington, DC 20204, 202~
245-1164.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA
published a final rule in the Federal

Register of July 10, 1979 (44 FR 40276)
amending the U.S. standard of identity
for canned pineapple. That standard
required, in part, that canned pineapple
be prepared from fresh pineapple.
Except for provisions that may have
been subsequently stayed by the filing
of proper objections, the final rule had
an effective date of July 1, 1981.

After considering the objections and
requests for a hearing received, in the
Federal Register of June 27, 1980 (45 FR
43389), FDA confirmed the July 1, 1981
effective date for compliance with all
provisions of the amended U.S. standard
of identity except for a further
amendment of § 145.180(a)(1) (21 CFR
145.180(a)(1)) to provide for previously
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canned pineapple as an optional
ingredient. Any person who would be
adversely affected by the further
amendment could have, at any time on
or before July 28, 1980, filed written
objections and requested a hearing. No
objections or requests for a hearing
were filed.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 401,
701(e), 52 Stat. 1046 as amended, 70 Stat.
919 as amended (21 U.S.C. 341, 371(e)))
and under authority delegated to the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21
CFR 5,10), notice is given that 21 CFR
145.180(a)(1), as amended in the Federal
Register of June 27, 1980 (45 FR 43389),
will become effective July 1, 1983.
Voluntary compliance may have begun
July 29, 1980.

Dated: May 20, 1981,

William F. Randolph,

Acting Associate Commissioner for
Regulatory Affairs.

IFR Doc. 8115002 Piled 5-20-01; 245 am]
BILLING CODE 4110-03-M

21 CFR Part 558

New Animal Drugs for Use in Animal
Feeds; Pyrantel Tartrate

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug
Administration amends the animal drug
regulations to reflect approval of a new
animal drug application (NADA) filed
for Cadco, Inc., providing for safe and
effective use of 9.6- and 19.2-gram-per-
pound pyrantel tartrate premixes for
making complete swine feeds.
EFFECTIVE DATE: May 29, 1981,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles E. Haines, Bureau of Veterinary
Medicine (HFV-138), Food and Drug

Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane,
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-3410.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Cadco
Inc., P.O. Box 3509, Des Moines, IA
50322 is the sponsor of NADA 119-062
submitted on its behalf by Pfizer, Inc.
The NADA provides for use of premixes
containing 9.6 and 19.2 grams of pyrantel
tartrate per pound for making complete
swine feeds used (1) as an aid in
prevention of migration and
establishment of large roundworm
(Ascaris suum) infections, (2) as an aid
in prevention of establishment of

nodular worm (Qesophagostomum)
infections, and (3) for removal and
control of large roundworm (Ascaris
suum) and nodular worm
(Oesophagostomum) infections.

Approval of this application relies on
safety and effectiveness data contained
in Pfizer's approved NADA 43-290, Use
of the data in NADA 43-290 o support
this application has been authorized by
Pfizer. This approval does not change
the approved use of the drug.
Consequently, approval of this NADA
poses no increased human risk from
exposure lo residues of the animal drug,
nor does it change the conditions of the
drug’s safe use in the target animal
species. Accordingly, under the Bureau
of Veterinary Medicine's supplemental
approval policy, published in the
Federal Register of December 23, 1977
(42 FR 64367), the approval of this
NADA has been treated as would an
approval of a Category Il supplement
and did not require reevaluation of the
safety and effectiveness data in NADA
43-290.

The agency has determined pursuant
to 21 CFR 25.24(d)(1)(i) (proposed
December 11, 1979; 44 FR 71742) that this
action is of a type that does not
individually or cumulatively have a
significant impact on the human
environment. Therefore, neither an
environmental assessment nor an
environmental impact statement is
required.

In accordance with the freedom of
information provisions of 21 CFR Part 20
and 21 CFR 514.11(e)(2)(ii), a summary
of safety and effectiveness data and
information submitted to support
approval of this application may be seen
in the Dockets Management Branch
(formerly the Hearing Clerk's office)
(HFA-305), Food and Drug
Administration, Rm, 4-62, 5600 Fishers
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, from 9 a.m.
to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday.

This action is governed by the
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 556 and 557 and is
therefore excluded from Executive
Order 12291 by section 1(a)(1) of the
Order.

Therefore, under the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 512(i), 82
Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 360b(i)})), and under
authority delegated to the Commissioner
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 5.10)
(formerly 21 CFR 5.1, see 48 FR 26052;
May 11, 1981), and redelegated to the
Bureau of Veterinary Medicine (21 CFR

5.83), Part 558 is amended in § 556.485
by adding paragraph (a)(8) to read as
follows:

§558.485 Pyrantel tartrate.

(a] L

(8) To 011490: 9.6 and 19.2 grams per
pound, paragraph (e){1) through (3) of
this section.

Effective date. May 29, 1981.

(Sec. 512(i), 82 Stat. 347 (21 U.S.C. 380b(i)))
Dated: May 20, 1981.
Gerald B. Guest,

Acting Director, Bureau of Velterinary
Medicine.

[FR Doc. m-15725 Piled 5-268-01; 845 um|
BILLING CODE 4110-03-M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Drug Enforcement Administration

21 CFR Parts 1301, 1303, 1304, 1308,
1311 and 1312

Change of Address and Nomenclature
Changes

AGENCY: Drug Enforcement
Administration, Justice.

ACTION: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This final rule changes office
designations and addresses which are
currently listed in 21 CFR Part 1300 to
End to accurately reflect changes in the
Drug Enforcement Administration’s
organizational structure. No substantiv:
changes in any of the regulations are
included in this action. Therefore no
comments are solicited and this action is
issued as a final rule.

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 29, 1981.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard McClain, Jr., Chief, Regulatory
Control Division, Drug Enforcement
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20537
Telephone: (202) 633-1366.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Sections
of 21 CFR Part 1300 to End make
reference to the Distribution Audit
Branch of DEA as the designated office
to which various documents should be
sent. Reorganizations within DEA have
transferred the function of the
Distribution Audit Branch to other
elements of the agency. In order to




