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selenium), 50 milligrams vitamin E (68 
U.S.P. units), 250 milligrams 
polysorbate 80,2 percent benzyl 
alcohol, water for injection q. s.

(2) Sponsor. See No. 000061 in 
§ 510.600(c) of this chapter.

(3) Conditions o f use—(i) Dosage. 
Breeding beef cows: 1 milliliter per 200 
pounds of body weight during the 
middle third of gestation, and 30 days 
before calving. Weanling calves: 1 
milliliter per 200 pounds of body 
weight

(ii) Indications for use. Weanling 
calves and breeding beef cows: For the 
prevention and treatment of selenium- 
tocopherol deficiency syndrome.

(iii) Limitations. For subcutaneous or 
intramuscular use. Discontinue use 30 
days before treated cattle are 
slaughtered for human consumption. 
Federal law restricts this drug to Use by 
or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian.

(e)(1) Specifications. Each milliliter 
contains 0.55 milligram selenite sodium 
(equivalent to 0.25 milligram selenium), 
50 milligrams (68 U.S.P. units) vitamin 
Er 250 milligrams polysorbate 80, 2 
percent benzyl alcohol, water for 
injection q. s.

(2) Sponsor. See No. 000061 in 
§ 510.600(c) of this chapter.

(3) Conditions o f uso—(i) Dosage. 
Newborn lambs: 1 milliliter. Lambs 2 
weeks of age or older: 4 milliliters. Baby 
pigs: 1 milliliter (or treat the sow during 
the last week of pregnancy).

(ii) Indications for use. Lambs: for 
prevention and treatment of white 
muscle disease (selenium-tocopherol 
deficiency syndrome). Baby pigs: an aid 
in the prevention and treatment of 
selenium-tocopherol deficiency.

(iii) Limitations. For subcutaneous or 
intramuscular use only. Discontinue use 
14 days before treated animals are 
slaughtered for human consumption. 
Federal law restricts this drug to use by 
or on the order of a licensed 
veterinarian.

Dated: October 18,1993.
Robert C Livingston,
Director. Office o f New Animal Drug 
Evaluation, Center for Veterinary Medicine. 
[FR Doc. 93-26213 Filed 10-25-93; 8:45 am]
BILLING COOE 4160-01-F

21 CFR Part 878 
[Docket No. 88P-0171]

Medical Devices; Reclassification and 
Codification of Natural Nonabsorbable 
Silk Surgical Suture

AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration, 
HHS.

ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Food and Chug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
reclassification and codification of 
natural nonabsorbable silk surgical 
suture. FDA issued an order in the form 
of a letter to the manufacturer 
reclassifying the device from class IQ 
(premarket approval) into class II 
(special controls). Accordingly, FDA is 
amending the regulations as set forth 
below.
DATES: The reclassification was effective 
November 9,1990. This codification 
becomes effective November 26,1993. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph M. Sheehan, Center for Devices 
and Radiological Health (HFZ-84), Food 
and Drug Administration, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, 301-594- 
4765.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 4, 
1988, FDA filed a reclassification 
petition submitted by Advanced 
Biosearch Associates, Danville, CA 
94526-4617, on behalf of United States 
Surgical Corp. (U.S. Surgical), 
requesting reclassification of the natural 
nonabsorbable silk surgical suture from 
class m into class II. The natural 
nonabsorbable silk surgical suture was a 
class in “transitional“ device pursuant 
to 21 U.S.C. 360j(I) (section 520(1) of the 
act).

FDA consulted with the General and 
Plastic Surgery Devices Panel (the 
Panel). During an open public meeting 
on October 20,1988, the Panel 
recommended that FDA reclassify the 
natural nonabsorbable silk surgical 
suture from class in into class n and 
that FDA assign a high priority to the 
development of a performance standard 
for the generic type of device under 
section 514 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (the act) (21 U.S.C 
360d), although they believed a 
performance standard need not be in 
place before reclassification was 
effective.

FDA fully considered the Panel’s 
recommendation and reviewed various 
statements offered by interested persons 
concerning U.S. Surgical’s petition for 
reclassification of natural nonabsorbable 
silk surgical suture. After reviewing all 
data in the petition and presented before 
the Panel, and after considering the 
Panel’s recommendation and the views 
of the participants at the meeting, FDA, 
by letter to the petitioner dated 
November 9,1990, ordered the 
reclassification of the generic type of 
device from class m into class n, with 
a low priority for the development of a 
performance standard. Because state-of- 
the-art test methods are available to

allow a precise determination to be 
made of the relative safety and 
effectiveness of the device, FDA 
concluded that the development of a 
mandatory performance standard 
should be a low priority and that a 
regulatory standard is not immediately 
necessary to protect the public health. A 
complete explanation is contained in 
the November 9,1990, order on display 
in the Dockets Management Branch 
(HFA-305), Food and Drug 
Administration, rm. 1-23,12420 
Parklawn Dr., Rockville, MD 20857.

Hie Safe Medical Devices Act of 1990 
(the SMDA) amended the act to change 
the definition of a class II device from 
“performance standards’’ to “special 
controls.’’ Under the SMDA, FDA may 
establish a performance standard for 
class II devices, as well as establish 
other special controls, including fg | 
postmarket surveillance, patient 
registries, guidelines, and other 
appropriate actions it believes necessary 
to provide reasonable assurance of the 
safety and effectiveness of the device.

As required by 21 CFR 860.136(b)(6) 
of the regulations, FDA is announcing v 
the reclassification of the generic type of 
device from class III into class n. In 
addition, FDA is codifying the 
reclassification of this device by adding 
new § 878.5030 to subpart E.
-The agency has determined under 21 

CFR 25.24(e)(2) that this action is of a 
type that does not individually or 
cumulatively have a significant effect on 
the human environment. Therefore, 
neither an environmental assessment 
nor an environmental impact statement 
is required.

After considering the economic 
consequences of approving this 
reclassification, FDA certifies that this 
final rule requires neither a regulatory 
impact analysis, as specified in 
Executive Girder 12291, nor a regulatory 
flexibility analysis, as specified in the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354). This reclassification will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities.
The petitioners and all future 
manufacturers of the generic type of 
device are relieved of the costs of 
complying with the premarket approval 
requirements in section 515 of the act 
(21 U.S.C. 360e).

There are no offsetting costs that 
manufacturers would incur from 
reclassification into class II other than 
those associated with complying with 
special controls after they are imposed. 
The actual cost of complying with these 
requirements cannot be determined in 
advance. The magnitude of the 
economic savings from approval of this 
petition depends on the number of
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studies that would have been required 
of the manufacturers had 
reclassification not occurred. These 
savings cannot be reliably calculated to 
permit quantification of the economic 
savings.
List of Subjects in 21 CFR Part 878

Medical devices.
Therefore, under the Federal Food, 

Drug, and Cosmetic Act and under 
authority delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs, 21 CFR part 878 is 
amended as follows:

PART 878-GEN ERAL AND PLASTIC 
SURGERY DEVICES

1. The authority citation for 21 CFR 
part 878 is revised to read as follows:

Authority: Secs. 501, 510, 513, 515, 520, 
522, 701 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C 351,360, 360c, 360e, 
360j, 3601, 371).

2. New § 878.5030 is added to subpart 
E to read as follows:
$ 878.5030 Natural nonabsorbable silk 
surgical suture.

(a) Identification. Natural 
nonabsorbable silk surgical suture is a 
nonabsorbable, sterile, flexible 
multifilament thread composed of an 
organic protein called fibroin. This 
protein is derived from the 
domesticated species Bombyx mori [B. 
mori) of the family Bombycidae. Natural 
nonabsorbable silk surgical suture is 
indicated for use in soft tissue 
approximation. Natural nonabsorbable 
silk surgical suture meets the United 
States Pharmacopeia (U.S.P.) 
monograph requirements for 
Nonabsorbable Surgical Suture (class I). 
Natural nonabsorbable silk surgical 
suture may be braided or twisted; it may 
be provided uncoated or coated; and it 
may be undyed or dyed with an FDA 
listed color additive.

(b) Classification. Class II (special 
controls).

Dated: October 20,1993. - 
Michael R. T ay lor,
Depu ty Commissioner for Policy.
[FR Doc 93-26209 Filed 10-25-93; 8:45 ami
BILLING COOK 416O-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Housing— Federal Housing 
Commissioner

24 CFR Parts 207,213,221, and 236 

[Docket No. R-93-1660; FR-3342-M)1)

RIN 2502-AG04

Deletion of the 90-Percent-of-Value 
Criterion in Section 223(a)(7) 
Refinancing

AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing-Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD.
ACTION: Interim  rule.

SUMMARY: Section 223(a)(7) of the 
National Housing Act authorizes the 
Department to insure mortgages given to 
refinance existing mortgages insured 
under the Act. In the past, 
implementing regulations have imposed 
several conditions on such refinancings, 
in some cases including that the new 
mortgage amount may not exceed 99 
percent of the value of the property. The 
90 percent-of-value criterion is not 
mandated by statute and does not 
strengthen the protection provided by 
the other conditions to refinancing. 
Further, in the current real estate 
market, this criterion may preclude 
some troubled projects from lowering 
their debt service payments and gaining 
a more sound financial footing. 
Therefore, in order to avoid unnecessary 
defaults on insured mortgages and 
protect the Insurance Fund, the 
Department is removing the 90 percent- 
of-value criterion for section 223(a)(7) 
refinancings.
DATES: Effective date: November 26,
1993.

Sunset date: This interim rule will 
automatically expire on October 26,
1994.

Comment due date: December 27, 
1993.
ADDRESSES: Interested persons are 
invited to submit comments regarding 
this rule to the Rules Docket Clerk, 
Office of General Counsel, room 10276, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20410-0500. 
Communications should refer to the 
above docket number and title.
Facsimile (FAX) comments are not 
acceptable. A copy of each 
communication submitted will be 
available for public inspection and 
copying between 7:30 a.m. and 5:30 
p.m. weekdays at the above address.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jessica Franklin, Director, Policies and 
Procedures Division, room 6138, 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, DC. 20410, telephone (202) 
708-2556, or (202) 708-4594 (voice/ -  
TDD). (These are not toll-free telephone 
numbers.)
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Justifications for Interim Rulemaking
In general, the Department publishes 

a rule for public comment before issuing 
a rule for effect, in accordance with its 
own regulations on rulemaking in 24 
CFR part 10. However, part 10 does 
provide for exceptions from that general 
rule where the agency finds good cause 
to omit advance notice and public 
participation. The good cause 
requirement is satisfied when prior 
public procedure is “impracticable, 
unnecessary, or contrary to the public 
interest” (24 CFR 10.1). The Department 
finds that good cause exists to publish 
this rule for effect without first 
soliciting public comment, in that prior 
public procedure is unnecessary and 
contrary to the public interest. The rule 
will eliminate an unnecessary criterion 
that operates against the public interest 
in the refinancing of certain HUD- 
insured mortgages.

The Department invites public 
comment on the rule: The comments 
received within the 60-day comment 
period will be considered during 
development of a final rule that would 
supersede this interim rule.
Background

Section 223(a)(7) of the National 
Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1715n(a)(7)) 
authorizes HUD to insure mortgages 
given to refinance existing HUD-insured 
mortgages under any section or title of 
the Act. Implementing provisions are 
included within each of the regulations 
under which HUD has authorized 
refinancing insurance pursuant to 
section 223(a)(7), including 24 CFR 
parts 207, 213, 220, 221, 231, 232, 236, 
241, and 242. (Because 24 CFR 220.501, 
231.1, and 232.42 reference 
requirements in part 207, the changes 
made to § 207.32 in this rule will also 
affect parts 220, 231, and 232.)

Each of these parts limits the 
principal amount of the new 
(refinanced) mortgage to the lower of: (a) 
The original principal amount of the 
existing mortgage, or (b) the unpaid 
balance of the existing insured 
mortgage, to which certain HUD- 
approved items may be added. This 
limit is derived from the requirements 
of the National Housing Act.
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In addition, each of these parts, 
except parts 241 (supplemental loans) 
and 242 (hospitals), provides that the 
new mortgage amount may not exceed 
90 percent of the Commissioner’s 
estimate of value of the project after 
completion of any repairs, 
improvements, or additions to the 
property. Unlike the limitation noted 
above, the 90 percent-of-value criterion 
is not a statutory requirement, even 
though the criterion parallels similar 
statutory requirements of the underlying 
mortgage programs. In times of 
increasing real estate values and 
booming rental housing markets, the 90 
percent limit rarely controls section 
223(a)(7) refinancings.

However, the Department has 
received comments from project owners 
and their representatives, and from its 
own Field Office staff, regarding the 
impact of the 90 percent-of-value limit 
on underwriting the refinancing of 
mortgages for troubled projects 
currently in the Department’s existing 
portfolio. Many projects are troubled 
because of depressed rent levels'and 
slow rent-up, or were overmortgaged 
due to poor underwriting by coinsuring 
lenders and are now fully insured by the 
Department; some were financed at 
relatively high interest rates. A portion 
of these troubled projects are now in 
danger of default on their HUD-insured 
mortgages. By refinancing, and thereby 
reducing their debt service payments to 
a level that can be supported by their 
net income, some of these troubled 
projects could be in better financial 
condition. In turn, the Department’s 
exposure in its existing portfolio would 
be reduced, and the Insurance Fund 
would be better protected.
Interim Rule

The Department believes that this rule 
change will provide an acceptable 
alternative to allowing troubled projects 
to default, resulting in claims against 
the Department’s Insurance Fund. 
Because section 223(a)(7) mortgages are 
already limited by the amount of the 
original insured mortgage, the public 
interest and the Department’s Insurance 
Fund will be better served by allowing 
these loans to be refinanced to take 
advantage of lower rates. Therefore, the 
90 percent-of-value criterion is being 
removed from those sections of the 
regulations where it may adversely 
affect a mortgagor’s ability to refinance 
a loan under section 223(a)(7) of the 
National Housing Act.

In keeping witn the aforestated 
purposes for making this change and in 
order to better manage the workload that 
could result from the more than 10,000 
projects in HUD’s portfolio that

potentially could benefit from 
refinancing their current mortgages,
HUD will apply the following priority 
criteria in processing such applications.

(1) Beginning with the effective date 
of this rule ana for the period 60 days 
thereafter, HUD will accept applications 
for refinancing on projects pursuant to 
section 223(a)(7) with current interest 
rates that are nine (9) percent or higher. 
Projects with debt service coverage 
equal to or less than 1.10, or where 
refinancing will provide a means for 
completion of needed repairs or to 
increase payments to the reserve for 
replacements, will be given priority in 
processing.

(2) Beginning 90 days after the 
effective date of this ride, HUD will 
accept applications for refinancing 
pursuant .to section 223(a)(7) in 
connection with any eligible project. 
Priority for processing will be as 
described above.
Other Matters
E.O. 12866

This rule was reviewed by the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) 
under Executive Order 12866 on 
Regulatory Planning and Review, issued 
by the President on September 30,1993. 
Changes made in the rule subsequent to 
its submission to OMB are identified in 
the docket file, which is available for 
public inspection as provided under the 
section of this preamble entitled 
“ ADDRESSES.”

Regulatory Flexibility Act
The Secretary, in accordance with the 

Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C 
605(b)), has reviewed this rule before 
publication and by approving it certifies 
that this rule does not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The rule 
deletes a counterproductive restriction 
that unnecessarily limits the refinancing 
of certain HUD-insured mortgages. By 
removing this restriction, the 
Department hopes to avoid unnecessary 
defaults by viable projects and resulting 
losses to the Department’s Insurance 
Fund.
Environmental Review

In accordance with 40 CFR 1508.4 of 
the regulations of the Council on 
Environmental Quality and 24 CFR 
50.20 of the HUD regulations, the 
policies and procedures contained in 
this rule relate only to the establishment 
of loan limits and approval of mortgage 
refinancing under section 223(a)(7) of 
the National Housing Act, and, 
therefore, are categorically excluded 
from the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act.

Executive Order 126121 Federalism
The General Counsel, as the 

Designated Official under section 6(a) of 
Executive O der 12612, Federalism, has 
determined that the policies contained 
in this rule will not have substantial 
direct effects on states or their political 
subdivisions, or the relationship 
between the federal government and the 
states, or on the distribution of power 
and responsibilities among the various 
levels of government. As a result, the 
rule is not subject to review under the 
Oder. The rule is limited to removing 
an unnecessary restriction on 
refinancing certain HUD-insured 
mortgages at more favorable rates.
Executive Order 12606, the Family

The General Counsel, as the 
Designated Official under Executive 
Order 12606, The Family, has 
determined that this rule does not have 
potential for significant impact on 
ramily formation, maintenance, and 
general well-being, and, thus, is not 
subject to review under the Order. No 
significant change in existing HUD 
policies or programs would result from 
promulgation of this rule, as those 
policies and programs, relate to family 
concerns.

This rule was listed as sequence 1469 
in the Department’s Semiannual Agenda 
of Regulations published on April 26, 
1993 (58 FR 24382, 24415) under 
Executive Order 12866 and the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance program number is 14.231.
List of Subjects
Part 207

Manufactured homes, Mortgage 
insurance, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Solar energy.
Part 213

Cooperatives, Mortgage insurance, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements.
Part 221

Low and moderate income housing. 
Mortgage insurance, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements.
Part 236

Grant programs—housing and 
community development, Low and 
moderate income housing. Mortgage 
insurance, Rent subsidies, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements.

For the reasons stated in the 
preamble, parts 207,213,221, and 236 
of title 24 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations are amended as follows.
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PART 207—MULTIFAMILY HOUSING 
MORTGAGE INSURANCE

1. The authority citation for part 207 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.G 1713 and 1715b; 42 
U.S.G 3535(d). Sections 207.258 and 
207.258b are also issued under 12 U.S.C. 
1701z-ll(e).

$207.32 [Amended]
2. In § 207.32, paragraph (a)(3) is 

removed.

PART 213—COOPERATIVE HOUSING 
MORTGAGE INSURANCE

3. The authority citation for part 213 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 1715b, 1715e; 42 
U.S.C. 3535(d).

§ 213.45 [Amended]
4. In § 213.45, paragraph (d)(l)(iii) is 

removed.

PART 221— LOW COST AND 
MODERATE INCOME MORTGAGE 
INSURANCE

5. The authority citation for part 221 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 1715b and 1715/; 42 
• U.S.G 3535(d); sec. 221.544(a)(3) is also 
issued under 12 U.S.G 1707(a).

§221.560 [Amended]
6. In § 221.560, paragraph (a)(l)(iii) is 

removed.

PART 236—MORTGAGE INSURANCE 
AND INTEREST REDUCTION 
PAYMENT FOR RENTAL PROJECTS

7. The authority citation for part 236 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 12 U.S.C. 1715b and 1715Z-1; 
42 U.S.G 3535(d).

§ 236.40 [Amended]
8. In § 236.40, paragraph (b)(l)(iii) is 

removed.
Dated: October 21,1993.

Nicolas P. Rets in as,
Assistant Secretary for Housing—Federal 
Housing Commissioner.
[FR Doc. 93-26335 Filed 10-25-93; 8:45 ami 
BILUNO COOS 4210-27-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

31 CFR Part 11

Operation o! Vending Facilities by the 
Blind on Federal Property Under the 
Control of the Department of the 
Treasury

AGENCY: Treasury.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule sets forth the 
requirements concerning the operation 
of vending facilities by die blind on 
Federal property under the control of 
the Department of the Treasury. These 
revisions are necessary to conform 
current regulations with statutory 
changes.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 26,1993.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert T. Harper, room 6140, Treasury 
Annex Building, 15th and Pennsylvania 
Ave. NW, Washington, DC 20220, (202) 
622-0500, not a toll-free call. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Randolph-Sheppard Vending Stand Act 
(Act of June 20,1936,49 Stat. 1559, 20 
U.S.C. 107 et seq.) sets forth certain 
requirements concerning the operation 
of vending facilities in Federal 
buildings. This Act was amended by the 
Vocational Rehabilitation Amendments 
of 1954 (Act of August 3,1954; 68 Stat. 
663) and Randolph-Sheppard Act 
Amendments of 1974 (Ihib. L. 93-516 
and 93-651). Implementing regulations 
of the Secretary of Education are 
published at 34 CFR part 395. This final 
rule conforms the Department’s existing 
regulations to the 1974 amendments and 
the regulations of the Secretary of 
Education.

Because this rule merely conforms the 
Department’s regulations to law and the 
regulations of the Secretary of 
Education, notice and public comment 
are not required pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
553 (a)(2) and (b)(B), and a delayed 
effective date is not required pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 553 (a)(2) and (d)(3). For 
similar reasons, this rule is not subject 
to Executive Order 12291. Because no 
notice of proposed rulemaking is 
required, the provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 
et seq.) do not apply.
List of Subjects in 31 CFR Part 11 

Blind, Federal buildings and facilities. 
For the reasons set forth in the 

preamble, part 11 of subtitle A of title 
31 CFR, is revised to read as follows:

PART 11— OPERATION OF VENDING 
FACILITIES BY THE BLIND ON 
FEDERAL PROPERTY UNDER THE 
CONTROL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TREASURY

Sec.
11.1 Purpose.
11.2 Policy.
11.3 Definitions.
11.4 Establishing vending facilities.
11.5 Application for permit.
11.6 Terms of permit.
11.7 Enforcement procedures.
11.8 Reports.

Authority: 49 Stat 1559, as amended by 
Act of Aug. 3,1954, Pub. L. 83-565,68 Stat.

663, as further amended by Pub. L. 93-516,
88 Stat 1622, (20 U.S.G 107).

$11.1 Purpose.
This part contains policy and 

procedures to ensure the priority of 
blind vendors in operating vending 
facilities on property controlled by the 
Department of the Treasury. The 
provisions of this part apply to all 
bureaus, the Departmental Offices and 
the Office of Inspector General.
§11.2 Policy.

Blind vendors licensed by State 
licensing agencies designated by the 
Secretary of Education under the 
provisions of the Randolph-Sheppard 
Act (20 U.S.C. 107 et seq.) shall be given 
priority in the location and operation of 
vending facilities, including vending 
machines, on property controlled by the 
Department of the Treasury, provided 
the location or operation of such facility 
would not adversely affect the interests 
of the United States. Treasury bureaus 
shall ensure that the collection and 
distribution of vending machine income 
from vending machines on Treasury- 
controlled property shall be in 
compliance with the regulations set 
forth in 34 CFR 395.32. Blind vendors 
shall also be given priority on Treasury- 
controlled property in the operation of 
cafeterias according to 34 CFR 395.33.
$11.3 Definitions.

Terms used are defined in 34 CFR 
395.1, except that as used in this part, 
the following terms shall have the 
following meanings:

(a) Department of the Treasury 
controlled property means any Federal 
building, land, or other real property 
owned, leased, or occupied by a bureau 
or office of the Department of the 
Treasury, of which the maintenance* 
operation, and protection is under the 
control of the Department of the 
Treasury.

(b) The term bureau means any 
bureau or office of the Department of the 
Treasury and such comparable 
administrative units as may hereafter be 
created or made a part of the 
Department, and includes the 
Departmental Offices mid the Office of 
Inspector General. The “head of the 
bureau’’ for the Departmental Offices is 
the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
(Administration).
$ 11.4 Establishing vending facilities.

(a) Treasury bureaus shall not acquire 
a building by ownership, rent, or lease, 
or occupy a building to be constructed, 
substantially altered, or renovated 
unless it is determined that such 
buildings contain or will contain a 
“satisfactory site,” as defined in 34 CFR


