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standards.All externaloffsetsmustbe
federallyenforceable.Externaloffsets
arethoseemissioncredit transactions
whichinvolve two or moresourcesof
differentownership/control.

Schedules

EPA’s SIPcall requiredthatAllegheny
Countysubmita workplanby August15,
198.8 indicatingthe schedulefor
completing,amongotheractivities.
correctionof deficienciesincluding
thoselistedfor thegenericbubble
regulationsin AlleghenyCounty.The
schedulewasnot to exceedoneyear
from the dateof theworkplansubmittal.
On September1. 1988, AlleghenyCounty
submitteda workplanwith a scheduleto
submita final draft to correctall SIP
deficienciesby September30, 1989and
to adoptthosechangeson a schedule
dependenton Pennsylvania’sadoption
of similarchanges.The correctionof
section808deficiencies,while implied in
the May 26, 1988SIPcall,wasnot
specificallyincluded.However,theSIP
call letterstatedthatwhile every
attempthadbeenmadeto identify all
deficiencies,theState(or County)was
requestedto affirm thelist of
deficienciesby comparingits SIPwith
theguidanceprovided.Therefore,
AlleghenyCountyshouldcorrectthe
deficienciesidentified in section808by
submittinganapprovableSIPrevision to
EPA by January17, 1992.

OnApril 3, 1990,EPAinformed
AlleghenyCountythat its banking
regulationsaresubstantiallyidenticalto
Pennsylvania’sregulationsand thatits
regulationspertainingto bubblesand
bankingaredeficient in thesame
respect,On September28, 1990,
AlleghenyCountywasformally notified
thatEPAcould begintheprocessof
rescindingapprovalof, amongother
provisions,thegenericbubbleand
bankingprovisionsin theAllegheny
CountySIPif anapprovableSIPrevision
wagnotsubmitted.Theconsequenceof
rescindingapprovalof theAllegheny
Countybankingregulationwill be to
removeAlleghenyCounty’sauthorityto
approvebankingtransactionswithout
prior EPAapproval.

Conclusion
ThroughtheMay 26, 1988SIPcall,

AlleghenyCounty wasformally notified
that its generic bubble regulations
(section506)andbankingregulations
(section808)are deficient. EPAha8
previously broughtto Allegheny
County’sattention thedeficienciesin
thebankingregulations.AlthoughEPA
believesthat the May 28,1988SiPcall
provided AlleghenyCountywith formal
notification that thebanking regulations

aredeficient,this noticeprovidesfurther
notificationof thespecificdeficiencies
in section808 bankingprovisions.
Nothing in this noticeshould be
construedasimplicitly orexplicitly
makingany determinationregardingthe
nonattaimnentnewsourcereview
portion of the AlleghenyCountySIP.

Action

The purposeof this noticeis to
reiteratethe County’sprevious
obligationto~correctthebanking
regulations(or deletethem),andto
notify Allegheny Countythat it must
submit anapprovableSIPrevisionto
EPA by February18, 1992. Failure to
submitan approvableSIP revisioncould
resultin anEPAactionto rescindfederal
approvalof thebankingregulationsin
Allegheny County.

Under5U.S.C.605(b). theRegional
Administratorcertifiesthat this SIP
revisionwill not haveasignificant
economicimpacton asubstantial
numberof smallentities.(See46 FR
8709.)

This Agencyactionis consistentwith
theprovisionsof the1990amendments
enactedon November15, 1990.The
Agencyhasdeterminedthat this action
conformswith thoserequirements
irrespectiveof thefact that the
deficienciesidentifiedin theAllegheny
Countygenericbubbleandbanking
regulationswerefirst identifiedprior to
the 1990CleanAir Act Amendments.

This action,pertainingto a noticeof
deficiencyfor theAlleghenyCounty
bankingregulation,hasbeenclassified
as a Table3 actionby theRegional
Administratorundertheprocedures
publishedin theFederalRegisteron
January19, 1989(54FR 2214—2225).

List of Subjectsin 40CFR Part 52

Air pollution control. Ozone,
Hydrocarbons,Intergovernmental
relations,ReportingandRecordkeeping
requirements.

Authority:42 U.S.C. ‘401-7642.
Dated:December8, 1991.

EdwinB. Erickson.
RegionalAdministrawr.
[FR Doc. 91-30098Filed 12—18-91;8:45 amJ
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40 CFRPart799

TestingConsentOrder For Sodium
Cyanide

AOENCY EnvironmentalProtection
Agency(EPA).

ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: This documentannounces
thatEPAhassignedan enforceable
testingConsentOrderwith E.I. do Pont
deNemoursandCompany(DuPont),
FMC Corporation(FMC), Degussa
Corporation(Degussa),lCl Americas
Incorporated(IC!), andC%’anco
Company(Cyanco),hereinafterreferred
to as “the Companies.”The Companies
haveagreedto performcertainchemical
fate andterrestrialeffectstestson
sodiumcyanide(NaCN; CAS No. 143—
33—9).This sodiumcyanide(NaCN)
ConsentOrderis addedto thelist of
testing consentordersin 40 CFR
799.5000for which exportnotification
requirementsof 40 CFR part707 apply.
This ruleconstitutesEPA’s responseto
theInteragencyTestingCommittee’s
(ITC) recommendationthatEPA
considerchemicalfate andterrestrial
effectstestson sodiumcyanide.
EFFECTIVEDATE: December17. 1991.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
DavidKling, ActingDirector,
EnvironmentalAssistanceDivision (‘I’S—
799),Office of Toxic Substances,rm E—
543B,401 M SI, SW., Washington,DC
20460,(202)554-1404,TDD (202)554-
0551.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMAflON Under
proceduresdescribedin 40 CFR part790.
theCompanieshaveenteredinto a
testingConsentOrderwith EPA, and
haveagreedto performcertainchemical
fateandterrestrialeffectstestsfor
NaCN,(CASNo. 143-33-9).This rule
amends40CFR 799.5000by adding
NaCN to thelist of chemicalsubstances
andmixturessubjectto testingConsent
Orders.

I. Recommendation

In itsTwenty-sixthReport to EPA.
publishedin theFederalRegisterof June
5, 1990 (55 FR 23050),the ITC
recommendedwith intent-to-designate
NaCNfor environmentaleffectstesting.
Therationalefor theoriginal
recommendationwith intent-to-
designateappearedin theITC’s Twenty-
sixth Report.In its Twenty-seventh
Reportto EPApublishedin theFederal
Registerof March6, 1991 (56FR 9534),
NaCNwasdesignatedasa candidate
for rulemakingunderTSCA andthe
testingrecommendationswerechanged
becausediscussionswith the
Departmentof Interior (DO!), EPA,and
industryidentifiedadditionaltesting
datagaps.TheTwenty-seventhReport
designatedcertainchemicalfateand
terrestrialeffectstestsfor NaCN.
Specifically, the ITC recommendedsoil
sorptiontestingaswell as testingfor
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toxicity to migratorybirds, plant uptake

andtranslocatiryn.

H. TestingConsentOrder Negotiations

In accordancewith 40 CFR 790.28,
EPA issuedaFederalRegisternoticeon
June5, 1990 (55 FR 23050),announcinga
public meetingandEPA’s intent to
developa testing ConsentOrderor a
TSCA section4 Test Rule for NaCN.
EPA requestedpersonswishingto be
designatedas“interestedparties,”or t~
monitor testingnegotiationson NaCN,
to contactEPAby July 5, 1990. DuPont,
FMC, andDegussaidentifiedthemselves
as interestedparties.On June20, 1990,
EPAconvenedapublic meeting
attendedby representativesof the
interestedparties and DOl’s Fish and
Wildlife Service(FINS) to discussNaCN
testing.DuPont,FMC, and Degussa
announcedtheir interestin pursuing
testing of NaCN througha testing
ConsentOrder,if aconsensuscouldbe
reached on the testingnecessaryto
addressthe concernsraisedby DOl.
DOI’s concernsweredetailedin a letter
to the ITC (Ref. 1).DO! recommended
that theITC considerfurthertestingof
NaCNbasedupon potentialadverse
effectsto wildlife whenNaCNis used
commerciallyto recoverpreciousmetals
from mine tailings.

During thenextyear,EPAmet with
representativesof DOI/FWS to develop
a suitabletestingprogramforNaCN.
DuPont,FMC, andDegussaweresenta
draft testingConsentOrderoutliningthe
program, and invited to comment.in
additionto submittingwritten comments
on the document,DuPont,FMC~and
Degussarequestedanopportunityto
meetwith EPA.EPA conveneda
meetingon July 9, 1991, with DuPont,
FMC, andDegussaat which theparties
agreedon data deficienciesandthe
testingnecessaryto adequatelyaddress
thesedeficiencies.In additionto
DuPont,FMC, andDegussa,
representativesof ICI andCyanco
expressedintereston behalfof their
companiesto participatein a testing
ConsentOrder.On November29, 1991,
DuPont, FMC, Degussa,Cyanco, and IC!
signed a testing ConsentOrder for
NaCN. The Companiesagreedto
performcertain chemicalfate and
teirestrial effectstestsby specified
datesaccordingto teststandards
includedin this Order.

Ill. ProductionandUse

NaGNis awhite, crystalline,water
soluble compound(Ref. 2). NaCNin the

presenceof oxygenhastheability to
solubilize freegold andsilver(andother
metals)in aprocessknown as
cyanidation.Becauseof thelow costof
NaCN. its usein preciousmetalleaching
processeshasbecomewidespread(Ref.
3). DuPont,adomesticmanufacturerof
cyanide(CN), in 1989 reporteda51
percentincreasein CN consumptionin
NorthAmerica--from142million pounds
in 1988 to 215million poundsin 1989.
EPAestimateddomesticproductionof
NaCNwasapproximately180million
poundsin 1989, andthatdomestic
capacityto produceCN compounds(e.g.,
NaCN)waslikely to doublein 1990~Ref.
4). Goldminingoperationsconsume
approximately80 percentof CN
production.Additionally, CN
compoundsarean importantingredient
in processesfor electroplating,case
hardeningof steel metalcleaning,
metalsleaching.andore floatation(Ref.
3).
IV. TestingProgram

DOI/FWS will usethedatagenerated
by thesetestsin conjunctionwith its
responsibilitiesunder the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and theNational
EnvironmentalPolicy Ad EPAwill use
thedatato determinethechemicalfate
of NaCN and potential environmental
risks associatedwith themanufacture,
processing.use,anddisposalof NaCN
and othersourcesofCN. EPA’s Officeof
Solid Waste(OSW)hasexpressed
interestin usingthedatatosupportrisk-
basedor technology-basedstandardsfor
CN.

A. ChemicalFate

During its use to extract gold and
silver from mine tailings,cyanide-
containing waters aredischargedto
impoundments(Ref. 5). Goldminirig
operationshavebeenshownto yield CN
concentrationsof 25 to 300partsper
million (ppm) in the water of mill
tailingsimpoundments.Higher
concentrations,500to 2,000ppm, occur
wheretheleachprocessis used.The
freshwaterImpoundmentsvaryfrom
shallowdepressionsof about50 feet
acrossto morethan100acresand
depthsof 15 feet(Ref. 1). The chemical
fate studywill allowEPA to assess
concernsforgroundwaterprotectionat
activeandabandonedmining sites.The
Companieshaveagreedto developthe
chemicalfate data as outlinedin the
tablebelow.

B. EcologicalEffects1nfo~-mctior7

Cyanidesare“priority pollutants”
underthe CleanWaterAct. Numerous
testsareavailablethatdemonstratethe
acutetoxicity of freecyanideto aquatic
organisms.Freecyanideis presentin
waterfrom thedissolutionof such
cyanidecompoundsassoditmi cyanide,
potassiumcyanide,andhydrogen
cyanide.

TheLC~valuesfor 9 freshwaterfish
speciesrangefrom 52 to 350micrograms
perliter; themostsensitivespecies
testedis Salvelinusfont.inalis.TheL~
valuesfor 6invertebratespeciesrange
from 83 to 2.490microgramsperliter,
with themostsensitivespeciestested
being Daphniapulex.The L~60values
for 3 marinefish species(Menidia
menidia,cyprinodonvariegatus.and
Pseudopieronectesczrnericanus)are59,
300, and 372microgramsperliter,
respectively.Amphipodsaretheleast
sensitiveof themarineinvertebrates
tested(LCse= 1,220microgramsper
liter), and mysids and copepodsthe
most sensitive(LC60 values = 30 and
113 microgramsperliter, respectively).
In addition,the96—hourLCse valuefor
thegreenalgaScenedesmus
guadricaodeis 160microgramsperliter
(Ref. 6).

Theletterfrom DO! nominatingNaCr’I
to the !TC containedthefollowing
information(Ref. 1):

Cyanide in waterof heapleachandmill
tailingspondsassociatedwithpZ’eCloU8 metal
mininghas beenimplicatedin substantial
wildlife mortality in thewesternUS.during
the1980’s.As a resultof voluntaryreporting
by 47miningoperationsIn the Stateof
Nevada,morethan0,000carcassesof at least
80speciesof birds,17speciesof mammals,
andavarietyof amphibianshavebeen
retrievedfrom theseimpoundments.Birds,
especiallyaquatic migrants, representedover
90 percentof thetotalmortalities.Although
thesemine ponds arenot usuallyassociated
with primewildlife habitat,theyare
frequentlylocatedalongcriticalavian
migration routes andproviderestingaite~,for
opportunisticmigrants.

DOIJFWSis concernedaboutthe
toxicity of cyanideto migratorybirds
thatalighton pondscontainingcyanide
contaminatedwater. Furthermore,there
areconcernsfor thepotentialplant
uptakeandpotentialdietaryuptakeof
CN throughtheplant;especiallyonce
mine reclamation has commenced.The
Companieshaveagreedto developthe
terrestrialeffectsdataasoutlinedin the
following table:
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chemicalFateTest
Sedimentandsoil adsopt.onisotherm’ 40 CFP ‘96.2750 6 Id

TerrestrialEffectsTosts - ..

Av~ndietarytoxicity test
4

W Protocol
Mallard reproduction test

2
WI Protocol

P’antuptakearid b~anslocationtest
6

40 CFR 797.2850

Plantuptake arid transiocationtest’ ......... .. 40 CFR 797.26501

Numberof monthsafter theeffectivedateof the ConsentOrder
2 Numberof after the effectivedate of the Consent Order. tntenni (6- month) p’ooress~eportsst’alI be submittedto EPA for all tests fla.sng tinal reports dales

g’eaterthan 9 months,starting6 monthsafter thestartdate
NaCN in water at pu 10.5.
Wildlife tntemational LTD. Protocols 112/090691/MLC/CHP29 (Ma°ard)and 112/090691 ,‘QLC/Cl4P29 (Bobwrste) are appended to the testing Consent Ora~

tor sodium cyanide.
Wildlife International LTD. Protocol 112/090591 /MR/CHP29 is appended to the testing ConsentOrderbr sodiumcyanide.
Tar 1: NaCN in water at pH 10.5; at least 2 vegetativespecies in 1 soi type (sancU.
Tier 2: (based on the results of Tier 1): NaCN in water at pH 10.5: 3 ~egets1ve species in 3 soil types

1
oxiuative. Sul’Itic. and carbonaceous:

C’. TestSubstance

The Lestsubstance,NaCN(CAS No.
143.-33--9), shall be as pureatechnical
gradeascanbereasonablyattained,but
shall beat least98.0percentpure.

V. Export Notification

The issuanceof the testing Consent
Order subjectsany personswho export
or intend to exportthechemical
substance,NaCN (CAS No. 143—33—0),of
anypurity, to the export notification
requirementsof section12(b) of TSCA.
Thespecificrequirementsarelistedat
40 CFR part 707. Chemicalssubjectto
testing ConsentOrders are listed at 40
CFR 799.5000.This listing servesas a
notifIcationto personswho exportor
inter.d to export thechemical substance
which is the subjectof this testing
ConsentOrderthat40 CFR part707
applies.

VI. RulemakingRecord

A. SupportingDocumentation

EPA has establisheda record for this
ConsentOrder underTSCA section4,
docket number OP’FS—42118,which is
availablefor inspectionMondaythrough
Friday, excludinglegal holidays, in Rm.
NE-~Coo4,401 M St.,SW., Washington,
DC.. 20460from8 a.m. to 12 noon and
from 1 p.m. to 4 p.m. This record
includesbasicinformation considered
by EPA in developingthis policy. This
record includes thefollowing
information:

(1) Testing consentorder for NaCN
and associatedtestingprotocols.

(2) Federal Registernoticespertaining
to this notice andconsentorder
consistingof:

(a) Notice soliciting interested parties
for developinga consentorder for

sodiumcyanide(26th lZepurf of the ETC.
June5, 1990;55 FR 23O50~.

(hJ27th Reportof theITC (March 6.
1991;56 FR 9534).

(3) Communicationsconsistingof:
(a) Written letters.
(b) Contact reports of telephone

summaries.
(c) Meetingsummaries.
(4) Reports - publishedand

unpublishedfactualmaterials.

B. References

(1) Buffington.JO.Letterfrom John0.
Buffington, RegionalDirector for Research
andDevelopment,Fish andWildlife Service.
U.S. Departmentof interior to John a
Walker.Acting ExecutiveSecretar.
InteragencyTestingCommittee(ITCJ,
nominatingsodiumcyanidefor consideration
by theITC, (April 17, 1990).

(2) Windholz.M., Budavari.S..Bhumetta.
R.F.,andOtterbain.E.S.,eds..TheMerck
Index.10th edition.Rahway.NewJersey.
Merck Co., Inc.. p. 1233 (1983J.

(3) Stanton,M.D., Colbert,TA.. and
Trenholm,R.B. TheNationalParkService
EnvironmentalHandbook for Cyanide
LeachingProjects.U.S.Departmentof
Interior. Washington.DC (1986).

(4) USEPA.EnvironmentalProtection
Agency.Public FocusMeetingfor Sodium
Cyanide.Office of ToxicSubstances.U.S.
EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(1990).

(5) Fi8kel. J.. Cooper.C.. Eschenroeder,A..
Goyer,M., andPerwak.J.. “Exposureandrisk
assessmentfor cyanide.” EPA/440/4—85/0o8.
(NITS P85-220572).Cambridge.MA. Arthur
D. Little, Inc. (1981).

(0) USEPA.EnvironmentalProtection
Agency.Ambient Water Quality Criteria for
Cyanide.Washington,DC.. Office of Water
RegulationandStandards,U.S.
EnvironmentalProtectionAgency(1985).

VII. OtherRegulatoryRequirements

The Office of Management and Budget
(0MB) has approved theinformation
collection requirements containedin this

ConsentOrderundertheprovishmsof
thePaperworkReductionAct of 1980. 44
U.S.C. 3501et seq..andhasassigned
0MB controlnumber2070-0033.

Public reportingburdenfor this
collection of informationis estimatedto
be40 hoursper response.The estimates
include time for reviewing instructions,
searchingexisting data sources.
gatheringandmaintainingthedata
needed,and completingandreviewing
thecollection of information.

Sendcommentsregardingthe burden
estimateor any other aspectof this
collection of information, including
suggestionsfor reducingthis burden,to
Chief, Information Policy Branch, PM—
223, U.S.EnvironmentalProtection
Agency,401 M St., SW., Washington.D(
20460;and to the0MB, Paperwork
ReductionProject (2070—0033).
Washington,DC 20503.

List of Subjectsin 40 CFR Part 799

Chemicals. Chemical export,
Environmental protection, Hazardous
substances,Recordkeepingand
reportingrequirements.andTesting,

Dated: November29, 1991.

Victorj. 1(1mm,

ActingAssistantAdministratorfor Pesticidci’.c
andToxicSubstances.

Therefore,40 CFRpart 799 is amended
as follows:

PART 199--~AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 799
continuesto read as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C.2603. 2611, 2625.

2. Section799.5000is amendedby
adding sodiumcyanide to the table in
CAS Number order, to read as follows:

TABLE—TESTING REQUIREO FOR SOOUM CYANIDE

Test
F,nal

Start re
Test methods Gale port

date

6

‘2 3/)
6 24

30 45
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§ 799.5000 Testthgconsentorders for
substancesand mixtureswith Chemical
AbstractServiceRegistryNumbers.

CAS Number Subslartce or mixture name Testing FR citation

143-33-9 Sodium Cyanide Chemical fate
Terrestrial eftcts

[56 FR December 17, 1991)
[56 FR December 17, 1991]

[FR Doc. 91—30085Filed 12—16—91;8:45 aml
BILLING CODE 65$O-5O-F

GENERAL SERVICES

ADMINISTRATION

41 CFR Part 101-38

[FPMR Temp. Reg. G-48, Supp. 4]

Federal Motor VehiclesExpenditure
Control

AGENCY: FederalSupplyService,GSA.
ACTION: Temporaryregulation.

SUMMARY: The Office of Management
andBudgetestablishedtheendof fiscal
year1990asthe completiondatefor
studiesrequiredby title XV, subtitleC—
Federal Motor Vehicle Expenditure
Control, Public Law 99—272,
ConsolidatedOmnibus Budget
ReconciliationAct of 1985. FPMR
TemporaryRegulationC—48, dated
August6, 1986,implementedthe
provisionsof this law. This supplement
extendstheexpirationdateof FPMR
Temp.Reg.G-48andsupplements1 and
2 thereto to June 30, 1992.
DATES: Effective date:July 1, 1991.
Expiration date: June 30, 1992.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTAC’T:
KarenHampel,FleetManagement
Division (703—557—8276).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
GeneralServicesAdministration(GSA)
has determinedthat this rule is not a
major rule for the purposesof Executive
Order12291of February 17, 1981,
becauseit is not likely to result in an
annualeffecton theeconomyof$100
million or more;a major increasein
coststo consumersorothers;or
significantadverseeffects.GSA has
basedall administrativedecisions
underlyingthisruleon adequate
informationconcerningtheneedfor and
consequencesof this rule; has
determinedthat the potential benefitsto
societyfrom this ruleoutweigh the

potentialcostsandhasmaximizedthe
netbenefits;andhaschosenthe
alternativeapproachinvolving theleast
net cost to society.

List of Subjectsin 41 CFR Part 101—38

Governmentpropertymanagement,
motorvehicles.

Theauthoritycitation forpart 101—38
continuesto readas follows:

Authority: Sec.205(c), 63 Stat.390; 40

U.S.C.486 (c)
In 41 CFR chapter101, the following

supplementto FPMR Temp. Reg. G-.48is
addedto theappendixatthe end of
SubchapterC to readasfollows:

FederalPropertyManagementRegulations;
TemporaryRegulation(1-48,Supplement4
November5, 1991.
To: Headsof Federalagencies.
Subject:Federalmotorvehicleexpenditure
control.

1. Purpose.This supplementextendsthe
expirationdateof FPMR Temporary
RegulationG—48.

2.Effectivedate.This supplementis
effectiveon July ~, 1991.

3.Expirationdate. This supplementexpires
June30, 1992,unlesssoonersupersededor
canceled.

4.Background.FPMRTemporary
RegulationC-.48. datedAugust8, 1986,
implementedthe provisionsof title XV,
subtitleC—FederalMotor Vehicle
ExpenditureControl,PublicLaw 99—272.
ConsolidatedOmnibusBudgetReconciliation
Act of 1985.Thelaw andthe regulation
requirethat anagencywhichoperates300 or
moremotorvehiclesto take severalactions
regardingtheirmotorvehicleoperationsand
activities.TheOffice of Managementand
Budget(0MB) is still monitoringagencies
implementationof thecostcomparisonstudy
process.Toallow time for analysisand
reviewof agencyeffortsand to determine
whatchangesareneededto codify a
permanentregulation,it is necessaryto
extendthe expiration datesof FPMR Temp.
Rag. G—48 andsupplements1 and2 theretoto
June20, 1992.

5.Explanation ofchanges.The expiration
datesin paragraph 3 of FPMRTemp.Reg.G-

48 andsupplementsI and2 ofFPMR Temp.
Reg. C—48 areextendedto June30, 1992.

RichardG.Austin,
Administratorof GeneralServices.
[FRDoc.91—29926Filed 12—16—91;8:45 am)
BtWtfG CODE 5E2O-24-~

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS

COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 63

[CC Docket No. 87—266;FCC 91-3341

Facilities for theProvision of Video
Programming by a Telephone
Common Carrier in Its Telephone
ServiceArea

AGENCY: FederalCommunications
Commission[FCC).
ACTION: Final rule; Interpretiverulings.

SUMMARY: TheCommissionissued
interpretiverulingsconcludingthat the
telephone/cablecrossownership ban of
theCableAct appliesonly tolocal
exchangecarriersand that neither a
local exchangecarriernor its customer-
programmerneedobtaina local cable
televisionfranchiseto offervideo
dialtone.
EFFECTIVE DATE: January16, 1992.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT
Donna Lampert, Common Carrier
Bureau, (202)632—6363or Greg
Lipscomb,CommonCarrierBureau,
(202)634—1800.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

PaperworkReductionAct

The proposalscontainedherein have
been analyzed with respect to the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980,as
amended,44 U.S.C.3501-3520,and
found to imposeno newor modified
form, information collectionand/or
recordkeeping,labeling,disclosureor
record retention requirements; and will
not increaseburden hours imposedon
thepublic. Implementation of any new
or modified requirement will be subject
to approval by the Office of


