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(b) Residues not in excess of the
tolerance limitation indicated above
resulting from the use of the insecticide
remaining after the expiration of the
experimental use program will not be
considered actionable if the pesticide is
legally applied during the term of, and in
accordance with, the provisions of the
experimental use permit and feed
additive tolerance.

(¢) The company shall immediately
notify the Environmental Protection
Agency of any findings from the
experimental use that have a bearing on
safety. The firm shall also keep records
of production, distribution, and
performance and on request make the
records available to any authorized
officer or employee of the
Environmental Protection Agency or the
Food and Drug Administration.

[FR Doc. 82-12530 Filed 5-11-82; 845 am|
BILLING CODE 6580-50-M
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity

24 CFR Part 120
[Docket No. ﬁ-82-9591

Community Housing Resource Board
Program; Disbursement of Funds

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant
Secretary of Fair Housing and Equal
Opportunity, HUD.

ACTION: Notice of effective date for
interim rule.

sumMARY: This document announces the
effective date for the interim rule
published in the Federal Register on
March 25, 1982 (47 FR 12926) which
governed the disbursement of funds to
Community Housing Resource Boards to
carry out activities that would enhance
the effectiveness of the Voluntary
Affirmative Marketing Agreements.
Program. The effective date provision of
the rule stated that the rule would
become effective upon expiration of the
first period of 30 calendar days of
continuous session of Congress after
publication, subject to waiver, and
announced that future notice of the
effectiveness of the rule would be
published in the Federal Register.

rule published March 25, 1982, 47 FR
12928, is May 12, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard Lasner, Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Department of
Housing and Urban Development, Room
5218, 451 7th Street, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20410, Telephone No. (202) 755—
6207. This is not a toll-free number.

Dated: May 6, 1982.
Richard Lasner,
Assistant General Counsel for Regulations.

[FR Doc. 82-12736 Filed 5-11-82: 845 am|
BILLING CODE 4210-28-8

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and

' Firearms

27 CFR Part 9
[T.D. ATF-101; Ref: Notice No. 369]

Edna Valley Viticultural Area

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms, Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule. Treasury decision.

suMMARY: This final rule establishes a
viticultural area in San Luis Obispo
County, California, to be named “Edna
Valley.” The Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms (ATF) believes
the establishment of Edna Valley as a
viticultural area and its subsequent use
as an appellation of origin on wine
labels and in wine advertisements will
allow wineries in the area to better
designate where their wines come from
and will enable consumers to better
identify the wines from this area.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 11, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert L. White, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms, Washington, DC
202286 (202-566-7626).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On August 23, 1978, ATF published
Treasury Decision ATF-53 (43 FR 37672,
54624) revising regulations in 27 CFR
Part 4 allowing the establishment of
definite viticultural areas. These
regulations also allow the name of an
approved viticultural area to be used as
an appellation of origin in wine labeling
and advertising.

Section 4.25a(e)(1) defines an
American viticultural area as a
delimited grape-growing region

interested person may petition ATF to
establish a grape-growing region as a
viticultural area.

Edna Valley Vineyard, Paragon
Vineyard Co., Inc.; Chamisal Vineyard,
Lawrence Winery, and MacGregor
Vineyards petitioned ATF to establish a
viticultural area in San Luis Obispo
County, California, to be named "Edna
Valley."

In response ta this petition, ATF
published a notice of proposed
rulemaking, Notice No. 3689, in the
Federal Register on April 9, 1981 (46 FR
21195), proposing the establishment of
the Edna Valley viticultural area.

Comments

Ten comments were received during
the comment period. Six of the
comments were from wineries and
vineyards located in Edna Valley. The
remaining four comments were from a
wine consumer, a farm advisor at the
University of California, a consulting
enologist in the state of California, and a
Chairman of the Board of a vineyard
located outside of Edna Valley. All ten
comments were in full support of the
petition. ATF has received no
information from any source indicating
opposition to the petition.

Evidence of the Name

The name of the area, Edna Valley,
was well documented in the petition.
The valley derives its name from the
small community of Edna founded about
1883. The name "Edna” was first used in
a recorded lease document in 1899. Over
the ensuing years the valley became
locally known as Edna Valley, After
evaluating the petition and the
comments received, ATF believes that
the Edna Valley viticultural area has &
unique historical identity and that the
name "Edna Valley” is the most
appropriate name for the area.

Geographical Evidence

In accordance with 27 CFR 4.25a(e)(2),
a viticultural area should possess
geographical features which distinguish
the viticultural features of the area from
surrounding areas.

The petition and attached documents
show that Edna Valley is a natural,
elonggted valley consisting of
approximately 35 square miles. It is
oriented along a northwest-southeast
axis and is well defined by the Santa
Lucia Mountains on the northeast side;
by a low, hilly complex on the
southeast; and by the San Luis Range on
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the southwest. The upper end or
northwest border merges into the Los
0Osos Valley just beyond the city of San
Luis Obispo. The inland areas of San

Luis Obispo County generally

experience substantially higher summer }
temperatures and substantially lower |
winter temperatures than Edna Valley,
This is because of the mountain barrier
which runs along the San Luis Obispo
County coastline, shielding the inland
areas from the moderating ocean
influences. In Edna Valley, killing frosts
are rare which is not the case in other
inland areas of the county that are

denied the benefits of the ocean

influence by the mountain barrier.

There is a gap in this mountain barrier
where the Los Osos Valley meets the
ocean in the Morro Bay area, 15 miles to
the northwest of Edna Valley. Los Osos
Valley serves as a wide mouthed funnel,
providing an unobstructed sweep from
the ocean into Edna Valley, bringing
frequent morning fog during the summer
months and winds in the afternoon. The
pocket of hills and mountains
surrounding Edna Valley captures the
marine air, tempered by distance from
the coastline, flowing in from Morro Bay
through the Los Osos Valley, creating
climatic conditions which differentiate
Edna Valley from the surrounding areas.
Although Los Osos Valley to the
northwest is also a distinguishable
valley, its proximity to the ocean causes
its climate to be colder with more fog
and wind than Edna Valley.

The floor of Edna Valley is
approximately 120 to 300 feet above sea
level, The viticultural area projects into
the surrounding uplands to the 600-foot
contour line of the Santa Lucia
Mountains and to the 400-foot contour
line of the San Luis Range on the west.
The elevations of the surrounding
mountainous areas generally range
between 1000 to 2400 feet to the
northwest, 800 to 1600 feet to the
southeast, and 400 to 900 feet to the
south and west. Major soils within the
Edna Valley viticultural area are
generally sandy clay loam, clay loam or
clay. They are mostly hard, firm, sticky
and plastic, They are also generally
neutral to moderately alkaline. Most
soils are calcareous at some level of the
surface soil or subsoil, Soils in the
surrounding mountainous areas above
the 400 to 600-foot contour levels are
shallower than in the valley and are of
poor soil capability, Soils in Los Osos
Valley are similar to those in Edna
Valley but are generally heavier and of
better capability,

After evaluating the petition and
tomments, ATF has determined that due
0 the topographic and climatic features
of Edna Valley, it is distinguishable from
the surrounding areas, J

Boundaries

The boundaries proposed by the
petitioner are adopted. The boundaries
for the viticultural area are essentially
the same as those for Edna Valley
except that the viticultural area
boundaries omit the hilly and
mountainous areas (above the 400-foot
contour line on the southwest side of the
valley and above the 600-foot contour
line on the northeast side) where slopes
are too steep and soil capabilities are
not suitable for grape-growing.

Miscellaneous

ATF does not wish to give the
impression by approving the Edna
Valley viticultural area that it is
approving or endorsing the quality of the
wine from this area. ATF is approving
this.area as being viticulturally distinct
from surrounding areas, not better than
other areas. By approving the area, wine
producers are allowed to claim a
distinction on labels and advertisements
as to origin of the grapes. Any
commercial advantages gained can only
come from consumer acceptance of
Edna Valley wines,

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act relating to a final
regulatory flexibility analysis (5 U.S.C,
604) are not applicable to this final rule
because the final rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities, The
final rule will not impose, or otherwise
cause, a significant increase in the
reporting, recordkeeping, or other
compliance burdens on a substantial
number of small entities. The final rule
is not expected to have significant
secondary or incidental effects on a
substantial number of small entities.

Accordingly, it is hereby certified
under the provisions of section 3 of the
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
605(b)), that this final rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

Executive Order 12291

It has been determined that this final
regulation is not a “major rule” within
the meaning of Executive Order 12291 of
February 17, 1981, because it will not
have an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million or more; it will not result in
a major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; and it
will not have significant adverse effects
on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

Y

Disclosure

A copy of the petition and the
comments received is available for
inspection during normal business hours
at the following location: ATF Reading
Room, Room 4405, Office of Public
Affairs and Disclosure; 12th and
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C.

: Drafting Information

The principal author of this document
is Robert L. White, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms. However,
personnel in other offices of the Bureau
participated in the preparation of this
document, both in matters of substance
and style.

List of Subjects in 27 CFR Part 9

Administrative practice and
procedure, Consumer protection,
Viticultural areas, Wine.

Authority and Issuance

Accordingly, under the authority
contained in section 5 of the Federal
Alcohol Administration Act (49 Stat.
981, as amended; 27 U.S.C. 205), 27 CFR
Part 9 is amended as follows:

PART 9—AMERICAN VITICULTURAL
AREAS

Part 1. The table of sections in 27 CFR
Part 9, Subpart C, is amended to include
the title of § 9.35. As amended, the table
of sections reads as follows:

Subpart C—Approved American Viticultural
Areas

Sec.

* - - - -
9.95 Edna Valley.

L - * - *

Part 2. Subpart C is amended by
adding § 9.35. As amended, Subpart C
reads as follows:

Subpart C-Approved American
Viticultural Areas

§9.35 Edna Valley.

(a) Name. The name of the viticultural
area described in this section is “Edna
Valley."

(b) Approved maps. The appropriate
maps for determining the boundaries of
the Edna Valley viticultural area for four
U.S.G.S. maps, They are titled:

(1) “San Luis Obispo Quadrangle,
California—San Luis Obispo Co.,”" 7.5
minute series;

(2) “Lopez Mtn, Quadrangle,
California—San Luis Obispo Co.," 7.5
minute series;
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(3) “Pismo Beach Quadrangle,
California—San Luis Obispo Co.,"
minute series; and

(4) “Arroyo Grande NE Quadrangle,
California—San Luis Obispo Co.”, 7.5
minute series.

(c) Boundaries. The Edna Valley
viticultural area is located in San Luis
Obispo County, California. The
beginning point is Cuesta Canyon
County Park, located on U.S.G.S. map
“San Luis Obispo Quadrangle” at the
north end of Section 25, Township 30
South, Range 12 East.

(1) From the beginning point, the
boundary runs southwesterly along San
Luis Obispo Creek to a point .7 mile
southerly of the confluence with
Davenport Creek;

(2) Thence due east to the intersection
with the 400-foot contour line of the
northeastern flank of the San Luis
Range;

(3) Thence in a generally easterly and
then a southeasterly direction along this
400-foot contour line of the northeastern
flank of the San Luis Range, which
forms the southwestern rim of Edna
Valley, to the township line identified as
“T31S/T32S" on the U.S.G.S. map;

(4) Thence east along township line
“T31S/T32S", across Price Canyon to
Tiber;

(5) Thence in a generally easterly
direction along the 400-foot contour line
of Tiber Canyon and the southern rim of
Canada Verde, crossing Corbit Canyon
Road and continuing along the 400-foot
contour line to longitude line 120°32'30";

(6) Thence north along longitude line
120°32'30" to the 600-foot contour line of
the southwestern flank of the Santa
Lucia Mountain Range;

(7) Thence in a generally
northwesterly direction along the 600-
foot contour line of the southwestern
flank of the Santa Lucia Range to Cuesta
Canyon County Park, the beginning
point.

Signed: March 25, 1982.

G. R. Dickerson,
Director.
Approved: April 12, 1982.
John M. Walker, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary, Enforcement and
Operations.
(FR Doc. 82-12802 Filed 5-11-82; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4810-31-M

27 CFR Part 9
[T.D. ATF-102; Ref: Notice No. 381]
Lancaster Valley Viticultural Area

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms, (ATF), Treasury.
ACTION: Final rule, Treasury decision.

SUMMARY: This rule establishes a

viticultural area in Lancaster and
Chester Counties, Pennsylvania, to be
named “Lancaster Valley." This final
rule is the result of a petition submitted
by Mr. R. Martin Keen, proprietor of
Conestoga Vineyards in Lancaster,
Pennsylvania. The Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms believes the
establishment of Lancaster Valley as a
viticultural area and its subsequent use
as an appellation of origin in wine
labeling and advertising will allow local
wineries to better designate their
specific grape-growing area and will
enable consumers to better identify the
wines they purchase.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 11, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles N. Bacon, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms, Washington,
D.C. 20226, Telephone: 202-566-7626.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

ATF regulations in 27 CFR Part 4
allow the establishment of definite
viticultural areas. These regulations also
allow the name of an approved
viticultural area to be used as an
appellation of origin on wine labels and
in wine advertisements. Section 9.11,
Title 27, CFR, defines an American
viticultural area as a delimited grape-
growing region distinguishable by
geographical features. Under
§ 4.25a(e)(2), any interested person may
petition ATF to establish a grape
growing region as an American
viticultural area.

ATF was petitioned to establish a
viticultural area in eastern Pennsylvania
to be named "Lancaster Valley." In
response to this petition, ATF published
a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, No.
381, in the Federal Register on August
28, 1981, (46 FR 43468), proposing the
establishment of the "Lancaster Valley"
viticultural area.

Comments

Only one comment was received in
response to the notice of proposed
rulemaking. The petitioner, R. Martin
Keen of Conestoga Vineyards, submitted
a comment in support of the notice of
proposed rulemaking. The petitioner
also suggested minor clarifications in
the boundaries of the proposed
viticultural area.

Historical and Current Evidence of the
Name

The name Lancaster Valley was
documented in the petition as being long
associated with the proposed area in
eastern Pennsylvania, The viticultural
area is located almost entirely within
Lancaster County, and Lancaster is the

largest and most important city within
the area. Lancaster Valley is the name
used by the Pennsylvania and United
States Geologic Surveys to describe the '
region in the viticultural area.

Although Lancaster County was one
area in which wine grapes were
cultivated in the early part of the 19th
Century, the area has not been known
as a wine producing area until quite
recently. Since the early 1970s, two
wineries have been bonded within the
Lancaster Valley and there are now
approximately 41.5 acres of wine grapes
in cultivation. ATF, therefore, believes
that the historical and current evidence
supports the viticultural area as a
distinct grape-growing area.
Geographic Evidence

The petition established the Lancaster
Valley viticultural area as a distinctive
grape-growing region distinguished from
surrounding areas on the basis of soil,
topography and geology.

Lancaster Valley is located in the
Lancaster-Frederic Lowland. Its
topography is a nearly level valley,
averaging 400 feet in elevation and
decreasing in elevation from an average
of 500 feet at its eastern edge to 300 feet
at its western edge along the
Susquehanna River. The valley is over
30 miles long, 12 miles wide and
encompasses approximately 225,000
acres. Lancaster Valley is bounded on
the north, east and south by areas of
higher elevation ranging from 100 to 600
feet above the valley floor, and on the
west by the Susquehanna River.

Soils found within the Lancaster
Valley are typical of those derived from
limestone, and include Conestoga,
Beekmantown, Conococheague and
Elbrook Limestones, and Ledger and
Vintage dolomites. These soils are deep,
well drained, hold moisture well, and
are highly productive. They contrast
sharply with soils found in the hills and
upland areas surrounding the Lancaster
Valley. Generally, the surrounding soils
are composed of harder rocks (quartzite,
schist, gneiss, etc.) which are more
resistant to erosion and less fertile than
the limestone soils found within the
Lancaster Valley. The deep fertile soils
of the valley were formed from the
insoluble and weathered products left
from the decay of the parent limestones.

Climate is not a factor in
differentiating the Lancaster Valley
viticultural area from surrounding areas.

Based on the information contained in
the petition pertaining to the
geographical features, ATF has
determined that this area is
distinguishable from the surrounding
area, :
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Boundaries

The boundaries, as proposed, consist
of a combination of natural and man-
made features. As proposed, the
Lancaster Valley would consist of that
area delineated on the east by the 500
foot contour line and the Welsh
Mountains. The southern boundary
includes the 500 foot contour line
extending along Mine Ridge to the 76°
07' 30" line of longitude. From there the
boundary passes in approximately a
straight line south of Strasburg and
Willow Street to the confluence of
Stehman Run and the Conestoga River.
The boundary continues along Indian
Run and Wisslers Run to the 300 foot
contour line. The western boundary
consists of the 300 foot contour line
above the Susquehanna River, -
Pennsylvania Highway 441 between
Marietta and Bainbridge, but excludes
the Manor Hills, Chestnut Hills,
Chestnut Ridge, and the Chickies Ridge.
The northern boundary is an irregular
line extending from Bainbridge to
Rheems, which then passes north of
Mount Joy and south of Manheim, Lititz,
Akron, Ephrata and Terre Hill to the
intersection with Berks County at
Pennsylvania Highway 23.

The petitioner supported the proposed
boundaries but suggested minor
clarifications in two of them. The
petitioner suggested that proposed
§§ 9.41(c) (25) and (26) be combined in
one paragraph to read “then due south
in a straight line for approximately 0.8
mile to Pennsylvania Highway 23." This
language appears as § 9.41(c)(25). The
second suggestion was to combine
proposed §§ 9.41(c) (31), (32), and (33)
into two paragraphs to read “then east
in a straight line for approximately 3.8
miles to the Erismans Church,” and
“then east in a straight line for
approximately 3.3 miles to the point
where the 400 foot contour line crosses
Pennsylvania Highway 72 south of
Valley View." Combining these
paragraphs also allows deletion of the
reference in proposed §§ 9.41(c) (31) and
(32) to the intersection of Pennsylvania
Highways 283 and 141. Highway 141
does not extend east of Mt. Joy to
intersect with Highway 283, Therefore,
the petitioner’s recommended changes
are adopted since the two new
Paragraphs, §§ 9.41(c) (30) and (31) are
clearer and more accurate. Neither of

ese changes materially affects the

oundaries of the viticultural area.

Miscellaneous

ATF is approving this area as being
Viticulturally distinct from surrounding
Areas. By approving the area, wine
Producers are allowed to claim a
distinction on labels and advertisements

as to the origin of the grapes. Any
commercial advantage gained can only
be substantiated by consumer
acceptance of Lancaster Valley wines.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The notice of proposed rulemaking
which resulted in this final rule
contained a certification under the
provisions of section 3 of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 605(b)), that if
promulgated as a final rule, it would not
have a significant impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Therefore, the requirement contained in
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.
603, 604) for a final regulatory flexibility
analysis does not apply to this final rule.

Compliance With Executive Order 12291

It has been determined that this final
regulation is not a “major rule” within
the meaning of Executive Order 12291 of
February 17, 1981, because it will not
have an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million or more; it will not result in
a major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; and it
will not have significant adverse effects
on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets.

Drafting Information

The principal author of this final rule
is Charles N. Bacon, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms.

List of Subjects in 27 CFR Part 9

Administrative practice and
procedure, Consumer protection, Wine,
Viticultural areas.

Authority and Issuance

Accordingly, under the authority
contained in 27 U.S.C. 205, the Director
is amending 27 CFR Part 9 as follows:

PART 9—AMERICAN VITICULTURAL
AREAS

Paragraph 1. The table of sections in
27 CFR Part 9 is amended to add § 9.41.
As amended, the table of sections reads
as follows:

. * - - *

Subpart C—Approved American Viticultural
areas

Sec.

* - L] - *
9.41 Lancaster Valley.

. * - » -

Paragraph 2. Subpart C is amended by
adding § 9.41. As added, § 9.41 reads as
follows:

§9.41 Lancaster Valley.

(a) Name. The name of the viticultural
area described in this section is
“Lancaster Valley."

{b) Approved maps. The appropriate
maps for determining the boundaries of
the Lancaster Valley viticultural area
are two U.S.G.S. maps. They are
entitled:

(1) "Lancaster County, Pennsylvania”,
scaled 1:50,000, edition of 1877; and

(2) “Honey Brook Quadrangle”, 7.5
minute series, edition of 1955,
photorevised 1969 and 1974.

(c) Boundaries. The Lancaster Valley
viticultural area is located in Lancaster
County and Chester County,
Pennsylvania. The beginning point is
where Pennsylvania Highway 23 crosses
the Lancaster and Berks County
boundary.

(1) Then in a southeasterly direction
following the Lancaster County
boundary for approximately 0.9 mile to
the 500 foot contour line immediately
south of the Conestoga River,

(2) Then following the 500 foot contour
in a southwesterly direction to the
Caernarvon-East Earl Township
boundary.

(3) Then south approximately 0.1 mile
following the Caernarvon-East Earl
Township boundary to U.S. Highway
322.

(4) Then west following U.S. Highway
322 for approximately 1.7 miles to the
electric transmission line between
Fetterville and Cedar Grove School.

(5) Then southwest in a straight line
for approximately 5.2 miles to the
intersection of Earl, Upper Leacock, and
Leacock Townships at the Mill Creek.

(8) Then southeast following the
boundary between Earl Township and
Leacock Township to the point where
Earl, East Earl, Salisbury, and Leacock
Townships intersect,

(7) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 4.8 miles to the point
where the 500 foot contour line
intersects Pequea Creek northwest of
Mt. Pleasant School.

(8) Then following the 500 foot contour
line past Cole Hill through the town of
Gap and along Mine Ridge to the 76° 07’
30" west longitude line in Paradise
Township.

(9) Then southwest in a straight line
for approximately 7.7 miles to the
Boehm Church south of Willow Street.




20302

Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 92 /| Wednesday, May 12, 1982 |/ Rules and Regulations

(10) The northwest in a straight line
for approximately 1.2 miles to the
township school in West Willow.

(11) Then west in a straight line for 4.2
miles to the confluence of Stehman Run
and the Conestoga River. )

(12) Then northwest in a straight line
for approximately 0.5 mile to the
confluence of Indian Run and Little
Conestoga Creek.

(13) Then west following Indian Run
for approximately 3.6 miles to the source
of the more northerly branch.

(14) Then northwest in a straight line
for approximately 0.25 mile to the source
of Wisslers Run.

(15) Then west following Wisslers Run
downstream for approximately 0.7 mile
to the 300 foot contour line.

(16) Then north following the 300 foot
contour line to its intersection with
Pennsylvania Highway 999 in
Washington Boro,

(17) Then east following Pennsylvania
Highway 999 to the school in Central
Manor.

(18) Then northeast in a straight line
for approximately 2.7 miles to the point
where the West Branch of the Little
Conestoga Creek intersects with
Pennsylvania Highway 462.

(19) Then west following
Pennsylvania Highway 462 for
approximately 1.5 miles to Strickler Run.

(20) Then following Strickler Run
southwest to the Columbia municipal
boundary.

(21) Then north following the eastern
boundary of Columbia to Shawnee Run.
(22) Then northeast in a straight line

for approximately 5.8 miles to the
intersection of Pennsylvania Highway
23 and Running Pump Road [unnamed
on map] at elevation check point 436
near Centerville.

(23) Then east following Pennsylvania
Highway 23 for approximately 0.5 mile _
to the 400 foot contour line.

(24) Then following the 400 foot
contour line north around Chestnut
Ridge, past Millers Run and continuing
until the 400 foot contour line intersects
an unnamed stream.

(25) Then due south in a straight line
for approximately 0.8 mile to
Pennsylvania Highway 23.

(26) Then west following
Pennsylvania Highway 23 to the
intersection with Pennsylvania Highway
441 at Marietta.

(27) Then west following
Pennsylvania Highway 441 to
Pennsylvania Highway 241 near
Bainbridge.

(28) Then northwest in a straight line
for approximately 5.5 miles to the point
where the Consolidated Railroad
Corporation crosses the West Donegal-

Mount Joy Township boundary in
Rheems.

(29) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 3.3 miles to the Mt
Pleasant Church.

(30) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 3.8 miles to the Erismans
Church.

(31) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 3.3 miles to the point
where the 400 foot contour line crosses
Pennsylvania Highway 72 south of
Valley View.

(32) Then following the 400 foot
contour line east to Pennsylvania
Highway 501.

(33) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 2.9 miles to the Union
Meetinghouse.

(34) Then southeast in a straight line
for approximately 1.0 miles to the point
where Pennsylvania Highway 272
(indicated as U.S. Highway 222 on the
map) crosses Cocalico Creek (which
forms the boundary between West Earl
and Warwick Townships).

(35) Then northwest following the
West Earl Township boundary to its

intersection with U.S. Highway 322

southeast of Ephrata.

(38) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 3.4 miles to'the Lincoln
Independence School.

(37) Then southeast in a straight line
for approximately 1.7 miles to the West
Terre Hill School. *

(38) Then east in a straight line for
approximately 8.5 miles to the beginning
point.

Signed: April 1, 1982.

G. R. Dickerson,
Director.
Approved: April 21, 1982,
John M. Walker, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary, Enforcement and
Operations.
[FR Doc. 82-12808 Filed 5-11-82; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4810-31-M

27 CFR Parts 240 and 252
[T.D. ATF=100 re: T.D. ATF-88]

Transfer of Wine, Without Payment of
Tax, to Customs Bonded Warehouses
for Embassy Removals and Other
Purposes

AGENCY: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco
and Firearms (ATF), Treasury.

AcTION: Final rule (Treasury decision).

SUMMARY; The Treasury Department is
adopting as a final rule, a temporary rule
which established a procedure whereby
wine may be transferred to customs
bonded warehouses without payment of
tax for the purpose of withdrawal by

foreign embassies, legations, etc., as
authorized by law. The temporary rule
was published on August 5, 1981. No
adverse comments were received,
therefore this Treasury decision adopts
without change, the temporary rule as &
final (permanent) rule.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 11, 1982.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven C. Simon, Research and
Regulations Branch, Bureau of Alcohol,
Tobacco and Firearms, P.O. Box 385,
Washington, DC 20044-0385; (202) 586~
7626.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Treasury Decision ATF-88, published
on August 5, 1981, (46 FR 39812)
promulgated temporary regulations to
implement section 2 of Pub. L. 96-601
(Tax Administrative Provisions
Revisions). The regulations established
a procedure whereby wine may be
transferred to customs bonded
warehouses without payment of tax for
the purpose of withdrawal by foreign
embassies, legations, etc., as authorized
by law. Concurrently with publication of
the temporary rule, public comment was
solicited by Notice No. 377 (46 FR 39853,
Aug. 5, 1981).

Public Comments

Two public comments were received
pertaining to the temporary rule. One of
them advocated that foreign
governments make it easier for
American wine to be sold in their
countries. The other was a general
statement of support for and approval of
the temporary rule.

Executive Order 12291

It has been determined that these
regulations are not a “major rule" within
the meaning of Executive Order 12291,
46 FR 13193 (1981), because they will not
have an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million or more; they will not result
in a major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, State, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; and
they will not have significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
on the ability of United States-based
enterprises to compete with foreign-
based enterprises in domestic or export
markets,

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act relating to a final
regulatory flexibility analysis (5 U.5.C.
604) are not applicable to this rule
because the regulations will not have @




