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and analog use, the analog input shall
be equipped with an audio low pass
filter as provided in paragraph (d), (e)

.or (f) of this section.
4. A new § 93.121, Is added to read as

follows:

§ 93.121 Provisions relating to the use of
scrambling devices.

Aalog scrambling techniques may
be employed at any station authorized
the use of A3 or F3 emission, provided
that station identification is transmit-
ted In the unscrambled mode (clear
voice) in accordance with the provi-
sions of § 93.152.

[FR Doec. 78-4337 Filed 2-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-60]

Title 49-Transportation

CHAPTER I-MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION
BUREAU, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[Docket No- HM-158, Amdt. No. 173-113],

PART 173-SHIPPERS--GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR SHIPMENTS AND

PACKAGINGS

Empty Canadian Tank Cars

AGENCY: Materials' Transportation
Bureau, DOT
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This amendment allows
empty Canadian tank cars to be re-
turned from the United States to
Canada if transported in conformity
with Canadian Transport Commission
(CTC) regulations. This amendment is
needed because of differences between
CTC and DOT placarding require-
ments that result from recent changes
to DOT requirements. The amend-
ment provides a minor enlargement of
existing DOT recognition of CTC reg-
ulations.
DATE: This amendment is effective
February 16, 1978.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT

Douglas A. Crockett, Chief Counsel's
Office, Research and Special Pro-
grams Directorate, Room 6222, 2100
Second Street SW., Washington,
D.C. 20590, phone: 202-755-4972.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A number of Canadian rail shippers of
liquefied petroleum gas have notified
DOT that they anticipate problems in
providing EMPTY placards specified
by DOT for tank cars returning to
Canada after delivery of liquefied pe-
troleum gas in the United States.
EMPTY placards, required for use on
tank cars only, are normally printed
on the reverse side of placards used
for full ladings, and the placard is re-
versed when the lading is removed.

Shipments of hazardous materials
moving from Canada intd the United

States, or through the United States Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb-
en route to Canada, are permitted by ruary 9, 1978.
49 CFR 173.8 to be placarded in con- L. D. SArrMAN,
formity with CTC regulations. Howev- Acting Director, Materials
er, recent changes to DOT placarding' Transportation Bureau.
requirements have resulted In differ- [FR Doc. 78-4148 Filed 2-15-78:8:45 am]
ences .between the EMPTY placards
speciled by DOT for use with tank
cars and those specified by CTC. This [4910-60]
amendment is being made in support
of the long-standing DOT recognition
of CTC regulations for Canadian ship- SUBCHAPTE -PIP"N sAFET
ments to United States consignees. - tAmdt. 195-13; Docket No. OPSO 71-41

This rule is a relaxation of existing
requirements and the Materials Trans- PART 195-TRANSPORTATION OF LIQUIDS BY
portation Bureau finds it Is in the PIPELINE CONVERSION OF EXISTING PIPE-porttio Burau indsit s inthe LINES TO LIQUID SERVICE
public interest to allow empty cars to
be returned to Canada in conformity AGENCY: Materials Transportation
with CTC regulations to avoid possible Bureau, Department of Transporta-
delays in the movement of propane tion.
and other hazardous materials from
Canada to the United States. As the ACTION: Final rule.
new DOT placarding requirements SUMMARY: This amendment permits
became mandatory for rail shipments a previously used steel pipeline to
on January 1, 1978, immediate action qualify for use in liquid service subject
is required. Consequently, public to Part 195 without meeting the
notice is dispensed with and this rule design and construction requirements
is effective immediately. applicable to a new pipeline. The need

This rule will not affect the cost of- for the amendment arises from chang-
regulatory enforcement nor impose ing transportation patterns for oil and
aded cto ntryn cons rs . gas in pipelines in the United States.added costs on industry, consumers or For example, as new sources of oil
Federal, State or local governments, become available and past gas sources
There will not be any significant envi- decline, significant cost savings and
ronmental or economic impact (E.O. environmental benefits are projected
11821; OMB Circular A-107) associated from the use of existing gas lines to
with this relaxation of existing re- carry oil,
quirements.The primary drafters of this docu- At the present time, however, theFederal liquid pipeline safety stan-
ment are Alan I. Roberts, Director, dards require that any pipeline placed
Office of Hazardous Materials Oper- in liquid service after March 31, 1070
ations, and Douglas A. Crockett, Chief (July 31, 1977, in the case of certain
Counsel's Office, Research and Special offshore lines), must be designed and
Programs Directorate. . constructed in accordance with the ap-

In consideration of the foregoing, plicable Federal safety standards. Al-
Part 173 of Title 49, Code of Federal though appropriate for newly installed
Regulations, is amended as follows: liquid lines, this requirement Is more

1. In § 173.8, paragraph (a) is revised stringent than necessary to provide
to read as follows' for public or employee safety when ap-

§ 173.8 Canadian shipments and packag-
ings.

(a) Shipments of hazardous materi-
als which conform to the regulations
of the Canadian Transport Commis-
sion (formerly the Board of Transport
Commissioners for Canada), may be
transported from the point of entry in
the United States to their destination
in the United States,-or through the
United States, en route to a point in
Canada. Empty rail tank cars may be
transported in conformity with Cana-
dian Transport Commission regula-
tions from point of origin in the
United States to point of 6ntry into
Canada.

(49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808: 49 CFR 1.53(e))

plied to steel lines being converted to
service subject to Part 195. It imposes
an unnecessary regulatory burden on
the future use of the nation's pipeline
transportation systems.

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 17, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORM ATION
CONTACT:

Frank E. Fulton, 202426-2082.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
To alleviate the regulatory burden and
the similarly undesirable effect of re-
quiring operators of converted pipe-
lines to obtain waivers from design
and construction requirements, the
Materials Transportation Bureau
(MTB) has adopted alternative safety
requirements governing the qualifica-
tion of existing steel pipelines for ser-
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-vice under Part 195. Under the new re-
quirements, a carrier prepares and fol-
lows a written conversion procedure.
The procedure must provide for visual
inspection and historical review of the
pipeline to identify actual or potential
sources of failures. The review must be
supplemented with appropiriate tests,
such as physical or chemical testing,
where historical records are insuffi-
cient to judge the line's condition.
Problem areas must be corrected, nor-
mally by repair, replacement, or other
alteration. A pressure test must be
performed to demonstrate that the
structural integrity of the pipeline is
sufficient for safe operation. Applica-
ble corrosion control requirements
must be met within 12 months after
the pipeline is placed in service. Final-
ly, the carrier must keep a record of
the investigations, tests, and remedial
measures conducted on the pipeline.

This amendment results from a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(Notice No. 77-3) issued by the Office
of Pipeline Safety Operations on April
4, 1977 (42 FR 18412, April 7, 1977).
The Notice was based, in part, on a pe-
tition by the American Petroleum In-
stitute to establish alternative require-
ments governing the safety of existing
pipelines being converted to service

* under Part 195. Interested persons
were invited -to participate in the rule-
making proceeding by submitting writ-
ten data, views, or arguments by May

. 13, 1977.
Notice 77-3 proposed that a new

Subpart G be established in Part 195
to- prescribe safety- standards for the
confersion of existing steel pipelines
to service subject to Part 195. In con-
junction with this proposal, the Notice
proposed that § 195.402(d) be amended
to exempt pipelines converted in ac-
cordance with Subpart G from the
design and construction requirements
of Part 195. In the final rules, howev-
er, for organizational simplicity, the
substance of the proposed Subpart G
relating to written procedures
( 195.502(c)), recordkeeping
(§ 195.502(d)), and structural integrity
( 195.504(b)) is transferred to a new
§195.5.'The substantive proposals re-
lating to operation and maintenance
( 195.506(a)) and maximum allowable
operating pressure (Q 195.508) are de-
leted as duplicative of current-require-
ments in Part 195 governing those sub-
jects. The current requirements would
apply to any existing steel pipeline
which qualifies for use under Part 195
in accordance with the new § 195.5.
The substance of proposed
§ 195.506(b), which would have pro-
vided a 12-month leadtime for a con-
verted pipeline to meet corrosion con-
trol requirements, also is transferred
to § 195.5. The remaining provisions in
the Notice are deleted as unnecessary
as a result of the organizational
change.

In adopting the final rules, MTB
considered all the written comments
received as a result of Notice No. 77-3.
A discussion of the significant com-
ments and recommendations afid their
relation to changes in the final rules
follows. Changes intended for clarifi-
cation of the substance of the proposal
and editorial modifications which do
not alter the proposal are not dis-
cussed.

There were nine persons who sub-
mitted written comments to the
Notice: Two natural gas pipeline com-
panies; one gas trade association; two
petroleum trade associations; one
State regulatory commission; one fed-
eral agency; and two liquid pipeline
companies.

One commenter said that establish-
ing the proposed conversion require-
ments in the form of a new subpart in
Part 195 would create redundancies
and be administratively costly for the
industry. The organizational changes
discussed above are intended to allevi-
ate this problem.

Another commenter suggested that
carriers be required to tell MT when
a proposed conversion would take
place so the pipeline system could be
monitored for compliance. MTB does
not believe, however, that a notifica-
tion requirement is needed at present
for enforcement of the conversion pro-
cedures. If experience shows that such
a requirement would be useful, it will
be proposed in a future Notice of Pro-
posed Rulemaklng.

Similarly, it was suggested by one
commenter that the government
assume greater control over conver-
sion projects by requiring that a carri-
er's procedures be submitted for gov-
ernment review before a project
begins. MTB does not favor this regu-
latory approach which, in effect,
would require carriers to obtain a gov-
ernment permit for each conversion
project. The approach would create an
additional burden on both government
and industry that does not appear
warranted by the safety problems in-
volved in a steel pipeline conversion
project. The safety of a converted
pipeline can be provided through the
establishment and enforcement of ade-
quate general safety standards cover-
ing the full range of identifiable safety
problems. The purpose of this rule-
making proceeding Is to meet this ob-
jective.

A number of commenters were con-
cerned about the proposal under
§ 195.504(b)(1) in the Notice that a
conversion be "consistent" with Part
195. They interpreted this provision as
requiring application of the design and
construction requirements, although
the purpose of Notice 77-3 was to
avoid this result..To eliminate any pos-
sible confusion on the point, the provi-
sion is not included in the final rules
for conversion.

Notice 77-3 proposed that pipelines
being converted must be pressure
tested in accordance with Subpart E of
Part 195 except for pipelines tested
similarly within the preceding 5 years.
Two persons interested in offshore
pipelines requested that the exception
be broadened to include pipelines sat-
isfactorily tested in accordance with
the U.S. Geological Survey's Order No.
9. Another commenter argued that a
5-year time limit on prior testing
would be arbitrary and unnecessary in
light of the other relevant safety con-
siderations. In contrast, one coin-
menter argued there should be no ex-
ception from the testing requirement
on grounds that the potential safety
benefits would outweigh the additfon-
al cost of testing. This comment was
adopted in the final rule and a new
pressure test is mandatory for all con-
verted pipelines. On further consider-
ation of the issue, MTB decided that a
pressure test is the best indicator of
defects which may still exist in a pipe-
line, even though it otherwise appears
in satisfactory condition. In other
words, harmful damage to a pipeline
occurring since it was last tested
which might not be discovered by in-
vestigations alone probably would be
detected by a new pressure test. In ad-
dition, a pressure test provides a valu-
able check on the quality of repairs or
alterations made during conversion.

It was proposed that a converted
pipeline be allowed 12 months' lead-
time to meet the corrosion control re-
quirements of Part 195. One coin-
menter said that 12 months is not
needed because the time available be-
tween planning and completing a con-
version project could be used to meet
the requirements. While this may be
true for some pipelines, MTB believes
the problems involved in corrosion
control justify providing the 12-month
period for compliance -as a general
rule. Also. the 12-month leadtme is
consistent with the time allowed by
§ 195.242 for installing a cathodic pro-
tection system on newly constructed
pipelines.

In proposing the 12 months lead-
time, Notice 77-3 did not discuss how
the corrosion control requirements
should apply. If the current require-
ments were applied, a converted pipe-
line constructed after the applicable
date In § 195.402(d) would have to
meet the corrosion control require-
ments of Subpart D, which apply to
newly installed pipelines, as well as
the applicable corrosion control re-
quirements of Subpart F, which are
binding on all pipelines subject to Part
195. Because of the problems of coat-
Ing and cathodically protecting an ex-
isting pipeline, M-.TB believes that It
would be unreasonable in most cases
to require that a converted pipeline
meet corrosion control requirements
specifically applicable to newly In-
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stalled pipelines. Thus, for purposes of
corrosion control, converted lines
should for the most part be treated
similarly to pipelines existing when
Part 195 was adopted. They should
only be required to meet the corrosion
control requirements of Subpart F.
However, a few exceptions should
apply to this rule..Pipeline segmefits
which are replaced, relocated, or sub-
stantially altered -during the conver-
sion of an existing line can readily
comply with requirements applicable
to new pipelines. Also, segments which
already meet these requirements
before being converted to liquid ser-
vice, such as a steel pipeline construct-
ed in compliance with 49 CFR Part
192. should be required -to maintain
that level of safety. Of course, any
new segment Installed in conjunction
with a converted pipeline must meet
the corrosion control requirements
governing a new line even though it is
part of an overall conversion project.
Accordingly, a new § 195.5(b) is estab-
lished regarding the applicability of
the corrosion control requirements of
Part 195 to converted pipelines.

One commenter proposed that sec-
tions of' converted pipelines located
near road crossings, schools, hospitals,
other buildings of public assembly, or
populated areas should be required to
comply with the current burial re-
quirements of Part 195. This proposal
was not adopted because in MTB's
view and as indicated by accident re-
ports filed under Subpart B of Part
195, the cost of compliance would
overcome any possible safety advan-
tages to be gained.

It was proposed by one person that
any segment of a pipeline with a leak
clamp be replaced to eliminate weak
points before the pipeline is converted.
This proposal was not adopted because
a properly designed and Installed leak
clamp is not, by itself, an indication of
a weak point in a pipeline. Further-
more, the required pressure testing
would detect any faulty leak clamps.
Under the conversion procedures,
clamps of Insufficient design or Instal-
lation must be repaired or replaced
before the pipeline is placed in service
subject to Part 195.

Commenting on a provision in
§ 195.500 in the Notice, which provided
that the Secretary must grant an ap-
proval for conversion of any pipeline
not made of steel, one person suggest-
ed that State agencies be authorized.
to approve the conversion of intrastate
pipelines. Despite the term "approv-
al," this provision was not intended to
establish an independent case-by-case
process for qualifying the conversion
of nonsteel pipelines to service subject
to Part 195. It merely was intended to
emphasize that the proposed conver-
sion procedures were not applicable to
the conversion of nonsteel pipelines. If
such a pipeline does not meet the

design and construction requirements
of Part 195, the carrier involved would
have to obtain from the Secretary a
waiver from- compliance with any re-
quirements which are not met before
the pipeline may be legally placed in
operation. Since Part 195 does not con-
tain any general provision governing
waivers, it does not appear necessary
to include such a provision specifically
for the conversion of nonsteel pipe-
lines. The provision is therefore de-
leted from the final rules. Moreover,
the proposed delegation of authority
to State agencies, whether for appro-
vals or waivers, appears to be unautho-
rized under applicable laws.

The Notice proposed that appropri-
ate visual inspections be conducted to
determine the integrity of a pipeline
to be converted. One person suggested
that visual inspections be limited to
pipeline sections located above ground
or water so that buried lines would not
have to be uncovered and divers would
not have to be used. This proposal was
not adopted because, indeed, it is nec-
essary to expose pipelines -at appropri-
ate locations or employ divers for in-
spections in order to assure the integ-
rity of a pipeline being converted.

One commenter requested that the
final rules be changed to clarify the
concept of conversion. This request
was made because it could be inferred
from § 195.502(a) in the Notice that a
carrier would have to carry out con-
version procedures each time a pipe-
line- which is designed and built to al-
ternately carry gas and oil in dual ser-
vice is changed from gas to oil service.
Notwithstanding this Inference, MTB
did not intend that the procedures be
mandatory'in these situations. A dual
service pipeline, having been designed
and built for service subject to Part
195 or which qualifies for use under
Part 195 because of certain "grandfa-
ther" provisions, does not undergo"conversion" within the meaning of
Notice 77-3. MTB believes that prob-
lem of interpretation is corrected in
the final rules where It is clear that
the conversion procedures only apply
at the time an existing steel pipeline is
readied for liquid service subject to
Part 195. The procedures do not affect
existing dual service lines which either
were built In accordance with the
design and construction requirements
of Part 195 or are not subject to those
requirements because they were read-
ied for service Subject to Part 195
before the applicable effective date set
forth in § 195.402[d). Also, under the
new § 195.5, a carrier may convert an
existing gas line to dual service.

PaiciPAL AuTHORs:
G. L. Mocharko, L. M. Furrow, and

R. L. Beauregard.
In consideration of the foregoing,

Part 195 of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as fol-
lows, effective March 17, 1978.

.1, Section 195.5 is added to read its
follows:

§ 195.5 Conversion to service subject to
this part.

(a) A steel pipeline previously used
in service not subject to this part
qualifies for use under this part If the
carrier prepares and follows a written
procedure to accomplish the following:

(1) The design, construction, oper-
ation, and maintenance history of the
pipeline must be reviewed and, where
sufficient historical records are not
available, appropriate tests must be
performed to determine If the pipeline
is in a satisfactory condition for safe
operation.

(2) The pipeline right-of-way, all
aboveground segments of the pipeline,
and appropriately selected under.
ground segments must be visually in-
spected for physical defects and oper-
ating conditions which reasonably
could be expected to Impair the
strength or tightness of the pipeline.

(3) All known unsafe defects and
conditions must be corrected In accor-
dance with this part.

(4) The pipeline must be tested In
accordance with the Subpart E of this
part to substantiate the maximum al-
lowable operating pressure permitted
by § 195.406.

(b) A pipeline which qualifies for use
under this section need not comply
with the corrosion control require-
ments of this part until 12 months
after It is placed in service, notwith-
standing any earlier deadlines for com-
pliance. In addition to the require-
meats of Subpart F of this part, the
corrosion control requirements of Sub-
part D apply to each pipeline which
substantially meets those require-
ments before it is placed In service or
which Is a segment that iS replaced, re-
located, or substantially altered.

(c) Each carrier must keep for the
life of the pipeline a record of the in-
vestigations, tests, repairs, replace-
ments, and alterations made under the
requirements of paragraph (a) of this
section.

2. Section 195.402(d) is amended to
read as follows:

§ 195.402 General requirements.

(d) Except as provided in § 195,5, np
carrier may operate any part of a pipe-
line system upon which contruction
was begun after March 31, 1970, or in
the case of offshore pipelines located
between a production facility and a
carrier's trunkline reception point,
after July 31, 1977, unless it was de-
signed and constructed as required by
this part.

3, The table of sections is amended
by adding the following new heading:
Sec. 195.5 Conversion to service subject to

this part.
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(Sec. 6, Pub. . 89-670, 80 Stat. 437. (49
U.S.C. 1655; 18 US.C. 831-835); 49 CFR
1.53.)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb-
ruary 10, 1978

L D_ SAI=LAII,
Acting Drector,

Materials Transportation Bureau.
EFR Doc. 78-4302 Filed 2-15-78;, 8:45 aml

[7035-01]
CHAPTE-X-INTERSTATE COMMERCE

COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTEZ A-GENERA RULES AND
REGULATIONS

Ex Parte N'o.MC-100 (Sub-No. 2)]

PART 1003-UST OF FORMS

SUBCHAPTER B-PRACTICE AND PROCEDURES

PART 1130-APPLICATIONS- FOR MOTOR
CARRIER CERTIFICATES AND PERMITS-

PART 1134--CONTROL OR CONSOLIDATION
OF MOTOR CARRIERS OR THEIR PROPERTIES

Revision of Procedures Requfring Service of
Applcafions an State Officials

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Corn-
mission.
ACTION: Correction of final regula-
tions.
SUMMARY: Corrections to the final
regulations published on January 26,
1978, (at pages 3564-3565): (1) Change
footnotes numbered 3 and 4 to num-
ber I and 2 respectively. (2) Insert the
word "written" into the first sentence
of revised rule 1134.50 Application for
authority to, acquire control, as fol-
lows: "* * * one copy shall be deliv-
ered, upon writtenrequest *

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Michael Erenberg, Assistant Deputy
Director, Office of Proceedings, In-
terstate Commerce 'Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20423, 202-275-
7292.

H. G. Hoi~Ans Jr.,
Acting Secretary

RlDo= 78-432S1'ed 2-15-78; 8:45 aml

[7035-01]
- [Rev. S. 0. No,. 12991

PART 1033-CAR SERVICE

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP. ORDERED TO DE-
LIVER EMPTY BOXCARS TO BOSTON AND
MAINE CORP,. ROBERT W_ MESERVE AND
BENJAMIN LACY, TRUSTEES (BM); 3M ORt-
DERED TO DELIVER! EMPTY BOXCARS TO
MAINE CENTRAL RAILROAD CO.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Corn-
mission.
ACTION: Emergency order (Revised
Service Order No. 1299).

SUMMARY: An acute shortage of
boxcars for transporting shipments of
paper exists on the Maine Central
Railroad Co. There is a very large
number of 50-ft. plain boxcars located
on the lines of Consdlldated Rail Corp.
Revised Service Order No. 1299 orders
CR to deliver to the Boston and Maine
Corp. a weekly total of 50 empty plain
boxcars, and B&M to deliver to the
Maine Central a weekly total of 50
empty plain boxcars.
DATES: Effective February 12. 1978.
Expires February 26, 1978.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:.

C. C. Robinson, Chief, Utilization
and Distribution Branch, Interstate
Commerce Commission, Washing-
to, D.C. 20423. telephone 202-275-
7840, telex 89-2742.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Order is printed in full below.

At a Session of the Interstate Com-
merce 'Commission, Railroad Service
Board, held in Washington, D.C.. on
the 10th day of February, 19'78.

Upon further consideration because
severe winter storms have made full
compliance with all Its provisions im-
possible, Service Order No. 1299 Is re-
vised as follows:

An acute shortage of boxcars for
transporting shipments of paper exists
on the Maine Central Railroad Co.
(MeC), in spite of efforts of the Car
Service Division of the Association of
American Railroads to expedite the
return of MeC boxcars to that line.
The Consolidated Rail Corp. (CR), by
reason of Its location and traffic flows,
normally has between 28,000 and
30,000 50-ft. plain boxcars of railroad
ownership and approximately 2,200 or
more similar cars owned by private car
companies of railroad ownership and
control. The total number of 50-ft.
plain boxcars is in excess of twice CR's
ownership of approximately 14.000
such cars. Its use of cars owned by
other railroads and of railroad con-
trolled private cars exceeds CR's own-
ership of 50-ft. cars.

In the opinion of the Commission an
emergency exists requiring redistribu-
tion. of a portion of the boxcars locat-
ed on CR in the interest of the public
and the commerce of the people. Ac-
cordingly, the Commisslon finds that
notice and public procedure herein are
impracticable and contrary to the
public interest, and that good cause
exists for making this order effective
upon less than thirty days' notice.

It is ordered, That:

§1033.1299 Revised Service Order 1299.
(a) Consolidated Rail Corp. ordered

to deliver empty boxcars to Boston
and Maine Corp., Robert W. Meserve
and Benjamin Lacy, trustees (BM); or-
dered to deliver empty boxcars to

Maine Central Railroad Co. Each
commqn carrier by railroad subject to
the Interstate Commerce Act shall ob-
serve, enforce, and obey the following
rules, regulations, and practices with
respect to its car service:

(1) The Consolidated Rail Corp.
(CR) shall deliver to the Boston and
Maine Corp., Robert W. Meserve and
Benjamin Lacy, Trustees (BM), a
weekly total of fifty (50) empty plain
boxcars listed In the Official Railway
Equipment Register, ICC-RER% No. 406
Issued by the W. J. Trezlse, or succes-
sive Issues thereof, as having mechani-
cal designation "XW' and having
inside length 49-ft. -in, and less than
59-ft. 8-In., and bearing reporting
marks assigned to a railroad or to a
railroad controlled private car compa-
ny. The cars delivered by CR to the
BM must be suitable for loading with
newsprint paper, the EM to be the
Judge.

(2) The BU shall deliver to' the
Maine Central Railroad Co. (MeC) a
weekly total of fifty (50) empty plain
boxcars of the type described in para-
graph (1) of this section. The cars de-
livered by the BM to the MeC must be
suitable for loading with newsprint
paper, the MeC to be the Judge.

(b) This order shall not apply to cars
of Mexican or Canadian ownership or
to cars subject to Interstate Commerce
Commission or Association of Ameri-
can Railroads' Orders requiring return
of cars to owners.

(c) The rate of delivery specified in
this direction shall be maintained
within weekly periods ending each
Sunday at 11:59 pm., so that at the
end of each 7 days the full delivery re-
quired for that period shall have been
made.
(d) Cars applied under this direction

shall be so Identified on empty car
cards, movement slips, and inter-
change records as moving under the
provisions of this direction.
(e) The carriers delivering the empty

boxcars as described above must advise
Joel E. Burns, Directo, Bureau of Op-
erations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20423 each
'Wednesday as to the number of cars,
covered by this direction, delivered
during the preceding week, ending
each Sunday at 11:59 p.m.

(f) The carriers receiving the cars
described above must advise Joel E.
Burns, Director, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion. Washington, D.C. 20423 each
Wednesday as to the number of cars
received during the preceding week,
ending each Sunday at 11:59 pan.

(g) Regulations suspended. The op-
eration of all rules and regulations in-
sofar as they conflict with the provi-
sions of this direction, is hereby sus-
pended.
(h) Effective fate. This direction

shall become effective at I2:01. m
February 12. 197L
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