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actions are being taken. EPA is not 
redesignating: Shelby, Davidson, 
Rutherford, Sumner, Williamson, and 
Wilson Counties from nonattainment to 
attainment for ozone; Fayette and 
Tipton Counties, from unclassified to 
attainment for ozone; Bradley County, 
from nonattainment to unclassified for 
ozone; and a portion of LaFollete, from 
primary and secondary nonattainment 
for TSP to secondary nonattainment, all 
for reasons already discussed.

As proposed, the following areas are 
being redesignated from TSP 
nonattamment, primary and secondary, 
to secondary nonattainment only: 
portions of Davidson and Hamilton 
Counties; and the following are being 
redesignated from TSP nonattainment, 
primary and secondary, to attainment 
for all TSP standards: portions of 
Campbell, Sullivan and Shelby Counties. 
In considering the redesignation of 
portions of Hamilton County, it was 
determined that the current attainment 
status of the area is not a result of 
emission reductions brought about by 
economic downturn in the area.

EPA is not taking final action on the 
proposed redesignations of portions of 
Benton and Humphreys Counties from 
SO* nonattainment, primary and 
secondary, to secondary nonattainment 
only. These areas are affected by stacks 
subject to Section 123 of the Clean Air 
Act and EPA’s stack height regulations. 
(See 47 FR 5864 (Feb. 8,1982), codified at 
40 CFR 51.1, 51.12 and 51.18 (1983).) On 
October 13,1983 the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit overturned portions of EPA’s 
stack height regulations. Sierra Club v. 
EPA, 719 F.2d 436. The decision has 
been appealed to the United States 
Supreme Court by a group of affected 
industries. Until the judicial process is 
completed and the stack height 
regulations are either upheld by the 
Court or revised, EPA intends to stay 
action on redesignations from 
nonattainmenHo attainment for areas 
affected by stacks subject to Section 123 
requirements.

EPA is delaying a decision on the 
reclassification of Polk County from SO2 
nonattainment, primary and secondary, 
to attainment for all SO2 standards in 
light of the request by the Tennessee 
Division of Air Pollution Control. EPA 
has agreed to delay action until an 
investigation can be-completed by 
Tennessee and a final determination 
made.

EPA is also delaying action on the 
redesignation of the Nashville area 
(Davidson, Rutherford, Sumner,

Williamson and Wilson Counties) from 
nonattainment to attainment for ozone. 
Reconsideration of this requested 
redesignation will be made after the 
1984 ozone data has been analyzed.

As proposed, the following areas are 
being redesignated from unclassifiable 
for ozone to attainment: Grainger 
County, Jefferson County, and the 
unclassified areas in AQCR’s 007 
(Tennessee portion), 207, 208, and 209 
(except Fayette and Tipton Counties). 
Also, the following areas are being 
redesignated from ozone nonattainment 
to attainment: Knox County, Maury 
County, and Sullivan County, on the 
basis of four quarters of data plus a 
demonstration of emission reduction.

The reader should note that none of 
the Tennessee counties today 
redesignated from unclassifiable to 
attainment for oZone will be listed in the 
attainment status tables of Subpart C, 40 
CFR Part 81; this is because section 107 
of the Clean Air Act does not provide 
for such a distinction.

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Act, 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit by August 20,1984. This action 
may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements. 
(See 307(b)(2).)

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291.

Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State 
of Tennessee was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on July 
1,1982.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Air pollution control, 

intergovernmental relations, ozone, 
sulfur okides, nitrogen dioxide, lead, 
particulate matter, carbon monoxide, 
hydrocarbons.
(Sections 107 and 110 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7407 and 7410))

Dated: Jane 15,1984.
William D. Ruckelshaus.
Administrator.

PART 52—[AMENDED)
Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of 

Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows:
Subpart RR—Tennessee

1. In § 52.2220, paragraph (c) is 
amended by adding subparagraph (58) 
as follows:
§ 52.2220 Identification of plan.
A ★  * * *

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

(58) Materials related to attainment 
status designations of various areas, 
submitted on January 19, 20, and 21, 
February 9, March 4,14, and 22, April 6, 
and June 1,1983, by the Tennessee 
Department for Health and 
Environment.
PART 8 f—[ AMENDED]

Part 81 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of 
Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows:

Subpart C—Section 107 Attainment 
Status Designations

2. In § 81.343, the Tennessee-TSP table 
is revised to read as follows:
§ 81.343 Tennessee.

T e n n e s s e e — TSP

Designated area
Does not meet 

primary 
standards

Does not meet 
secondary , 
standards

Cannot be 
classified

Better
than

national
standards

That portion of Campbell County within downtown LaFol- 
lette.

Those portion of Davidson County within a section of 
downtown Nashville and in West Nashville.

That portion of Hamilton County within approximately the 
city limits of Chattanooga.

That portion of Knox County within a section1 of downtown 
Knoxville.

That portion of Maury County within the northern section of 
Columbia.

That portion of Roane County within a downtown section 
of Rockwood.

Rest of State......................................

X ........................ X ........................

X

X................... .

X ........................

X ...

X

x ....

4. In J  81.343, the Tennessee-p3 table is amended by removing the entries for 
Knox County, Maury County, and Sullivan County.
[FR Doc. 64-16538 Filed 6-20-84; 8:45 amj 
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40 CFR Part 61 

[AD-FRL 2611-4]

National Emission Standards for 
Hazardous Air Pollutants;
Amendments to Asbestos Standard: 
Correction

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

s u m m a r y : This document corrects a 
final rule for amendments to the 
Asbestos Standard that was published 
April 5,1984 (49 F R 13657). This action is 
necessary to correct typographical 
errors.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Doug Bell, Standards Development 
Branch, ESED (MD-13), U.S. EPA, 
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, telephone (919) 541-5624.

Dated: June 11,1984.
Joseph A. Cannon,
Assistant Administrator for Air and 
Radiation.

The following corrections are made in 
40 CFR Part 61 appearing on page 13657 
in the issue of April 5,1984:

1. On page 13661, column two, the 
definition of “asbestos waste from 
control devices” is corrected by 
replacing the word "in” with “by.”

2. On page 13661, column two, the 
term "Emergency renovation 
operations” is corrected to "Emergency 
renovation operation.”

3. On page 13661, column three, in the 
definition of "strip,” insert "a " between 
“part o f ’ and “facility.”

4. On page 13661, column three, in the 
third line of the definition of “structural 
member,” replace the word "loan” with 
"load.”

5. On page 13662, column one,
§ 61.143, the first two lines are corrected 
to read “No person may surface a 
toadway with asbestos tailings 
or * * *’*

6. On page 13662, column two,
§ 61.145(b), the sixth line is corrected to 
read, “components, only the * * * * *

7. On page 13662, column three,
§ 61.146(c)(3), the first sentence is 
corrected to read, “Estimate of the 
approximate amount of friable asbestos 
material present in the facility in terms 
of linear feet of pipe, and surface area 
on other facility components.”

8. On page 13664, column one,
§ 61.152, the first sentence, third line is 
corrected to read, “§§ 61.147 and 61.149 
shall:”

9. On page 13664, column one,
§ 61,l52(b)(l)(iv), the word “hazardous” 
should be capitalized.

10. On page 13664, column three,
§ 61.154(a), the third and fourth lines are 
corrected to read "61.147(d)(2), 
61.148(b)(2), 61.149(b), 61.151(b),
61.151 (c)(1)(ii), 61.152(b)(l)(ii), and 
61.152(b)(2)(ii) shall:”

11. On page 13664, column three,
§ 61.154(a)(l)(i), the third line is 
corrected to read, “no more than .995 
kilopascal (4 inches water gage), as”.
[FR Doc. 84-16528 Filed 6-20-84; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-26-M

40 CFR Part 717 

[OPTS-83001E; TSH-FRL 2600-8]

Confirmation of Effective Date for 
Recordkeeping and Reporting 
Procedures

Correction
In FR Doc. 84-14977 beginning on page 

23182 in the issue of Tuesday, June 5, 
1984, make the following corrections:

1. On page 23183, first column, 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION, line two, 
“2070-007" should read “2070-0017”.

2. On the same page, first column, 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION, first 
complete paragraph, line seventeen, 
“2070-007” should read "2070-0017”.
BILUNG CODE 1505-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard

46 CFR Parts 26,30 ,31 ,32 ,35 ,70 ,71 , 
75,77,78 ,90,91,94 ,96 ,97,107,108, 
109,163,188,189,192,195,196
[CGO 79-032]

Pilot Boarding Equipment

a g e n c y : Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

Su m m a r y : The Coast Guard is revising 
its installation, equipment, and 
operating standards for embarking and 
disembarking pilots on vessels 
underway or at anchor. These 
regulations combine existing 
requirements with international 
standards contained in Regulation 17, 
Chapter V, of the Convention for Safety 
of Life at Sea (SOLAS) 1974, and add 
new provisions concerning replacement 
steps. The regulations apply to all U.S. 
vessels and certain foreign vessels that 
board pilots when calling at U.S. ports. 
The purpose of these regulations is to 
minimize the potential for hazardous 
situations when boarding pilots. 
EFFECTIVE d a t e : These regulations 
become effective on July 23,1984.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lieutenant John Astley (202-426-4431). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 5,1983, the Coast Guard 
published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking (48 FR 45425) concerning 
these regulations. Interested parties 
were given until November 19,1983, to 
submit comments. Eight letters were 
received.

Discussion of Comments and Changes 
Made

1. The proposed rules prohibited pilot 
ladders from having more than 2 
replacement steps and required that 
lighting for pilot boarding equipment be 
permanently installed. In accordance 
with recommendations of several 
commenters, these provisions have been 
deleted from the final rules. Further 
analysis of these provisions showed that 
their underlying safety purposes could 
be accomplished as effectively through 
compliance with the remaining rules in 
the proposal.

2. The proposed rules required pilot 
boarding equipment for all vessels that 
normally employ pilots. One commenter 
stated that this requirement should not 
apply to vessels that have a pilot on 
board as a part of the regular crew 
complement. An exception has been 
added for these vessels in the final rules.

3. One commenter recommended 
deleting the requirement to have 
approved replacement steps because it 
is inconsistent with SOLAS 
requirements. SOLAS allows 2 non- 
approved steps to be inserted for 
damaged steps. The requirement for 
approved replacement steps has been 
retained in die final rules. Non-approved 
steps are often not of adequate quality 
for safe use. In upcoming meetings of the 
International Maritime Organization, the 
Coast Guard will be urging changes to 
the SOLAS requirements for pilot 
ladders to incorporate a provision on 
approved replacement steps.

4. One commenter stated that the 
requirement to mark replacement steps 
differently from other steps is 
unnecessary and should be deleted. This 
comment has not been adopted. As 
stated in the notice of proposed 
rulemaking, the purpose of this 
requirement is to alert the user that a 
particular step has been replaced and 
that due caution should be exercised 
when stepping on it.

5. One commenter stated that the 
Coast Guard should require a 
manufacturer’s instruction manual 
covering replacement step installation. 
This comment has not been adopted. 
Both the proposed and final rules have a 
similar provision requiring each
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replacement step to be “secured by the 
method used in the original construction 
of the ladder, and in accordance with 
the manufacturer’s instructions.”

6. The comments included 
recommendations that the use of tag 
lines in boarding operations be 
regulated, that heavy pilot ladders be 
prohibited, and that a recall system be 
established for faulty equipment. 
Analysis of these recommendations 
failed to demonstrate a hazard or 
problem that warrants additional 
regulations. Prudent handling of tag 
lines and pilot ladders should prevent 
accidents. Also, both the proposed and 
final rules provide that, if a vessel has 
only one pilot ladder, the ladder must 
“be capable of being easily transferred 
to and rigged for use on either side of 
the vessel.” A recall system would be an 
excessive measure when considering 
that the equipment will be periodically 
inspected by the Coast Guard in 
addition to shipboard maintenance 
required by these regulations.

7. The proposed rules required 
uninspected vessels that normally 
employ pilots to carry pilot boarding 
equipment. This requirement has been 
deleted from the final rules. It became 
evident as a result of further study of the 
proposed rules that uninspected vessels 
do not normally employ pilots and, 
accordingly, the requirement is 
unnecessary.

Effective date of final rules: These 
rules will become effective one year 
from the date of publication. A one year 
delay should provide sufficient time to 
purchase and install upgraded 
equipment.

Final evaluation and economic 
certification: These final rules are 
considered to be nonmajor under 
Executive Order 12291 and 
nonsignificant under DOT regulatory 
policies and procedures (44 F R 11034; 
February 26,1979).

A final regulatory evaluation has been 
prepared and placed in the public 
docket. It may be inspected or copied at 
Room 4402, 2100 Second St., S.W., 
Washington, D.C. from 7:30 a.m. to 4:00 
p.m. Copies may also be obtained by 
contacting the person listed in the “ FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT” 
paragraph.

The principal costs of these 
regulations to vessel owners will involve 
purchasing pilot ladders that meet 46 
CFR Subpart 163.003. Approximately 720 
vessels will have to comply with the 
regulations. Approximately 80% of the 
affected vessels already have an 
approved pilot ladder. Assuming that 
most vessels have, on the average, a 30 
foot ladder costing $1,500, the total cost 
of the regulations will be as follows: (720

vessels x 20% needing new ladders x 
$1,500 per ladder =  $216,000.) For an 
individual vessel, the $1,500 cost can be 
prorated over an estimated 5 year 
service life of the ladder. By comparison, 
normal vessel operating costs exceed 
$10,000 per day.

Other costs involving maintenance, 
installation, and operation should be 
minimal. The vessels involved already 
have accommodation ladders and 
lighting, as required under existing 
regulations, and no new costs should 
arise from complying with these rules. 
Pilot hoists are optional and, 
accordingly, costs to use them will be 
elective.

The purpose of these regulations is to 
minimize the potential for hazardous 
situations when boarding pilots. 
Resulting benefits should include a 
reduction in injuries associated with 
these boarding operations.

The Coast Guard has assessed the 
environmental effects of this rulemaking 
and found no foreseeable significant ' 
impact on the environment.

Based upon the analysis of costs per 
vessel, as discussed above, the Coast 
Guard certifies that these rules will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities.

Authority: The principal authority for these 
regulations is 46-U.S.C. 3306 and 3703 (Pub. L. 
98-89 of August 26,1983). These laws replace 
old 46 U.S.C. 375, 391a, and 416. However, 
paragraph one of the regulations below cites 
the old laws as authority since they appear 
as citations in the current edition 6f Title 46, 
Code of Federal Regulations. Referring to the 
old laws rather than the new ones is 
permitted under Section 2(b) of Pub. L. 98-89. 
In a separate rulemaking project, the Coast 
Guard is in the process of replacing the old 
authority citations in Title 46 with the new 
cites in Pub. L. 98-89.

List of Subjects
46 CFR Part 24

Marine safety, Vessels, Fishing 
vessels, Passenger vessels, Authority 
delegation.

46 CFR Part 26

Marine safety, Penalties, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements, 
Vessels, Navigation (water), Passenger 
vessels, Fishing vessels.

46 CFR Part 30

Administrative practice and 
procedure. Foreign relations, Hazardous 
materials transportation, Penalties,
Tank vessels, Barges.
46 CFR Part 31

Marine safety, Tank vessels, Barges, 
Law enforcement, Flammable materials.

46 CFR Part 32
Marine safety, Fire protection, Tank 

vessels, Barges.

46 CFR Part 35
Marine safety, Navigation (water), 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Tank vessels, Barges, 
Seamen.

46 CFR Part 70
Passenger vessels, Marine safety, 

Foreign trade, Treaties.

46 CFR Part 71
Marine safety, Passenger vessels, 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Foreign trade, Law 
enforcement.

46 CFR Part 75
Marine safety, Passenger vessels.

46 CFR Part 77
Marine safety, Passenger vessels, 

Navigation (water).

46 CFR Part 78
Marine safety, Passenger vessels, 

Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Navigation (water).

46 CFR Part 90
Cargo vessels, Marine safety, 

Administrative practice and procedure, 
Authority delegations (Government 
agencies).

46 CFR Part 91
Cargo vessels. Marine safety, 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Law enforcement.

46 CFR Part 94 
Cargo vessels, Marine safety.

46 CFR Part 96
Cargo vessels, Marine safety, 

Navigation (water).

46 CFR Part 107
Vessels, Continental shelf, Oil and gas 

exploration, Marine safety, Marine 
resources.

46 CFR Part 108
Fire prevention, Vessels, Continental 

shelf, Oil and gas exploration,.Marine 
safety, Marine resources.

46 CFR Part 109

requirements, Vessels, Continental shelf 
oil and gas exploration, Marine safety, 
Marine resources.

46 CFR Part 163
Marine safety.
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46 CFR Part 188 
Oceanographic vessels.

46 CFR Part 189
Marine safety, Oceanographic vessels. 

46 CFR Part 192
Marine safety, Oceanographic vessels. 

Communications equipment.
46 CFR Part 195

Marine safety, Oceanographic vessels,
I Navigation (water).
46 CFR Part 196

Marine safety, Oceanographic vessels,
| Reporting and recordkeeping 
j requirements, Navigation (water), 
Penalties.

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
j Coast Guard amends Title 46, Code of 
Federal Regulations, as follows:

1. Authority: 46 U.S.C. 375, 391a, and 
416; 49 U.S.C. 108; 50 U.S.C. 198; 49 CFR 
1.46.

2. By removing the words “pilot 
ladders’* in § 31.01-5(a), § 31.10-15(b),
§ 71.20-15(a), § 71.25-10(a), § 91.20- 
15(a), § 91.25-10(b), § 189.20-15(a), and 
§ 189.25-10(a) and by inserting in their 
place the words “pilot boarding 
equipment.”

3. By adding § 30.10-50, § 70.10-36,
§ 90.10-30, and § 188.10-56 and by 
revising § 107.11. The text of the 
sections is set out only once. The text of 
each section is identical except for the 
section number in the heading.

§ . Pilot Boarding Equipment and Point 
of Access.

(a) “Pilot Boarding Equipment” means 
a pilot ladder, accommodation ladder, 
pilot hoist, or combination of them as 
required by this subchapter.

(b) “Point of Access” means the place 
on deck of a vessel where a person steps 
onto or off of pilot boarding equipment.

4. By removing § 26.03-15, § 35.01-20,
§ 75.5Q-5(a)(3), § 94.50-5(b)(2), § 108.711,
|§ 109.343, § 109.345 and § 192.50-5(b)(2).
| 5. By adding new Subpart 32.90 
Consisting of § 32.90-1, Subpart 77.40 
consisting of § 77.40-1, Subpart 96.40 
Consisting of § 96.40-1, Subpart 195.40 
consisting of § § 195.40-1, and 108.719.
The text of each section is identical 
except for the section number in the 
heading. The text of the sections is set 
out only once. i
Subpart —Pilot Boarding Equipment
S • Pilot Boarding Equipment

(a) This section applies to each vessel 
pat normally embarks or disembarks a 
pnot from a pilot boat or other vessel.

(b) Each vessel must have suitable 
pilot boarding equipment available for

use on each side of the vessel: If a 
vessel has only one set of equipment, 
the equipment must be capable of being 
easily transferred to and rigged for use 
on either side of the vessel.

(c) Pilot boarding equipment must be 
capable of resting firmly against the 
vessel’s side and be secured so that it is 
clear from overboard discharges.

(d) Each vessel must have lighting 
positioned to provide adequate 
illumination for the pilot boarding 
equipment and each point of access.

(e) Each vessel must have a point of 
access that has—

(1) a gateway in the rails or bulwark 
with adequate handholds; or

(2) Two handhold stanchions and a 
bulwark ladder that is securely attached 
to the bulwark rail and deck.

(f) The pilot boarding equipment 
required by paragraph (b) of this section 
must include at least one pilot ladder 
approved under subpart 163.003 of this 
chapter. Each pilot ladder must be of a 
single length and capable of extending 
from the point of access to the water’s 
edge during each condition of loading 
and trim, with an adverse list of 15°.

(g) Whenever the distance from the 
water’s edge to the point of access is 
more than 30 feet, access from a pilot 
ladder to the vessel must be by way of 
an accommodation ladder or equally 
safe and convenient means.

(h) Pilot hoists, if used, must be 
approved under subpart 163.002 of this 
chapter.

6. By adding new § 35.01-55, Subpart
78.90 consisting of § 78.90-1, Subpart
97.90 consisting of § 97.90-1, and 
Subpart 196.95 consisting of § 196.95-1. 
The text of each section is identical 
except for the section number in the 
heading. The text of the sections is set 
out only once.

Subpart —Pilot Boarding Operations
§ . Pilot Boarding Operation:

(a) The master shall ensure that pilot 
boarding equipment is maintained as 
follows:

(1) The equipment must be kept clean 
and in good working order.

(2) Each damaged step or spreader 
step on a pilot ladder must be replaced 
in kind with an approved replacement 
step or spreader step, prior to further 
use of the ladder. Hie replacement step 
or spreader step must be secured by the 
method used in the original construction 
of the ladder, and in accordance with 
manufacturer instructions.

(b) The master shall ensure 
compliance with the following during 
pilot boarding operations:

(1) Only approved pilot boarding 
equipment may be used.

(2) The pilot boarding equipment must 
rest firmly against the hull of the vessel 
and be clear of overboard discharges.

(3) Two man ropes, a safety line and 
an approved lifebuoy with an approved 
water light must be at the point of 
access and be immediately available for 
use during boarding operations.

(4) Rigging of the equipment and 
embarkation/debarkation of a pilot 
must be supervised in person by a deck 
officer.

(5) Both the equipment over the side 
and the point of access must be 
adequately lit during night operations.

(6) If a pilot hoist is used, a pilot 
ladder must be kept on deck adjacent to 
the hoist and available for immediate 
use.

7. By adding a new § 109.347 to read 
as follows:

§ 109.347 Pilot boarding equipment.
(a) The master or person in charge 

shall ensure that pilot boarding 
equipment is maintained as follows:

(1) The equipment must be kept clean 
and in good working order.

(2) Each damaged step or spreader 
step on a pilot ladder must be replaced 
in kind with an approved replacement 
step or spreader step, prior to further 
use of the ladder. The replacement step 
or spreader step must be secured by the 
method used in the original construction 
of the ladder, and in accordance with 
manufacturer instructions.

(b) The master or person in charge 
shall ensure compliance with the 
following during pilot boarding 
operations:

(1) Only approved pilot boarding 
equipment may be used.

(2) The pilot boarding equipment must 
rest firmly against the hull of the vessel 
and be clear of overboard discharges.

(3) Two man ropes, a safety line and 
an approved lifebuoy with an approved 
water light must be at the point of 
access and be immediately available for 
use during boarding operations.

(4) Rigging of the equipment and 
embarkation/debarkation of a pilot 
must be supervised in person by a deck 
officer.

(5) Both the equipment over the side 
and the point of access must be 
adequately lit during night operations.

(6) If a pilot hoist is used, a pilot 
ladder must be kept on deck adjacent to 
the hoist and available for immediate 
use.

8. In § 163.003-13 by adding a new 
paragraph (c)(10), and revising the 
introductory text of paragraph (d) and 
revising (g) to read as follows:
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§ 163.003-13 Construction.
* * Hr * *

(c) * * *
(10) Each replacement step must be 

either white, or yellow instead of the 
orange color required under paragraph
(c)(8) of this section, and must have the 
special marking required in § 163.003- 
25(b).

(d) Spreaders. Each pilot ladder with 5 
or more steps must have one or more 
spreaders that meet the following 
requirements:
* * * * *

(g) Special arrangements for pilot 
hoists. Each pilot ladder produced for 
use with an approved pilot hoist must 
have at feast 8 steps. The top ends of its 
suspension members need not have an 
eye splice or thimble or be arranged as 
required in paragraph (b) of this section 
if necessary to permit attaching the 
ladder to fittings of a particular pilot 
hoist. The spreader required in 
paragraph (d) of this section may be 
omitted from an 8 step ladder for a pilot 
hoist.

8. By adding a new § 163.003-25(b) to 
read as follows:

§163.003-25 Marking. 
* * * * *

(b) In addition to the markings 
required under paragraph (a) of this 
section each step sold as a replacement 
step must be branded or otherwise 
permanently and legibly marked with 
the words “REPLACEMENT STEP 
ONLY.”

Dated: June 13,1984.
Clyde T. Lusk, Jr.,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Chief, Office 
of Merchant Marine Safety.
[FR Doc. 84-16268 Filed 6-20-84; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 21
[General Docket No. 80-113, RM-3232, RM- 
3537; FCC 84-175]

Amendment of the Commission’s 
Rules With Regard to the Multipoint 
Distribution Service; and Petitions for 
Rulemaking Regarding the Multipoint 
Distribution Service
AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
a c t io n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission is adopting 
new rules for the Multipoint Distribution 
Service (MDS). The rules define 
adjacent channel interference and

cochannel interference and establish a 
protected service area for MDS stations. 
The reasons for adopting these rules are 
to facilitate settlement of interference 
disputes in this service and to aid in the 
location of new stations. 
d a t e : The new rules will be effective on 
July 23,1984.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kevin Kelley, Domestic Facilities 
Division, Common Carrier Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20554, (202) 634-1860. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 21
Communications common carriers, 

Point-to-Multipoint microwave.

First Report and Order
In the matter of amendment of parts 21, 74, 

and 94 of the Commission Rules and 
Regulations with regard to technical 
requirements applicable to the Multipoint 
Distribution Service, the Instructional 
Television Fixed Service and the Private 
Operational-Fixed Microwave Service (OFS). 
Amendment of Part 21 of the Commission’s 
Rules to make the prior coordination 
requirement of § 21.100(d) applicable to 
Multipoint Distribution Service. Amendment 
of Part 21 of the Commission’s Rules to define 
the Interference Studies Required by 
§ 21.902(c) and to Establish Minimum Criteria 
for the Acceptance of Newly Filed 
Applications Proposing the Construction of 
New MDS Stations or the Amendment of 
Existing MDS Authorizations; General Docket 
No. 80-113, RM-3232 and RM-3537.

Adopted: April 26,1984.
Released: June 14,1984.
By the Commission.
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I. Introduction
1. On April 24,1980, the Commission 

released a Notice of Inquiry and 
Proposed Rulemaking in this Docket in 
which it proposed changes to Subpart K 
of Part 21 of the Rules pertaining to the 
Multipoint Distribution Service (MDS).1 
An inquiry was made concerning the 
possible application of the proposed 
rules to the 2500-2690 MHz band that 
the Commission had proposed be shared 
by the MDS, the Instructional Television 
Fixed Service (ITFS) and the Private 
Operational Fixed Microwave Service 
(OFS).2

2. The ITFS channels are licensed 
primarily to educational institutions that 
use them to transmit instructional 
television material to remote locations 
such as schools, hdspitals and industrial 
plants. The MDS channels are used 
primarily for the distribution of premium 
television to hotels, motels, and single 
family and multiunit residences.

3. Approximately 70 entities submitted 
comments and reply comments in 
response to the Notice. On February 10, 
1982, Microband Corporation of 
America (Microband) submitted a 3 
volume proposal to create what it 
termed a “wireless cable system” using 
frequencies in the 2500-2690 MHz band.3 
Microband simultaneously submitted a 
“Motion for Acceptance of Additional 
Comments” requesting that its proposal 
be accepted as additional comments in 
this proceeding and in the companion 
proceeding in General Docket No. 80- 
112, which was granted.4 Approximately 
150 reply comments were received in 
response to the Microband proposal.5

4. On May 26,1983, the Commission 
adopted a Report and Order in the 
companion proceeding in General 
Docket No. 80-112 reallocating 8 
channels in the 2500-2690 MHz band 
from the ITFS to the MDS. The channels 
reallocated were the four channels in 
the "E” Group (Ex, 2596-2602 MHz; Ea, 
2608-2614 MHz; Es, 2620-2626 MHz and 
E«, 2632-2638 MHz) and the four

1 Notice of Inquiry and Proposed Rulemaking in 
General Docket No. 80-113, FCC 80-137, 45 FR 29350 
(1980) (hereinafter cited as N otice.)

* Notice of Inquiry, Proposed Rulemaking and 
Order in General Docket No. 80-112, FCC 80-136,45 
FR 29323 (released May 2,1980] (hereinafter cited as 
Companion N otice.)

* Proposal of Microband Corporation of America, 
General Docket Nos. 80-112 and 80-113 (February 
10,1982) (hereinafter cited as M icroband Proposal)-

* Order Accepting Additional Comments, 47 FR 
18,932 (1982)*

3 A list of all those submitting comments in this 
proceeding is contained in Appendix A. This list 
includes all comments both formal and informal. 
Comments that were not filed in a timely manner 
are hereby accepted as informal comments. Some 
entities submitted more than one set of comments 
and hence are listed more than once.


