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Latest Edition

Guide to Record Retention
Requirements

[Revised as of January 1, 1969]

This useful reference tool is designed
to keep businessmen and the general
public informed concerning the many
published requirements in Federal laws

them, and (3) how long they must be
kept. Each digest carries a reference to
the full text of the basic law or regulation
providing for such retention.

and regulations relating to record

retention. The booklet’s index, numbering over

2,000 items, lists for ready reference
the categories of persons, companies,
and products affected by Federal
record retention requirements.

‘The 86-page “Guide” contains over 900
digests which tell the user (1) what type
records must be kept, (2) who must keep
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Rules and Regulations

Title 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Chapter —Administrative Committee
of the Federal Register

CFR CHECKLIST
1969 lIssuances

This checklist prepared by the Office
of the Federal Register, is published in
the first issue of each month. It is ar-
ranged in the order of CFR titles, and
shows the issuance date and price of re-
vised volumes and supplements of the
Code of Federal Regulations issued to
date during 1969. New units issued dur-
ing the month are announced on the
inside cover of the daily FEDERAL REGIS-
TER as they become available.

Order from Superintendent of Docu-
ments, Government Printing Office,

Washington, D.C. 20402.

CFR unit (as of Jan. 1, 1969) : Price
3 1936-1938 Compilation____ $6.00

1968 Compilation_________ .75
4 (Rev.) oo .50
7 Parts:
0-45 (ReV.) oo~ 2.50
46-51 (Rev.) o= 1.75
52 (ReV.) oo 3.00
53-209 (Rev.) e 3.00
750-899 (Rev.) . _______ 1.75
900-944 (Rev.) - _________ 1.50
1000-1029 (Rev.) oo __ 1.50
1030-1059 (Rev.) —_________ 1.25
1060-1089 (Rev.) ——————____ 1.25
1090-1119 (Rev.) —_________ 1.25
2120-1199 (Rev.) e 1.25
1200-1499 (Rev.) - _____ 2.50
1500-end (Rev.) ._________ 1.50
8 (Rev.) o ___ 1.00
10 (ReV.) oo 1.50
11 [Reserved]
12 Parts:
1-299 (Rev.) - ________ 2.00
300-end (Rev.) . _______ 2.00
13 (Rev.) 1.25
14 Parts:
1-59 (ReV.) oo 2.75
60-199 (Rev.) . ____ 2.50
15 (ReV.) com 2.00
16 Parts:
0-149 (Rev.) oo 2.75
150—end (Rev.) o _____ 2.00
18 (Rev.) . ____ 4.00 .
20 (ReV.) oo 3.50
21 Parts: .
1-119 (R€V.) e 1.75
120-129 (ReV.) oo 1.75
22 (ReV.) oo 1.75
23 (ReV.) oo .35
24 (ReV.) oo 2.00
25 (ReV.) e 1.75
26 Parts:
1 (§§1.01-1.300) (Rev.)___. 3.00
1 (§§1.301-1.400) (Rev.)_-. 1.90
1 (§81.501-1.640) (Rev.)._ 1.25
1 (88 1.641-1.850) (Rev.)__- 1.50
2-29 (Rev.) oo~ 1.25
30-39 (RevV.) oo e 1.25

Price
40-169 (Rev.) oo ccmme = $2.50

300499 (Rev.) oo 1.25
500-599 (Rev.) oo - 1.50
600-end (Rev.) ——_________ .65
27 (Rev.) — .45
28 (R€V.) comooemmeeee 1.00
29 Parts:
0499 (Rev.) o ______ 1.50
500-899 (Rev.) - 3.00
900-end (Rev.) —_________. 1.25
30 (ReV.) oo 1.50
31 (R&V.) oo 2.75
32 Parts:
40-399 (Rev.) o 2.75
400-589 (Rev.) oo~ 2.00
590-699 (Supp.) —cceeeee .50
700-799 (Rev.) - ______ 3.50
800-999 (Rev.) . ______ 2.00
2000-1199 (Rev.) oo 1.50
1200-1599 (Rev.) . 1.75
1600-end (Rev.) ____._____ 1.00
32A (ReV.) oo 1.25
-33 Parts 1-199 (Rev.) _______ 2.50
35 (SUpPP.) ccem e .35
36 (ReV.) oo 1.25
37T Supp.) oo .30
41 Chapters:
1(Rev.) oo 2.75
2-4 (ReV.) oo 1.00
5-5D (ReV.) oo 1.25
6-17T (Rev.) o 3.25
18 (Rev.) 3.25
19-100 (ReV.) - 1.00
101-end (Rev.) . _____ 1.75
43 Parts:
1-999 (Rev.) ______________ 1.2
1000-end (Rev.) —_________ 2.75
44 (ReV.) cooom - .45
46 Parts:
146-149 (Rev.) . ____ 3.75
150-199 (Rev.) . _________ 2.50
200-end (Rev.) . _______ 3.00
47 Parts:
0-19 (Rev.) o ___ 1.50
20-69 (Rev.) . __________ 2.00
70-79 (Rev.) oo 1.75
49 Parts:
1000-1199 (Rev.) __________ 1.25
1300-end (Rev.) . _____ 1.00
50 (Rev.) o ____ 1.25

Title 9—ANIMALS AND -
ANIMAL PRODUCTS

Chapter I—Agricultural Research
Service, Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION
OF ANIMALS AND POULTRY

PART 97—OVERTIME SERVICES RE-
LATING TO IMPORTS AND EXPORTS

Administrative Instructions Prescrib-
ing Commuted Travel Time Allow-
ances

Pursuant to the authority conferred
upon the Director of the Animal Health

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 125—TUESDAY, JULY

Division by § 97.1 of the regulations con-
cerning overtime services relating to im-
ports and exports, effective July 31, 1966
(9 CFR 97.1), administrative instruc-
tions (9 CFR 91.2) effective July 30, 1963,
as amended May 18, 1964 (29 F.R. 6318),
December 17, 1964 (29 F.R. 16316),
April 12, 1965 (30 F.R. 4609), June 18,
1965 (30 F.R. 7893), June 7, 1966 (31
F.R. 8020), October 11, 1966 (31 F.R.
13114), November 1, 1966 (31 F.R.
13939), November 23, 1966 (31 F.R.
14826), February 14, 1967 (32 F.R.
20843), April 15, 1967 (32 F.R. 6021),
August 26, 1967 (32 F.R. 12441), Sep-
tember 29, 1967 (32 F.R. 13650), Febru-
ary 9, 1968 (33 F.R. 2756), March 7, 1968
(33 F.R. 4248), July 13, 1968 (33 F.R.
10085), July 31, 1968 (33 F.R. 10839),
August 15, 1968 (33 F.R. 11587), Sep-
tember 25, 1968 (33 F.R. 14399), Novem-
ber 8, 1968 (33 F.R. 16382), December 14,
1968 (33 F.R. 18573), February 1, 1969
(34 F.R. 1586), and June 3, 1969 (34 F.R.
8697), prescribing the commuted travel
time that shall be included in each pe-
riod of overtime or holiday duty, are
hereby amended by adding to or deleting
from the respective “lists” therein as
follows:

WITHIN METROPOLITAN AREA
ONE HOUR

Add: Stapleton International
(served from Arvada, Colo.).

This commuted travel time period has
been established as nearly as may be
practicable to cover the time necessarily
spent in reporting to and returning from
the place at which the employee per-
forms such overtime or holiday duty
when such travel is performed solely on
account of such overtime or holiday duty.
Such establishment depends upon facts
within the knowledge of the Animal
Health Division.

It is to the benefit of the public that
this instruction be made effective at the
earliest practicable date. Accordingly,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, it is found upon
good cause that notice and public pro-
cedure on this instruction are impracti-
cable, unnecessary, and contrary to the
public interest, and good cause is found
for making this instruction effective less
than 30 days after publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

(64 Stat. 561; 7 U.S.C. 2260)

Effective date. This amendment shall
become effective upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Done at Hyattsville, Md., this 25th day
of June 1969.

Airport

R. E. OMOHUNDRO,
Acting Director, Animal Health
Division, Agricultural Re-
search Service.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7726; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:48 a.m.]
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Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter VIl—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart-
ment of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS

[Amdt. 7]
PART 722—COTTON

Subpart—Marketing Quotas for the
1966 and Succeeding Crops of Up-
land Cotton and Extra Long Staple
Cotton

1969 RATES OF PENALTY

This amendment is issued pursuant to
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
as amended (52 Stat. 31, as amended; 7
U.8.C. 1281 et seq.). The purpose of this
amendment is to establish thé 1969 rates
of penalty for excess upland cotton and
extra long-staple cotton.

It is essential that the penalty rates be
made available to producers and cotton
buyers as soon as possible. Establishment
of such rates involves a mathematical
computation in accordance with the
statutory formula. Accordingly, it is
hereby determined and found that com-
pliance with the notice, public procedure,
and 30-day effective date requirements of
5 U.B.C. 553 is impracticable and con-
trary to the public interest and this
amendment shall be effective upon filing
of this document with the Director, Office
of the Federal Register.

Section 722.100 of the regulations for
Marketing Quotas for the 1966 and Suc-
ceeding Crops of Upland Cotton and
Extra Long Staple Cotton (31 F.R. 6573,
9445, 13035, 15791, 32 F.R. 9298, 33 F.R.
6701, and 9387) is amended by adding
the following new paragraph (d) at the
end thereof:

§ 722,100 Penalty rate for cach crop
year.
* * * * *

(d) 1969 crop—(1) Upland cotton.
The parity price for upland cotton effec-
tive as of June 15, 1969, is 47.80 cents per
pound. The rate of penalty for upland
cotton produced in 1969 as calculated
on the basis of 50 percent of such parity
price in accordance with § 722.79 shall
be 23.9 cents per pound of upland lint
cotton.

(2) Extra long staple cotton. The
parity price for ELS cotton, effective as
of June 15, 1969, is 77 cents per pound.
The rate of penalty for ELS cotton pro-
duced in 1969 as calculated on the basis
of 50 percent of such parity price shall
be 38.5 cents per pound of ELS lint
cotton.

(Secs. 346, 347, 375, 63 Stat. 674, as amended,
83 Stat. 675, as amended, 562 Stat. 66, as
amended, 7 U.8.C. 1346, 1347, 1375)

Effective date: Date of filing this docu-
ment with the Director, Office of the
Federal Register.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Signed at Washington,
June 25, 1969.

CARROLL G. BRUNTHAVER,
Acting Administrator, Agri-
cultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service.

[F.R. Doc. 69-T749; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:49 a.m.]

D.C, on

Chapter IX—Consumer and Market-
ing Service (Marketing Agreements
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables,
Nuts), Department of Agriculture

[Grapefruit Reg. 67, Amdt. 5]

PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT,
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS
GROWN IN FLORIDA

Limitation of Shipments

Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market-
ing agreement, as amended, and Order
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905),
regulating the handling of oranges,
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos
grown in Florida, effective under the ap-
plicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations of the
committees established under the afore-
said amended marketing agreement and
order, and upon other available infor-
mation, it is hereby found that the limi-
tation of shipments of grapefruit, as
hereinafter provided, will tend to effectu-
ate the declared policy of the act.

(2) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con-
trary to the public interest to give pre-
liminary notice, engage in public rule-
making procedure, and postpone the
effective date of this amendment until
30 days after publication thereof in the
FeEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that
the time intervening between the date
when information upon which this
amendment is based became available
and the time when this amendment must
become effective in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act is insufficient;
this amendment relieves restrictions on
the handling of grapefruit (grown in
Regulation Area I) during the period
June 27, through July 6, 1969, and on the
handling of all Florida grapefruit during
the period July 7, through September 14,
1969.

Order. In § 905.506 (Grapefruit Reg.
67, 33 F.R. 14066, 14169, 17893, 18429, 34
F.R. 7897), paragraph (a) is deleted and
a new paragraph (a) is substituted in
lieu thereof to read as follows:

§ 905.506 Grapefruit Regulation 67.
(a) Order. (1) During the period June

27, through July 6, 1969, no handler shall
‘ship between the production area and

any point outside thereof in the conti-
nental United States, Canada, or Mexico:

(i) Any grapefruit, grown in Regula-
tion Area I, which do not grade at least
U.S. No. 1 Golden;

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 34, NO. 125—TUESDAY, JULY

(ii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in
Regulation Area I, which are smaller
than 3%¢ inches in diameter except that
a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of
seedless grapefruit smaller than such
minimum size shall be permitted, which
tolerance shall be applied in accordance
with the provisions for the application
of tolerances specified in the U.S. Stand-
ards for Florida Grapefruit; :

(iii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in
the production area, which are smaller
than 319 inches in diameter except that
a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of
seeded grapefruit smaller than such
minimum size shall be permitted, which
tolerance shall be applied in accordance
with the provisions for the application
of tolerances specified in said U.S. Stand-
ards for Florida Grapefruit; or

(iv) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in
Regulation Area II, unless such grape-
fruit grade at least Improved No. 2 and
are not smaller than 3%g¢ inches in
diameter, except that a tolerance of 10
percent, by count, of seedless grapefruit
smaller than such minimum size shall be
permitted, which tolerance shall be ap-
plied in accordance with the provisions
for the application of tolerances speci- _
fied in said United States Standards for
Florida Grapefruit: Provided, That seed-
less grapefruit, grown in Regulation Area
II, which grade at least U.S. No. 1
Golden may be shipped if such grape-
fruit are not smaller than 3% inches in
diameter, except that a tolerance of 10
percent, by count, of seedless grapefruit
smaller than such minimum size shall be
permitted, which tolerance shall be ap-
plied in accordance with the provisions
for the application of tolerances speci-
fied in said U.S. Standards for Florida
Grapefruit.

(2) During the period July 7, through
September 14, 1969, no handler shall ship
between the production area and any
point outside thereof in the continental
United States, Canada, or Mexico:

(i) Any grapefruit, grown in the pro-
duction area, which do not grade at least
U.S. No. 2 Russet;

(ii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in
the production area, which are smaller
than 31%; inches in diameter except that
a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of
seeded . grapefruit smaller than such
minimum size shall be permitted, which
tolerance shall be applied in accordance
with the provisions for the application
of tolerances specified in the U.S. Stand-
ards for Florida Grapefruit; or

(iii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in
the production area, which are smaller
than 376 inches in diameter- except that
a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of
seedless grapefruit smaller than such
minimum size shall be permitted, which
tolerance shall be applied in accordance
with the provisions for the application of
tolerances specified in said U.S. Stand-
ards for Florida Grapefruit.

] * * * *

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.8.C.
601-674)

1, 1969



Dated June 26, 1969, to become effec-
tive June 27, 1969.

PauL A. NICHOLSON,
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg-
etable Division, Consumer and
Marketing Service.

|F.R. Doc. 69-7760; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:50 a.m.]

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter lIl—Federal Reserve System

SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

[Reg. Z]
PART 226—TRUTH IN LENDING
Miscellaneous Interpretations

§ 226.605 Rate charts and tables un-
available.

(a) Subject to certain conditions,
§ 226.6(f) of Regulation Z permits a
creditor to use an estimate or approxi-
mation of information when the infor-
mation is ‘“unknown or not available to
the creditor, and the creditor has made
a reasonable effort to ascertain it.”

(b) It appears that some creditors
who require special charts or tables in
order to operate with necessary efficiency
in compliance with Regulation Z, and
who have placed orders for such charts
or tables with suppliers of them, may
be unable to obtain such charts or tables
by July 1, 1969, the effective date of
Regulation Z.

(¢) In the circumstances indicated,
when the necessary charts or tables have
been ordered prior to July 1, 1969, and
are temporarily unavailable to a creditor
who has thus made a reasonable effort
to obtain them, § 226.6(f) permits the
creditor to use an estimate or approxi-
mation of the annual percentage rate
and other information during the in-
terim until they become available, sub-
ject, of course, to the other requirements
of that paragraph.

(Interprets and applies 15 U.8.C. 1631.)

§ 226.810 Disclosures—variable interest
rates.

(a) In some cases a note, contract, or
other instrument evidencing an obliga-
tion provides for prospective changes in
the annual percentage rate or otherwise
provides for prospective variation in the
rate. The question arises as to what dis-
closures must be made under these cir-
cumstances when it is not known at the
time of consummation of the transac-
tion whether such change will occur or
the date or amount of change.

(b) In such cases, the creditor shall
make all disclosures on the basis of the
rate in effect at the time of consumma-
tion of the transaction and shall also
disclose the variable feature.

(¢) If disclosure is made prior to the
consummation of the transaction that
the annual percentage rate is prospec-
tively subject to change, the conditions
under which such rate may be changed,

FEDERAL

RULES AND REGULATIONS

and, if applicable, the maximum and
minimum limits of such rate stipulated in
the note, contract, or other instrument
evidencing the obligation, such subse-
quent change in the annual percentage
rate in accordance with the foregoing
disclosures is a subsequent occurrence
under § 226.6(g) and is not a new trans-
action.

(Interprets and applies 15 U.S.C. 1634.)

§ 226.903 Refinancing and increasing—
disclosures and effects on the right
of rescission.

(a) In some cases the creditor of an
obligation will refinance that obligation
at the request of a customer by permit-
ting the customer to execute a new note,
contract, or other document evidencing
the transaction under the terms of which
one or more of the original credit terms,
including the maturity date of the ob-
ligation, is changed. Although such re-
financing constitutes a new transaction,
and all disclosures required under § 226.8
must be made, the question arises as to
whether that transaction is subject to
the right of rescission under § 226.9
where the obligation is already secured
by a lien on real property which is used
or expected to be used as the principal
residence of that customer.

(b) If the amount of such new trans-
action does not exceed the amount of
the unpaid balance plus any accrued and
unpaid finance charge on the existing
obligation, § 226.9 does not apply to the
transaction.

(c) If, however, the amount of such
new transaction is for an increased
amount, that is for an amount in excess
of the amount of the unpaid balance
plus any accrued and unpaid finance
charge on the existing obligation, § 226.9
applies to the transaction. However, such
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right of réscission applies only to such
excess and does not affect the existing
obligation (or related security interest)
for the unpaid balance plus accrued and
unpaid finance charge.

(d) The provisions of paragraph (b)
of this section and the second sentence of
paragraph (¢) of this section do not ap-
ply in the event that the obligation is
refinanced by a creditor other than the
creditor of the existing obligation.

(Interprets and applies 15 U.8.C. 1635)

Dated at Washington, D.C., the 20th
day of June 1969.

By order of the Board of Governors.

[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL,
Assistant Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7713; Filed, June 80, 1969;
8:47 am.]

Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE
PERSONNEL

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission

PART 550—PAY ADMINISTRATION
(GENERAL)

Pay Differentials for Irregular or
Intermittent Hazardous Duty

Appendix A to Subpart I of Part 550
is amended by revising and consolidat-
ing the two previous schedules of irreg-
ular or intermittent duties for which
hazard differential is authorized into one
schedule. The consolidation results from
the amendment of §550.904 effective
December 10, 1958, making only one
schedule necessary. This amendment is
effective on the first day of the first pay
period beginning after July 1, 1969.

APPENDIX A

SCHEDULE OF PAY DIFFERENTIALS AUTHORIZED FOR IRREGULAR OR INTERMITTENT IIAZARDOUS DUTY UNDER
SUBPART I

HAZARD PAY DIFFERENTIAL, OF PART 550 PAY ADMINISTRATION (GENERAL)

Irregular or intermittent duty

nosad oy Effect)
eetive d
differential ve date

Exposure to Hazardous Weather or Terrain:

(1) Work in rough and remote terrain. When working on cliffs, narrow ledges, or
near vertical mountainous sloggs where a loss of footing would result in serious
ing in areas where there is danger of rock falls or

injury or death, or when wor
avalanches.

(2) Traveling under hazardous conditions. (a) When travel over secondary or

25% First pay period
beginning after
July 1, 1969.

26% Do.

unimproved roads to isolated mountain top installations is required at night, or
under adverse weather conditions (such as snow, rain, or fog) which limits visi-
bility to less than 100 feet, when there is danger of rock, mud, or snow slides.

(b) When travel in the wintertime, either on foot or by mieans of vehicle, over
secondary or unimproved roads or snow trails, in sparsely scttled or isolated areas
to isolated installations is required when there is danger of avalanches, or during
“whiteout” phenomenon which limits visibility to less than 10 feet.

(¢) When work or travel in sparsely settled or isolated areas results in exposure
to tem&):mtures and/or wind velocity shown to be of considerable danger, or very
great danger, on the windchill chart (Appendix A-1), and shelter (other than
temporary shelter) or assistance is not readily available.

(3) Snow or ice removal operations. When participating in snowplowing or snow or
ice removal operations, regardless of whether on prlmnrg, secondary or other class of
roads, when (a) there is danger of avalanche, or (b) there is danger of missing the
road and falling down steep mountainous slopes because of lack of snow stakes,
“white-out’” conditons, or sloping ice-pack covering the snow.

(4) Water search and rescue operati Participating as a of a water search
and rescue team in adverse weather conditions when winds are blowing at 35 m.p.h.
(classificd as gale winds) or in water search and rescue operations conducted at night.

(6) Travel on Lake Pontcharirain. (a) When embarking, disembarking or traveling
in small craft (boat) on Lake Pontchartrain when wind direction is from north,
northeast, or northwest, and wind velocity is over 15 knots; or

(b) When travelling in small crafts, where craft is not radar equipped, on Lake
Pontchartrain is necessary due to emergency or unavoidable conditions and the trip
is made in a dense fog under fog run procedures,
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(6 U.8.C. 5695, E.O, 11257, 3 CFR 1964-19656
Comp., p. 367)

UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,

[sEAL] JAMES C. SprY,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.
[FR. Doc. 69-7780; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:51 am.]

Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter |—Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Department of Transpor-
tation .

[Alrspace Docket No. 69-SO-51]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to alter the Auburn, Ala., transi-
tion area.

The Auburn transition area is de-
scribed in §71.181 (34 F.R. 4637). In

the description, an extension is predi-
cated on the Tuskegee, Ala., VOR 056°
radial to provide controlled airspace pro-
tection for aircraft executing the VOR-1
instrument approach procedure. A new
preseribed instrument approach proce-
dure to Auburn-Opelika Airport, utiliz-
ing the Columbus, Ga., VOR 270° radial,
is to become effective August 21, 1969.
Concurrently, the existing VOR-1 in-
strument approach procedure will be
canceled. It is necessary to alter the
transition area description to provide
required controlled airspace protection
for IFR aircraft executing the new VOR
RWY 28 instrument approach procedure,
and revoke the extension predicated on
the Tuskegee, Ala., VOR 056° radial.

Since this amendment is less restric-
tive in nature and lessens the burden on
the public, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and action is

_taken herein to alter the description
accordingly.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., August
21, 1969, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the Auburn,
Ala., transition area is amended to read:

AUBURN, ALA.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of Auburn-Opelika Airport (lat. 32036'55'’
N., long. 85°26°10’* W.); within 2.5 miles
each side of Columbus, Ga., VOR 270° radial,
extending from the 5-mile radius area to
17.5 miles west of the VOR.

(Sec. 807(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.8.C. 1848(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act; 49 U.S.C. 18566(c))

FEDERAL
No. 126——2

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 19,
1969.
James G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7688; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:46 am.]

[Airspace Docket No. 69—S0-42]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On May 13, 1969, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (34 F.R. 7616), stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Mount Pleasant,
Tenn., transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an op-
portunity to participate in the rule mak-
ing through the submission of comments.
All comments received were favorable.

Subsequent to publication of the no-
tice, the geographic coordinate (lat. 35°-
33’15’ N.,long. 87°10°50’’ W.) for Maury
County Airport was obtained from Coast
and Geodetic Survey. It is necessary to
alter the description by appropriately in-
serting the geographic coordinate for the
airport.

Since this amendment is editorial in
nature, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and action is
taken herein to alter the description
accordingly.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., Au-
gust 21, 1969, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (34 F.R. 4637), the follow-
ing transition area is added:

MOUNT PLEASANT, TENN.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 9.5-mile
radius of Maury County Afrport (lat. 35°-
33’15’ N, long. 87°10°60"’ W.); within 9.6
miles southeast and 4.5 miles northwest of
the 060° and 227° bearings from Maury
County RBN (lat. 35°33'20’’ N., long. 87°10’-
57’ W.), extending from the 9.5-mile radius
area to 18.5 miles northeast and southwest
of the RBN.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;

49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act; 49 U.8.C. 1656(c))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 19,
1969.
JAMES G. ROGERS,
Director, Southern Region.
|F.R. Doc. 69-7689; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:45 am.]

Chapter ll—Civil Aeronautics Board

SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS
[Reg. ER-584, Amdt. 7]
PART 288—EXEMPTION OF AIR CAR-

RIERS FOR MILITARY TRANSPOR-
TATION

Miscellaneous Amendments

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics
Board at its office in Washington, D.C.,
on the 25th day of June 1969.
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On May 12, 1969, by notice of rule
making EDR~163 (3¢ F.R. 7707), the
Board proposed to amend Part 288 of the
economic regulations by setting new
minimum rates for Logair and Quick-
trans domestic military cargo charters.
Written data, views, and arguments have
been filed in response to the notice by
Overseas National Airways, Inc., Uni-
versal Airlines, Inc., and the Department
of Defense.! All comments and support-
ing materials before the Board have been
carefully considered, and all contentions
not otherwise disposed of herein are
rejected.

Upon consideration of the comments
the Board has determined to establish
as the fair and reasonable minimum
rates the rates listed as adopted in the
following table, which also sets forth
the current minimum rates and the mini-
mum rates proposed in the notice:

Linchaul rate per

course-flown Rate per
Aireraft type statute mile directed
landing
Logair Quicktrans
Current minimum rates
$0. 8645 $0. 8305 $50
1. 2654 1.3124 100
1. 2016 1. 1559 125
1. 6923 1. 6316 150
1,7534 1. 7905 150
1. 6013 1. 6414 150
1.6013 1. 6414 150
1.9076 1. 9587 150
2, 0864 2,1311 160
Propoged minimum rates
$L4nY $100
1. 1535 $1.1535 125
1. 4172 1, 4601 150
1, 4172 1, 4601 150
1.7253 1.7763 150
1.7253 1.7763 150
2.8346 2. 9014 225
3.3058 3.3764 275
Minimum rates adcpted
-46. . $0. 8645 $0. 8305 $50
h 1.3334 ... 125
- 1. 1535 1. 1535 125
! . 1.4144 1. 4573 150
DC-4-30_______. ... 1. 4144 1.4573 150
L-100-20________.._. 1. 6953 1. 7494 150

Rates for aircraft not included in the
notice. DoD recommended that rates be
established for all jets of the standard
(B-707/DC-8-50) and stretched (DC-8-
61 and 63) series and for the CL—44,
DC-7, and C-46. However, of the jet
series mentioned, cost information has
not been supplied for aircraft other than
the DC-8-55F and the DC-8-61/CF (for
which rates were proposed), these air-
craft have not previously had rates es-
tablished for Logair or Quicktrans, and
there is no information indicating the
extent of anticipated requirements. The
CL—44 and DC-T1 aircraft have been used
in prior years, but as indicated in the
notice, current cost information has not
been submitted for them and fiscal year

1No comments were received from the
other three carriers which submitted cost
forecasts, Airlift International, Inc.,, Saturn
Airways, Inc., and World Airways, Inc. North-
west Alrlines, Inc., which has a contract with
Military Airlift Command (MAC) for inter-
national charters, has petitioned in Docket
21084 for extension of Part 288 beyond July 1,
1969, to permit continuation of such services
pending completion of the rate review for
these operations.
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1969 rates were predicated on costs re-
flecting substantial annual operations at
reasonable daily utilizations, rather than
the occasional and infrequent use ap-
parently contemplated by DoD. There-
fore, we will not establish rates for those
aircraft which were not covered by our
notice. Moreover, in view of DoD’s advice
that it does not have an immediate re-
quirement for three- and four-engine jet
alrcraft, we will defer action on mini-
mum rates for the B-727, DC-8-50F, and
DC-8-61CF aircraft.? On the other hand,
in the case of the C—46, a current solicita-
tion of bids (RFP) indicates that a regu-
lar service is currently envisioned to meet
a special need for this limited capacity ®
aircraft. Accordingly, in the absence of
information disclosing that the fiscal
1969 rate no longer reflects costs appro-
priate for minimum rate purposes, we
shall accommodate DoD’s needs by ex-
tending the current C—46 rate as the fair
and reasonable minimum rate for fiscal
1970.

Separate rates for B-727 and L-100-20
aircraft. Our grouping of aircraft types
was based upon similarity of costs after
adjustment. However, DoD states that
the B-727 and the 1-100-20 are not suf-
ficiently interchangeable in ability to
support its airlift requirements since the
L-100-20 has capabilities* not met by
the B-727. In view of these representa-
tions we will establish separate rates for
the two aircraft types, based on their
individual cost characteristics. As indi-
cated above, action on the B-727 rate
will be deferred to a later date.

Depreciation. DoD urges the use of 15
percent residual values for turbojet and
AW-650 aircraft (rather than the 10
percent used in the notice) and the use
of an 8-year service life for the 1.-188C
.(rather than the 6-year life proposed) .

As to the residual values, DoD argues
that continuing maintenance avoids de-
terioration and that the resale values are
a minimum of 15 percent, especially in
view of the interchangeability of high
cost repairable sub-systems and service-
able engines. It states that a 2-year in-
crease in service life does not warrant a
one-third reduction in residual values;
that used turbojet aircraft have in re-
cent years consistently been sold for
amounts substantially higher than de-
preciated book value; and that 15 percent
is a conservative figure in light of per-
sistent inflationary factors inherent in
the economy and of the rising cost/price
pattern for sophisticated aircraft. With
respect to the AW-650 residual value,

DoD states that:-a decrease from last

s Since we are not now establishing rates
for the DC-8-60F and DC-8-61CF we need
not act now on the suggestion that uniform
ton-mile costs be used for these aircraft
types.

3The C-46 ACL approximates 13,000
pounds, as contrasted to the 22,000-pound
ACL for the AW-6560, which is the lowest
capacity aircraft included in our notice.

«Truck bed height of cargo deck, multiple
pallet-loading, ability to handle specialized
cargo, and straight-in tall end loading.
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years' 15 percent residual was not re-
quested by any carrier and has not been
supported.®

In our judgment, DoD’s position is
meritorious and we have decided to use
15 percent as the residual value for all
equipment covered by this order.’ In ad-
dition to the points raised by DoD, it may
be noted that a 14-year service life with
a 15 percent residual value is within the
range of industry usage for the DC-9-30
as shown on the carrier’s Form 41 reports,
and conforms to the depreciation policy
of Overseas, the only carrier which has
offered the DC-9-30 for MAC domestic
operations. With respect to the other air-
craft types, a 15 percent residual was
used in establishing rates for fiscal year
1968, and we agree with the DoD posi-
tion that there are insufficient grounds
for reducing those values at this time.

With respect to the proposed 6-year
service life for the L-188C, DoD argues
that this aircraft is, for all practical pur-
poses, a new type, notes that in the past
the Board used an 8-10-year life for the
turboprop L-<100, CL-44, and AW-650
aircraft, and points out that the AW-650
entered revenue service in 1959, at the
same time as the 1-188. Accordingly, DoD
suggests that an 8-year service life be
used. We have determined to adhere to
the service life proposed in the notice.
The notice extended the service life from
5 years to 6 years, and in view of the age
of the basic aircraft we believe this ex-
tension more reasonable than the 8-year
life advocated by DoD. Several 1.-188 air-
craft were retired by domestic certifi-
cated carriers last year, and while the
L-188C aircraft appear to be feasible for
commercial usage, it has a somewhat lim-
ited suitability. Moreover, comparison
with the AW-€50 service life is not valid,
since that life started some 5 years prior
to the L-188C conversion.

Overseas’ utilization for L-188 air-
craft. Overseas contends that the daily
aircraft utilization proposed in the no-
tice for the 1-188 is excessive. It urges
that because of the requirement of the
Quicktrans RFP that aircraft be “dedi-
cated”,” the aircraft utilization will be
less than contemplated. The carrier has
also studied the RFP’s in an attempt to
analyze aircraft preferences and has
noted the patterns it believes will be
awarded for various equipment types. On
the basis of this determination, ONA has
charted operations and maintenance
times and arrived at utilization figures
at 6.6 hours with six aircraft for Logair
and 5.4 hours with 5.1 aircraft for Quick-
trans for the 1-188. ONA also has pro-
vided a compilation of delays in Quick-

s DoD questions the full service life method
used in applying our depreciation policy to
the AW-650 modification, but we note that
this is the same method which has been used
in the case of other aircraft types.

¢ We are not at this time passing upon the
proper depreciation rates for three- and four-
engine jet aircraft.

7 A specified number of aircraft to be used
in performing the contract cannot be used
in other revenue service without prior
permission.
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trans service (both Government caused
and caused by weather and other fac-
tors) and claims that the magnitude of
the delays would result in unacceptable
schedule reliability if its utilization fig-
ure is not accepted.

One difficulty with the carrier’s posi-
tion is that it would alter 1188 utiliza-
tion because of the preferences it detects
in the RFP’s, but makes no changes in
utilization of other aircraft. Thus, no
change is indicated by ONA in utilization
for the DC-9 aircraft it offers, which are
grouped with the L-188, and no basis is
given for changes in utilization for the
L-100-20, which also will compete with
the L-188 for preference according to
ONA. Further, if ONA is correct with re-
spect to the aircraft patterns for which
preference will be given to the L-100-20,
there will be a substantial reduction in
L-188 Quicktrans procurement. However,
we are advised that no bid has been sub-
mitted for Quicktrans operations utiliz-
ing the L-100-20, and thus a major prem-
ise to ONA'’s conclusion may be contrary’
to fact. The short of the matter is that
the RFP’s do not, in this instance, give
a valid basis for concluding what awards
will be made to the carriers for the var-
ious aircraft types, and are an insuffi-
cient predicate for changing utilization
proposed in the notice, especially on a
piece-meal basis.

Universal’s landing rate for AW-650
aircraft. Universal takes issue with the
rate per directed landing element for its
AW-650 aircraft. The carrier refers to
its modification contract with the manu-
facturer and states that the contract
establishes a safe life based upon the
number of landings to be performed. In
light of this, the carrier contends that
aircraft amortization should be based
upon a ‘“safe life” tied to the number of
landings rather than upon conventional
depreciation methodology -based upon
years of anticipated service life. Ac-
cordingly, the carrier states that it
would delete from the linehaul por-
tion of the rate the allowance for
depreciation and obsolescence and add
into the stop charge an amortization
element which would produce a some-
what higher cost. It would also in-
crease the return allowance somewhadt,
because of the impact on operating mar-
gin, apply this charge to the linehaul
element, and then adjust the two ele-
ments to obtain an even $150 per land-
ing figure (as opposed to the $100 per
landing proposed in the notice). The re-
sult would be to increase the total rate
per statute mile flown at a 350-mile/
stage length from $1.6976 to $1.7033.

DoD opposes this change as incom-
patible with the rate structuring method
heretofore used and accepted. It also
urges that landing charges should not
be adjusted to reflect a “safe life”, stat-
ing that Universal’s support for that
contention, the contract between the car-
rier and the manufacturer, in no way
expresses the potential maximum struc-
tural integrity of the airplane, but rather
represents a minimum service warranty.
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'We agree with DoD as to the nature of
the agreement with the manufacturer
and would not apportion a “safe life”
charge to landings in lieu of depreciation
charged to both linehaul and stop charge
elements. However, we have reviewed the
AW-850 rates proposed in the notice and
have now concluded that the rate struc-
ture should be revised to reflect a higher
landing charge and a concomitant de-
crease in the linehaul charge. It appears
that the rate proposed in the notice of
$100 per landing is out of line with the
landing charges for other comparable
aircraft. The matter assumes importance
because the costs developed in the notice
were predicated upon a stage length of
350 miles, whereas it appears that the
average stage lengths to be performed on
the basis of the RFP's will be 269 miles.
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significance In the overall cost of the
operation, it is important that these costs
not be understated. Accordingly, we have
determined to change the structure by
increasing the landing charge to $125
(which conforms to the charge for the
DC-6A) and decreasing the linehaul rate
from $1.4119 to $1.3334.

Incorporation by reference. No other
comments were received with respect to
the minimum rates proposed, and, except
to the extent modified herein, the costs
and other findings contained in the
notice are incorporated herein by refer-
ence. For convenience of the users, the
modified adjusted costs * are summarized
below: .

8 These costs are detailed in the Appendix

which is filled as part of the original
Since landing costs will have a greater document.
Stage length Adjusted cost per course
C'arrier Aircraft type Number flown statute mile
aireraft
Logair Quicktrans Logair Quicktrans
Group A Cents Cents
Ovorsoas ..................... DC-H-30 - 5 400 450 179. 42 179. 56
verseas L-188C._. ... 8 400 450 183. 22 182. 48
Universnl ...... L-188C........ 13 400 450 176.13 176.77
Welghted average. ... .. ieiiiiiies i iiiiaeemeaaiao- 178.94 179. 0§,
All other:
Afrlife .. 100-20_ ... 3 400 450 207. 03 208. 27
Saturn .. ... ... ... DC-6A ... 12 414 414 145. 54 145. 54
Universal . _.__ ... __._...._ AW-650.______ 8 350 ... L. 169. 05 PR
L) JE R CH46...... ... ... 172 172 115. 67 112.17

1 Based on current rate.

Extension of expiration date. The cur-
rent rule provides that Part 288 shall ex-
pire on June 30, 1969. The rates for
Logair and Quicktrans are being estab-
lished for use during fiscal year 1970 and
we will provide for their expiration on
June 30, 1970, unless earlier rescinded by
the Board. However, as pointed out in the
notice, rates for MAC international
operations will be established at a later
date. Northwest Airlines, Inc., an inter-
national contractor, has requested that
Part 288 be extended to September 30,
1969, to correspond with the extension by
MAC of international contracts for fiscal
year 1969, and that amendments to Part
288 be made effective October 1, 1969. We
have decided to extend Part 288 to Octo-
ber 31, 1969, for international operations
to assure that adequate time will be pro-
vided for establishing the international
rates. The question of the effective date
for these rates will be left open, however,
and the extent of any retroactive effect
to be given the rates will be determined
at the time the rates are established.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Civil Aeronautics Board hereby amends
Part 288 of the economic regulations (14

CFR Part 288), effective July 1, 1969,° in
the following respects:
1. Section 288.7(b) is revised to read
as follows:
§ 288.7 Reasonable level of compensa-
tion.
* - * * *
(b) For Logair and Quicktrans serv-
ices, other than specified in paragraph
(¢) of thxs section:

Linehaul rate per course Rate por

Aireraft type flown statute mile

]andlng
Lngau‘ Quicktrans
$0. 8645 $0. 8305 $50
13334 ... 125
1.1535 1. 15635 125
1. 4144 1.4573 150
1. 4144 1.4573 150
1. 6953 1, 7494 150

°In light of the fact that the exemption
provided by Part 288 will expire unless effec-
tive action is taken prior to July 1, 1969, and
considering the matters discussed in the pre-
ceding paragraph of the text, we find that
notice with respect to the extension of the
exemptlon and public procedure thereon are
ticable, un y., and contrary to
the public lnterest. For these reasons, as
well as the-fact that the notice of rule making
proposed that the revised rates will be effec-
tive July 1, 1969, we find that good cause
exists for making the rule effective prior to
the expiration of the 30-day notice period.

impr
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2. Section 288.18 1s revised to read as
follows:

§ 288.18 Expiration.

(a) With respect to Logair and Quick-
trans services and substitute service
within the contiguous 48 States, this
part shall expire June 30, 1970, unless
rescinded by the Board at an earlier
date.

(b) With respect to foreign and over-
seas transportation, transportation be-
tween the 48 contiguous States, on the
one hand and Hawaii or Alaska, on the
other hand, and for transportation with-
in Alaska, including substitute service
therefor, this part shall expire Octo-
ber 31, 1969, unless rescinded by the
Board at an earlier date.

(c) The Board reserves the right to
rescind this part or any provision thereof
at any time, with or without notice or
hearing, as the public interest may
require.

(d) The transportation services per-
formed pursuant to the authorization
granted in this part do not constitute an
activity of a continuing nature within
the meaning of 5 U.S.C. 558(c).

(Secs. 204, 403, 416, Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended; 72 Stat. 748, 768, T71, as
amended; 49 U.S.C. 1324, 1373, 1386)

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

[SEAL] MABEL MCCART,
Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 69-7660; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:45 a.m.]

Title 16—COMMERCIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter |—Federal Trade Commission
[Docket No. C-1637]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Bernard Spivack & Co., Inc., and
Bernard Spivack

Subpart—Furnishing false guaranties:
§ 13.1053 Furnishing false guaranties:
13.1053-35 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Invoicing products falsely:
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-30 Fur
Products Labeling Act: § 13.1212 For-
mal regulatory and statutory require-
ments: 13.1212-30 Fur Products Label-
ing Act. Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or
deceptively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: 13.1852-35 Fur
Products Labeling Act.
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(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, sec.
8, 65 Stat. 179; 16 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease and
desist order, Bernard Spivack & Co., Inc., et
al., Chicago, Ill, Docket C-1537, May 22,
1969]

In the Matter of Bernard Spivack & Co.,
Inc., a Corporation, and Bernard
Spivack, Individually and as an Of-
ficer of Said Corporation

Consent order requiring a Chicago, I11.,
manufacturer of fur trimmed ladies’ gar-
ments to cease misbranding, falsely in-
voicing, and deceptively guaranteeing its
fur products.

‘The order to cease and desist, including
further order requiring report of compli-
ance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Ber-
nard Spivack & Co., Inc., a corporation,
and its officers, and Bernard Spivack,
individually and as an officer of said cor-
poration, and respondents’ representa-
tives, agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the introduction, or
manufacture for introduction, into com-
merce, or the sale, advertising or offer-
ing for sale in commerce, or the trans-
portation or distribution in commerce, of
any fur product; or in connection with
the manufacture for sale, sale, advertis-
ing, offering for sale, transportation or
distribution of any fur product which is
made in whole or in part of fur which has
been shipped and received in commerce,
as the terms “commerce,” “fur,” and “fur
product” are defined in the Fur Products
Labeling Act, do forthwith cease and
desist from:

A. Misbranding fur products by:

- 1. Representing, directly or by impli-
cation, on labels that the fur contained in
any such fur product is natural when
the fur contained therein is pointed,
bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or otherwise
artificially colored.

2. Falling to affix labels to fur prod-
ucts showing in words and in figures
plainly legible all of the information
required to be disclosed by each of the
subsections of sections 4(2) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act.

3. Falling to set forth on labels the
item numbers or marks assigned to fur
products.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing fur
products by :

1. Failing to furnish invoices, as the
term “invoice” is defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legible all the infor-
mation required to be disclosed by each
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Setting forth information required
on invoices under section 5(b) (1) of the
Fur Products Labeling Act and the rules
and regulations in abbreviated form.

3. Faliling to set forth on invoices the
item numbers or marks assigned to fur
products.

It i8 further ordered, That respondents
Bernard Spivack & Co., Inc., a corpora-
tion, and its officers, and Bernard
Spivack, individually and as an officer of
said corporation, and respondents’ rep-
resentatives, agents, and employees, di-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

rectly or through any corporate or other
device, do forthwith cease and desist
from furnishing a false guaranty that
any fur product is not misbranded, falsely
invoiced, or falsely advertised when the
respondents have reason to believe that
such fur product may be introduced, sold,
transported, or distributed in commerce.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent corporation shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each
of its operating divisions.

It is” further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 22, 1969.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] JosepH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7716; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:47 a.m.]

[Docket No. C-1535]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

J. C. Best, Inc., and David S. Levine

Subpart—Advertising falsely or mis-
leadingly: § 13.30 Composition  of
goods: 13.30-75 Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act; § 13.73 Formal reg-
ulatory and statutory requirements:
13.73-90 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act. Subpart—Misbranding or
mislabeling : § 13.1185 Composition:
13.1185-80 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act; § 13.1212 Formal regu-
latory and statutory requirements; 13.-
1212-80 Textile Fiber Products Identi-
fication Act. Subpart—Neglecting,
unfairly or deceptively, to make material
disclosure: § 13.1845 Composition: 13.-
1845-70 Textile Fiber Products Identi-
fication Act; § 13.1852 Formal regula-
tory and statutory requirements:
13.1852-70 Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 72
Stat. 1717; 16 U.S.C. 45, 70) [Cease and
desist order, J. C. Best, Inc.,, et al.,, Brain-
tree, Mass., Docket C-1535, May 22, 1969]

In the Matter of J. C. Best, Inc., a Cor-
poration, and David S. Levine,
Individually and as an Officer of
Said Corporation

Consent order requiring a Braintree,
Mass., retailer of rugs and carpeting to
cease misbranding and falsely advertis-
ing its textile fiber products. .

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents J. C.
Best, Inc., a corporation, and its officers,
and David S. Levine, individually and as
an officer of said corporation, and re-
spondents’ representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection

with the introduction, manufacture for
introduction, sale, advertising, or offer-
ing for sale, in commerce, or the trans-
portation or causing to be transported in
commerce, or the importation<into the
United States, of any textile fiber prod-
uct; or in connection with the sale, of-
fering for sale, advertising, delivery,
transportation, or causing to be trans-
ported, of any textile fiber product which
has been advertised or offered for sale
in commerce; or in connection with the
sale, offering for sale, advertising, de-
livery, transportation or causing to be
transported, after shipment in com-
merce, of any textile fiber product,
whether in its original state or contained
in other textile fiber products, as the
terms ‘“commerce” and “textile fiber
product” are defined in the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act, do forth-
with cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding textile fiber products
by:

1. Failing to affix a stamp, tag, label,
or other means of identification to each
such product showing in a clear, legible,
and conspicuous manner each element
of information required to be disclosed
by section 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act.

2. Failing to disclose on labels the re-
quired fiber content information as to
floor coverings, containing exempted
backings, fillings, or paddings, in such
manner as to indicate that it relates only
to the face, pile, or outer surface of the
floor covering and not to the exempted
backing, filling or padding.

B. Falsely and deceptively advertising
textile fiber products by:

1. Making any representations, by dis-
closure or by implication, as to fiber con-
tent of any textile fiber product in any
written advertisement which is used to
aid, promote or assist, directly or in-
directly, in the sale, or offering for sale
of such textile fiber product unless the
same information required to be shown
on the stamp, tag, label, or other means
of identification under sections 4(b) (1)
and (2) of the Textile Fiber Products
Identification Act is contained in the
said advertisement, except that the per-
centages of the fibers present in the tex-
tile fiber product need not be stated.

2. Failing to set forth in disclosing
fiber content information as to fioor cov-
erings containing exempted backings,
fillings or paddings, that such disclosure
relates only to the face, pile, or outer
surface of such textile fiber product and
not to the exempted backings, fillings, or
paddings.

3. Using a fiber trademark in advertis-
ing textile fiber products without a full
disclosure of the required fiber content
information in at least one instance in
said advertisement. .

4. Using a fiber trademark in adver-
tising textile fiber products containing
only one fiber without such fiber trade-
mark appearing at least once in the ad-
vertisement in immediate proximity and
conjunction with the generic name of the
fiber, in plainly legible and conspicuous
type.
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It is jurther ordered, That the
respondent corporation shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each
of its operating divisions.

It is jfurther ordered, That the
respondents herein shall, within sixty
(60) days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 22, 1969.
By the Commission.

[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 69-7714; Filed, June 30, 1969;
8:47 am.]

[Docket No. C-1538]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
* PRACTICES

Plaza Nine, Ltd., and Shirley M. Zakas

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§13.1185 Composition . 13.1185-80
Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act; 13.1185-90 Wool Products Label-
ing Act; §13.1212 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements: 13.1212-80
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act;
13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or de-
ceptively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory requirements: 13.1852-T70 Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act;
13.1852-80 Wool Products Labeling Act.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 16 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended, 72
Stat. 1717, secs. 2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130, 15
U.8.C. 456, 70, 68) [Cease and desist order,
Plaza Nine, Ltd., et al., Wichita, Kans., Docket
C-1638, May 23, 1969]

In the Matter of Plaza Nine, Ltd., a Cor-
poration, and Shirley M. Zakas, In-
dividually and as an Officer of Said
Corporation

Consent order requiring a Wichita,
Kans,, seller of textile and wool fiber
products to cease misbranding its mer-
chandise and failing to keep required
records,

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It i8 ordered, That respondents Plaza
Nine, Ltd., a corporation, and its officers,
and Shirley M. Zakas, individually and as
an officer of said corporation, and re-
spondents’ representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection with
the introduction, delivery for introduc-
tion, sale, advertising, or offering for sale,
in commerce, or the transportation or
causing to be transported in commerce,
or the importation into the United States,
of any textile fiber product; or in con-
nection with the sale, offering for sale,
advertising, delivery, transportation, or
causing to be transported of any textile
fiber product which has been advertised
or offered for sale in commerce, or in
connection with the sale, offering for
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sale, advertising, delivery, transportation,
or causing to be transported, after ship-
ment in commerce, of any textile fiber
product, whether in its original state or
contained in other textile fiber products,
as the term “commerce” and “textile
fiber product” are defined in the Textile
Fiber Products Identification Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from mis-
branding textile fiber products by failing
to affix labels to each such product show-
ing in a clear, legible and conspicuous
manner each element of information re-
quired to be disclosed by section 4(b) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act. .

It is further ordered, That respondents
Plaza Nine, Ltd., a corporation, and its
officers, and Shirley M. Zakas, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, and respondents’ representatives,
agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device, do
forthwith cease and desist from remov-
ing or mutilating, or causing or par-
ticipating in the removal or mutilation of,
the stamp, tag, 1label, or other identifica-
tion required by the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act to be affixed to any
textile fiber product, after such textile
fiber product has been shipped in com-
merce and prior to the time such textile
fiber product is sold and delivered to the
ultimate consumer, without substituting
therefor labels conforming to section 4
of said Act and the rules and regula-
tions promulgated thereunder and in the
manner prescribed by section 5(b) of
sald Act.

It is further ordered, That respondents
Plaza Nine, Ltd., a corporation, and its
officers, and Shirley M. Zakas, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, and respondents’ representatives,
agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device, do
forthwith cease and desist from failing
to keep such records when substituting a
stamp, tag, label, or other identification
pursuant to section 5(b) as will show the
information set forth on the stamp, tag,
label, or other identification that was re-
moved, and the name or names of the
person or persons from whom such textile
fiber product was received.

It is further ordered, That respond-
ents Plaza Nine, Ltd., a corporation, and
its officers, and Shirley M. Zakas, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, and respondents’ representatives,
agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
in connection with the introduction, into
commerce, or the offering for sale, sale,
transportation, distribution, delivery for
shipment or shipment, in commerce, of
wool products, as ‘“commerce’” and ‘“wool
product” are defined in the Wool Prod-
ucts Labeling Act of 1939, do forthwith
cease and desist from misbranding such
products by failing to securely affix to
or place on, each such product a stamp,
tag, label, or other means of identifica-
tion correctly showing in a clear and
conspicuous manner each element of in-
formation required to be disclosed by
section 4(a) (2) of the Wool Products
Labeling Act of 1939.
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It is further ordered, That respondents
Plaza Nine, Ltd., a corporation, and its
officers, and Shirley M. Zakas, individ-
ually and as an officer of said corpora-
tion, and respondents’ representatives,
agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device,
do forthwith cease and desist from re-
moving, or causing or participating in
the removal of, the stamp, tag, label, or
other identification required by the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 to be
afixed to wool products subject to the
provisions of such Act, prior to the time
any wool product subject to the provi-
sions of said Act is sold and delivered
to the ultimate consumer, without sub-
stituting therefor labels conforming to
section 4(a) (2) of said Act.

It is further ordered, That the respond-
ent corporation shall forthwith distribute
a copy of this order to each of its oper-
ating divisions.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have

complied with this order.
Issued: May 23, 1969.
By the Commission.
[sEAL] JosepH W. SHEA,
R Secretary.
|F.R. Doc. 69-7715; Filed, June 30, 1969;

8:47a.m.]

PART 500—REGULATIONS UNDER
SECTION 4 OF THE FAIR PACKAG-
ING AND LABELING ACT

Effective Date

The Federal Trade Commission pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER of May 27,
1969 (34 F.R. 8200) the adoption of the
regulations previously published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER of March 19, 1968 (33
F.R. 4718) pertaining to the Fair Packag-
ing and Labeling Act. The effec<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>