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[Docket 8524 o.]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

National Macaroni Manufacturers
Association et al.

Subpart—Combining or conspiring:
§ 13.410 To eliminate competition in con-
spirators’ goods; § 13.430 To enhance,
maintain or unify prices.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat, 719, as amended; 15
U.S.C. 45) |[Cease and desist order, Na-
tional Macaronl Manufacturers Association
(Palatine, Ill.) et al.,, Docket 8524, Apr. 80,
1964]

In the Matter of National Macaroni
Manufacturers Association, a corpora-
tion, its Officers, and Members; Eman-
uele Ronzoni, Jr., President, Albert
Ravarino, First Vice President, Fred
Spadafora, Second Vice President,
Robert I. Cowen, Third Vice President,
Robert M. Green, Secretary, as Officers
of National Macaroni Manufacturers
Association; Ronzoni Macaroni Com~
vany, Ravarino & Freschi, Inc., Su-
perior Macaroni Company, as Mem-
bers of National Macaroni Manufac-
turers Association and as Representa-
tives of the Entire Membership of
National Macaroni Manufacturers As-
sociation

Order requiring a nonprofit trade
zssociation and its member manufac-
turers who produced most of the maca-
roni, spaghetti, and related products
consumed in the United States, to cease
acting collectively to establish the kinds
or proportions of ingredients—durum,
semolina and farina—to be used in pro-
ducing maearoni products, for the pur-
pose of fixing the price of such in-

gredients, specifically in this case durum,

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

It is ordered, That respondent Na-
tional Macaroni Manufacturers Associa-
tion, a corporation, respondents Albert
Ravarino, Fred Spadafora, Robert I.
Cowen, and Robert M. Green, as officers
of said Association; respondents Ron-
zoni Macaroni Company, Ravarino &
Freschi, Ine., and Superior Macaroni
Company, corporations, in their capacity
as members of the respondent National
Macaroni Manufacturers Association and
as representative of the entire member-
ship of the National Macaroni Manu-
urers Association; said respondents’
agents, representatives, employees, suc-
cessors and assigns; and any and all
Inembers of respondent National Maca-
roni Manufacturers Association, in or in
connection with the manufacture, sale,
or distribution, in commerce as “com-
merce” is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, of macaroni and related
broducts, do forthwith cease and desist
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from entering into or carrying out any
planned common course of action, under-
standing, or agreement between any two
or more of said respondents or between
any one or more of said respondents gnd
others not parties hereto, to do or per-
form any of the following acts or things:
Fix or establish the kinds or proportions
of ingredients to be used in producing
macaroni and related products, or take
any other concerted action, for the pur-
pose of fixing or manipulating the price
of such ingredients.

It is further ordered, That respond=
ents 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
the order set forth herein.

Issued: April 30, 1964.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] JOsErH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 64-5417; Filed, June 1, 1964;
8:46 am.]

Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Depariment of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS
PART 130—NEW DRUGS
Required Records and Reporis
Correction

In F.R. Doc. 64-5311, appearing at page
7019 of the issue for Thursday, May 28,
1964, the words immediately preceding
the proviso of § 130.13(g) should read
“or any supplement to it” instead of “of
any supplement to it”,

Title 29—LABOR

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division,
Depariment of Labor

SUBCHAPTER A—REGULATIONS

PART 603—FABRIC AND LEATHER
GLOVE INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO

Wage Order

Pursuant to sections 5, 6, and 8 of the
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29
U.S.C. 205, 206, and 208), the Secretary
of Labor by Administrative Order No.
580 (29 F.R. 5763) appointed and con-
vened Review Committee 7 and referred
to it and duly noticed a hearing on the
question of the minimum rate or rates
of wages to be paid under paragraph (C)
of Proviso (1) of subsection 6(c) of the

7149

Act in lieu of those provided under para-
graph (B) of Proviso (1) to employees
in the fabric and leather glove industry
in Puerto Rico as that industry is defined
in 29 CFR 603.1.

Subsequent to an investigation and a
hearing conducted pursuant to the no-
tice, the committee filed with the Admin-~
istrator a report containing its findings
and recommendations with respect to
the matters referred to it.

Accordingly, as authorized and re-
quired by sections 6 and 8 of the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938, Reorgani-
zation Plan No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR 1949-53
Comp., p. 1004), and General Order No.
45-A of the Secretary of Labor (15 FP.R.

., 3290), the recommendations of the com-

mittee are hereby published in this order
amending 29 CFR 603.2(a) (1) ), 603.2
(a) (2) (1), 603.2(a)(3) (1), 603.2(a)(4)
(i), 603.2(a) (5) (i), and 603.2(a) (6) (i),
effective June 2, 1964, to read as follows:

§ 603.2 Wage rates.

- * - » Ll

(a) Previously covered classifications.
. * »

(1) Hand-sewing on fabric gloves clas-
sification. (1) The minimum wage for
this classification is 30 cents an hour.

L - - . »*

(2) - Hand-sewing on leather gloves
classification. (i) The minimum wage
for this classification is 50 cents an hour,

- - » - -

(3) Other operations on hand-sewn
gloves classification. (1) The minimum
wage for this classification is 80 cents an
hour.

- . - L »

(4) Machine operations and the cut-
ting, laying-off, pressing, sizing, band-
ing, and packaging of machine-sewn
leather gloves classification. (i) The
minimum wage for this classification is
97.5 cents an hour,

- - > - -

(5) Machine operations and the cui-
ting, laying-off, pressing, sizing, band-
ing, and packaging of machine-sewn
gloves classification (except leather),
(i) The minimum wage for this classifi-
cation is 97.5 cents an hour.

- - w . L]

(6) Other operations on machine-
sewn gloves classifications. (i) The
minimum wage for this classification is
97.5 cents an hour.

* . L4 . -

(Sec. 8, 52 Stat. 1064, as amended; 20 U.S.C.
208)

Signed at Washington, D.C,, this 1st
day of June 1964.

CLARENCE T. LUNDQUIST,
Administrator.

[F.R. Doc. 64-5496; Filed, June 1, 1064;
12:16 pm.]




Proposed Rule Makiﬁg

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Marketing Service

[ 7 CFR Parts 1001, 1006, 1007, 1014,
10151

[Docket Nos, AO-14 A-35, AO-203 A-17, AO-
204 A-17, AO-302 A-9, AO-305 A-9]

MILK IN CERTAIN NEW ENGLAND
MARKETING AREAS

Notice of Extension of Time for Filing
Exceptions to Recommended De-
cision on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreements
and to Orders

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marksting
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby
given that the time for filing exceptions
to the recommended decision with re-
spect to the proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreements and to
the orders regulating the handling of
milk in the Greater Boston, Springfield,
and Worcester, Massachusetts, South-
eastern New England, and Connecticut
marketing areas, which was issued April
20, 1964 (29 F.R. 5583 and 5838), is here-
by further extended to and including
June 15, 1964.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on May
27, 1964.
CLARENCE H. GIRARD, .
Deputy Administrator,
Agricultural Marketing Service.
[F.R. Doc. 64-5422; Filed, June 1, 1964;
8:46 am.]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE

Patent Office
[ 37 CFR Part 11
RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES

Proposed Order of Examination of
Applications

Notice is hereby given that the United
States Patent Office proposes to amend
one of its rules relating to patents. The
amendment is proposed pursuant to the
authority contained in Title 35, US.C.,
section 6.

All persons who desire to submit writ-
ten data, views, arguments or sugges-
tions for consideration in connection
with the proposed amendment, are in-
vited to forward the same to the Com-
missioner of Patents, Washington 25,
D.C., within 60 days of publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER. An oral hearing will
not be scheduled.
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The text of the proposed amendment
is as follows:

Section 1.101 of Title 37 C.F.R. (Patent
Rule 101) is proposed to be amended by
deleting paragraph (b) thereof and re-
placing it with new paragraph (b) read-
ing as follows:

§ 1,101 Order of examination.

L4 - » - L

(b) Applications which have been
acted upon by the examiner, and which
have been placed by the applicant in con-
dition for further action by the examiner
(amended applications) shall be taken
up for action in such order as shall be
determined by the Commission.

(Sec. 1, 66 Stat. 793,385 U.S.C. 6) /
Dated: May 19, 1964.

EDWARD J, BRENNER,
Commissioner of Patents.

Approved:

J. HERBERT HOLLOMON,
Assistant Secretary for
Science and Technology.

[F.R. Doc. 64-5418; Filed, June 1, 1064;
8:46 am.]

- FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

[ 14 CFR Part 61 I[Newl ]
[Reg. Docket No. 5099; Notice 64-33]

FAA INSPECTORS OR OTHER
AUTHORIZED FLIGHT EXAMINERS

Proposed Clarification Status

The Federal Aviation Agency is con-
sidering amending Part 61 [New] of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to clarify
the status of an FAA inspector or other
authorized flight examiner conducting
a flight test aboard an aircraft by indi-
cating when he is and when he is not
considered to be pilot in command.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket or notice number and
be submitted in duplicate to the Federal
Aviation Agency, Office of the General
Counsel: Attention Rules Docket, 800 In-
dependence Avenue SW. Washington,
D.C., 20553. All communications re-
ceived on or before August 3, 1964, will
be considered by the Administrator be-
fore taking action upon the proposed
rule. The proposals contained in this
notice may be changed in the light of
comments received. All comments sub-
mitted will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Rules Docket for examination by in-
terested persons.

Section 1.1 [Newl defines “pilot in
command” as the “pilot responsible for
the operation and safety of an aircraft

during flight time.” This definition in-
dicates those individuals upon whom the
duties and obligations of a pilot in com-
mand, as required by the regulations, are
imposed. For example, under the pro-
visions of Part 61 [New] the pilot in com-
mand is responsible for certain preflight
action, is delegated emergency authority
to deviate from prescribed rules, and is
required under prescribed circumstances
to submit appropriate notices or reports.
Although the application of the def-
inition has been difficult in some cases
because of the unusual circumstances in-
volved, it has provided a standard by
which the pilot in command can be deter-
mined under the various circumstances
of aircraft configuration and flight crews.
However, at times the definition has been
improperly applied to FAA inspectors or
other authorized flight examiners per-
forming official flight test duties aboard
aircraft. In order to permit application
of the definition properly and effectively,
the status of an FAA inspector or other
authorized flight examiner must be made
unmistakably clear to all concerned.
The presence of an FAA inspector or
other authorized flight examiner in the
cockpit or on the flight deck of an air-
craft during flight does not, in itself,
make him the pilot in command of the
aircraft. The circumstances of each
flight determine whether the inspector or

_other examiner at any given time is act-

ing as pilot in command. In the case of
a flight test, the FAA inspector or other
authorized flight examiner is aboard the
aireraft to observe the applicant’s ability
to perform specified procedures and
maneuvers. He usually does not assume
control of the aircraft by taking com-
mand of the controls or by exercising au-
thority over the applicant by direct com-
mand. Notwithstanding this status of
the inspector or other examiner, at times
persons consider him to be the pilot in
commsand of the aircraft for the entire
flight when he is conducting a flight test
of a student pilot. It appears that this
conclusion is not reached by a considera-
tion of the duties actually performed
aboard the aircraft by the inspector or
other examiner, but for other reasons,
such as to avoid the passenger carry-
ing prohibition for student pilots. A
similar situation arises when an FAA
inspector conducting a flight test in &
cargo only aircraft or an experimental
aircratt is considered pilot in command
simply because passengers are not per-
mitted aboard. These applications of the
pilot in command rules are unrealistic.
To arrive at a conclusion that the FAA
inspector or other authorized flight ex-
aminer is pilot in command without re-
gard to whether he is in a position to
manipulate the flight controls or to as-
surne responsibility for the manipulation
of the flight controls, serves no useful
safety purpose. Instead, it results in
a circumvention of the duties and re-
sponsibilities that should be imposed by
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the regulations upon the individual ac-
tually serving as pilot in command.
Therefore, in order to clarify the status
of the FAA inspector or other authorized
flight examiner while conducting a
fiight test aboard an aircraft, it is pro-
posed to add a new section to Part 61

New] that expressly states that his
purpose aboard the aireraft under these
circumstances is to observe the appli-
cant's skill and ability in the operation of
the aireraft. It will expressly remove
nim from the passenger limitations of
the regulations and exclude him from
the application of the definition of pilot
in command while so observing the ap-
plicant, except when he actually serves
as pilot in command.

It is impossible to anticipate and de-
scribe every conceivable act and circum-
stance that would establish the requisite
dezree of control to call the FAA inspec-
tor or other authorized flight examiner
the pilot in command of the aircraft.
However, the proposed amendment
would clarify that he is not the pilot in
command when he has no control over
the operation of the aircraft and merely
acts as- an observer. Conversely it
would provide that he is considered pilot
in command when he actually assumes
control of the operation of the aircraft
by either taking command of the con-
trols, or by exercising authority over the
applicant by direct command.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Azency proposes fto amend Part 61
[New] of Chapter I of Title 14 of the
Code of Federal Regulations by adding
anew § 61.26 to read as follows:

$61.26 Flight tests; status of FAA in-
spectors and other authorized flight
examiners,

An FAA inspector or other authorized
flight examiner conducts the flight test
of an applicant for a pilot certificate or
rating for the purpose of observing the
applicant’s ability to perform satisfac-
torily the procedures and maneuvers on
the flight test. The inspector or other
examiner is not pilot in command of the
alrcraft unless he assumes control of its

peration by taking command of the
controls or by exercising authority over
the applicant by direct command. Not-
hstanding the type of aircraft used
luring a flight test, the applicant and
the inspector or other examiner are not,

with respect to each other, subject to the
requirements or limitations for the car-

rlage of passengers specified in this
hapter,

_This amendment is proposed under
the authority of sections 313(a), 601,
and 602 of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354, 1421, 1422) .

I-«;Sgued in Washington, D.C., on May
26, 1964,

W. LLoyp LANE,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
[FR. Doc. 64-5413; Filed, June 1, 1964;
8:46 am.]
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[ 47 CFR Parts 21, 911
[Docket Nos. 14895, 15283; FOC 64-447]

MICROWAVE STATIONS USED TO RE-
LAY TELEVISION BROADCAST SIG-
NALS

Order Extending Time for Filing of
Reply Comments

In the matters of amendment of Sub-
part L, Part 11 (now Part 91), to adopt
rules and regulations to govern the grant
of authorizations in the Business Radio
Service for microwave stations to relay
television signals to comimunity antenna
systems, Docket No. 14895; amendment
of Subpart I, Part 21, to adopt rules and
regulations to govern the grant of au-
thorizations in the Domestic Public
Point-to-Point Microwave Radio Service
for microwave stations used to relay tele-
vision broadcast signals to community
antenna television systems, Docket No.
15233. -

At a session of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission held at its offices in
Washington, D.C., on the 20th day of
May 1064

The Commission having before it a
request by the National Association of
Broadcasters (NAB) that the time for
filing reply comments in the above-cap-
tioned proceeding be extended from June
11 to June 18, 1964; and

It appearing that an extension of one
week will not unduly delay Commission
action in this proceeding, and that the
public interest, convenience, and neces-
sity will be served by extending the date
for filing reply comments as requested;

It is ordered, That the time for filing
reply comments in the above-captioned
proceedings is extended to June 18, 1964,

Released: May 26, 1964.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
BEN F. WAPLE,
Secretary.

[F.R. Dot. 64-5431; Filed June 1,
8:47a.m.]

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA-
TION

[13 CFR Part 1071

SMALL BUSINESS INVESTMENT
COMPANIES

Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
autherity contained in section 308 of
the Small Business Investment Act of
1958, Pub. Law 85-699, 72 Stat. 694, as
amended, it is proposed to amend, as set
forth below, Part 107 of Subchapter B,

[sEAL]

1064;

Chapter I of Title 13 of the Code of -
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Federal Regulations, as revised in 27 F.R.
9743-9754, and amended in 28 F.R. 681,
1627, 3021, 10868, 12250 and 29 F.R. 5223,
by adding thereto new §§ 107.502 and
107.719 and amending present §§ 107.205,
107.302, 107.704, and 107.713. Prior to
the final adoption of such amendments,
consideration will be given to any com-
ments or suggestions pertaining thereto
which are submitted in writing, in tripli-
cate, to the Investment Division, Small
Business Administration, Washington
25, D.C., within.a period of thirty days of
the date of this notice in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

Information. Section 107.704(c) (5)
of the regulations now provides that a
Licensee, without SBA's prior written
consent, shall not have an officer or a di-
rector who at the same time is either an
officer or a director of another Licensee
and, further, that 10 or more percent of
the stock of a Licensee shall not be owned
or controlled, direcfly or indirectly, by
any person which owns or controls, di-
rectly or indirectly, 10 or more percent of
the stock of any other Licensee. The
amendment to § 107.704(¢) (5) now un-
der consideration would extend the pro-
hibition against the same party owning
or controlling, directly or indirectly, 10
or more percent of the stock of two or
more Licensees to include also acquisi-
tion rights to such stocks; and would add
a proviso authorizing two or more Li-
censees, with SBA approval, to employ
a common general manager who may at
the same time serve as an officer of one
or more of such Licensees, if (1) their
paid-in capital and paid-in surplus from
private sources (excluding organiza-
tional expenses) does not in the aggre~
gate exceed $750,000 and (2) 50 or more
percent of the dollar amount of equity
securities acquired and loans made by
each such Licensee does not at any time
relate to the same concerns in which the
other such Licensees have an investment,
This latter provision is intended, among
other things, to prevent commonly-
managed SBIC’s from placing a major-
ity of their investments in larger firms by
means of participation financing. Per-
mission to operate with common manag-
ers would be available to smaller SBIC’s
in order to provide them an opportunity
to increase their operating efficiency but
it is not intended as an encouragement to
overlook the financing requirements of
smaller members of the small business
community. The proposed amendment
declares that, for the purposes of the
regulations, a common general manager
shall be deemed an officer of each Li-
censee company and thathis appointment
as well as compensation shall be subject
to prior SBA approval. Several safe-
guards are provided to insure fair con-
duct on his part. The common general
manager may not own or control a
greater percentage amount of stock (in-
cluding acquisition rights thereto) in one
such Licensee than in any other such
Licensee of the group. He may not con-
clude on behalf of any such Licensee fi-
nancing arrangements or advisory sery-




