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.on record with the American Egg Board
as owning more than 75,000 laying
" hens. An additional seven ballots were
" mailed in response to phone requests.
" The referendum was widely publicized
. through USDA’s news service, the trade
press, industry organizations, and the
national referendum task force. Of the
* tatal number of ballots mailed, 62
percent were returned. .
_ For the Order amendment to be
approved; it had to be favored by at least
- two-thirds of the producers voting in
~ this referendum or by a mdjority of the
. producers vating if such majority
represented not less than two-thirds of
the commerclal eggs produced by all
voters.

- Of the producers votmg, 66.4 percent.
favored the increased assessment. .
Producers voting affirmatwely
represented 70.9 percent of the May— -
July 1994 egg production of all those
voting, Therefore, the favorable vote,
through volume of production,
exceeded the statutory reqmrement for
passage.

‘List of Subjects in 7 CFR Part 1250

: Administrative pracnce and
-procedure, Advertising, Agricultural
research, Eggs and egg products,

- Reporting and recordkeepmg

requlrements
5% . For the reasons set forth.in the.
. _preamble, Title 7, CFR Part 1250 is

" .PROMOTION. . . ..
" . 1.The authonty cxtatxon of Part 1250

" is revised toread as follows:

Authority: 7 U.S,C. 2701-2718.

C 2. Sectmn 1250.347 is rewsed to read
- as follows

1§ 1250.347 Assessments.
.Each handler designated in § 1250.349
and pursuant to regulations.issued by

B . the Board shall collect from each

- producer, except for those producers
specifically exempted in § 1250.348, -
. and shall pay to the Board at such times
- and in such manner as prescribed by.
" regulations issued by the Board an

". assessment at a rate not to exceed 10

~ cents per 30-dozen case of eggs, or the
equivalent thereof, for such expenses
and expenditures, including provisions
for a reasonable reserve and those
administrative costs incurred by the
Department of Agriculture after this

" subpart is effective, as the Secretary
finds are reasonable and likely to be
incurred by the Board and the Secretary

under this subpart, except that no more

than one such assessment shall be made
on any case of eggs. :

_ EFFECTIVE: om—i ‘December 15, 1994

- 3.In section 1250.514, the first -
sentence is revised to read as follows:

.- §1250.514 Levy of assessments.

An assessment rate of 10 cents per

‘case of commercial eggs is levied on

each case of commercial eggs handled

. for the-account of each produger. * * *

- Dated: December 9, 1994.
Patricia Jensen,

Acting Assistant Secretary, Marketmg and
Regulatory Programs.

(FR Doc. 94-30834 Filed 121 3-94 8 45 aml

"BILLING CODE 341 M2-U

" FEDERAL ELECTION commssmu

11 CFR Part8 .
[Notlce 19941 9]

-National Voter Reglstratloh Act

AGENCY: Federal Election Commission
ACTION: Techmcal Amendment ﬁnal

~ rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Eléetion -
Commission is publishing a technical

Commission responsibilities under the

- National Voter Registration Act of 1993

{“NVRA” or “the Aét”). The .

- amendment clarifies what mforfnatmn
shall be included in the State reports to’
" be filed’ thh the Commxssmn on. March

31, 1995.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION.CONTACT: -
Ms. Susan E: Propper, Assistant General
Counsel, 999 E Street, NW.,

- Washington, DC 20463, (202) 2'19—3590
or (800) 424-9530.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On Ju.ne
23, 1994, the Commission published .

" final rules addressing its responsibilities

under the National Voter Registration
Act of 1993, Public Law 103-31, 197
Stat. 77, 42 U.S.C. 1973gg-1.¢t seq. 59

~FR32311.-See 11 CFR part 8. Under 42

U.S.C. 1973gg-7(a), the Commission-
shall submit to Congress no later than
June 30 of each odd-numbered year,
beginning june 30, 1995, a report
assessing the impact-of the Act and .
recommending improvements in
Federal and state procedures, forms, and .
other matters affected by the Act.

The information requested from the

_states to assist the Commission in

preparing these reports is set forth at 11
CFR 8.7(b)(1)~(10). This information is
due by the March 31 preceding each
June 30 due date. 11 CFR 8.7(a).

. 11 CFR 8.7(c) requests more limited
information for the report due on June
30, 1995. Since the NVRA will not take -
effect until January 1, 1995, it will not

“be possible to “‘assess its impact’
initial report. The Commission is

3

m thls

therefore requesting that, for this report -
only, states provide only the number of

registered voters statewide in the most
recent federal general election, along
with a brief narrative or general
description of the state’s
implementation of the NVRA.

The specific request for information -
on the number of registered voters
statewide in the most recent fedéral

--general election if found at 11 CFR

8.7(b)(2). However, section 8.7(c)

" incorrectly references paragraph.8.7

(b)(1), which information is not needed

“for the initial report. It is necessary,:

therefore, to change the reference in 11-
CFR 8.7(c) from: “paragraph (b)(1) of this -

- ‘ "section” to- *‘paragraph (b)(2) of this

section.” The accompanying State of
Basis and Purpose provides the correct .
information. 59 FR 32370, -
~Because this is a technical
amendment, it is not a substantive rule

_requiring notice and comment under the

Administrative-Procedure Act, 5 U. S.C.

7553. This amendment is, therefore,

- amendment t6 the final rules addressing’ made effective on December 15, 1994.

Certification of No Effect Pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 605(b) [Regulatory Flexnblllty

) Act]

The attached rules do not have a-
sxgmﬁcant economjc impact'on a
- substantial number of small entmes

-~ THe basis for this certification is'that "
- -few, if any, small entities are dxrectly
- affected by these rules.

- List of Sub]ects in 11 CFR Part 8 j B

Elections, Reporting and
recordkeeping requiremerits.

For the reasons set forth inthe
preamble, Part 8 of chapter.I of Title 11
of the Code of Federal Regulatlons is--

- amended as follows:

PART B—NATIONAL VOTER
REGISTRATION ACT (42 U.S. C.

- 1973gg-1 et seq.)

1. The authority citation for Part 8-

-continues to réad as follows:

* Authority: 42 US.C. 1973gg-1 et seq. .

2. Section 8.7 is amended by revising
paragraph (c) to read as-follows:

§8.7 Contents of reports from the states.
* * * * * o

(c) For the State report due March 31
1995, the chief state election official
need only provide the information
described in paragraph (b)(2) of this
section and a brief narrative or general . -
description of the state's

- - implementation of the NVRA. - ..
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Dated: December 12, 1994. .
Trevor Potter,
-Chairman, Federal Election. Commtss:on.
[FR Doc. 94-30875 Filed 12-—14—94 8:45 am])

- BILLING CODE 6715—01-M

e e.of the Comptroiler of the

" 12CFRPart s
. RIN 3084-AB158 .
DEPARTMENTWF THE TREASURY..

B -

.Ofﬂce of Thnft ; pennsion :

12 CFR Part 567
‘[No.94-152) ~  }
'RIN 1550-AA50 '}
' Risk-Based Capital 'mndards,

.Concentration of CAY
of Nontraditional AQ)

. AGENCIES: Ofﬁce of thig

the Currency (OCC), TR
- Governors of the Fedel
System (Board); Feder2@

Insurance Corporation (@DIC); and
Office of Thrift Supervigbn (0TS),
Treasury. . - T

- ACTION: Final rule.

.SUMMARY: The OCC; the B§g
“and the OTS (collectively W&
agencies”) are issuing this §&
-implement the portions of 4

credit risk and the risks of
nontraditional activities. The firjg

an institution’s ability to manage theg
risks; as important factors in assessinf}
an institution’s overall capital adequacy.v

RS PARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

~ concentration of\@redi

- Analyst, (202/452-3 ;-
" Governors of the Federal &

“NW., Washmgton DC 20551

.Specialist (202/898-8904), Di :.'i
VSupervxsmn or Fred S. Carns, @i

Wdit Risk and Risks .

. Street, NW., Washington, DC 20429

Dorene Rosenthal, Senior Attorney, X

~ Division (202) 906-7268, Office of

WACECTIVE DATE: January 17, 1995.

iaditional activities, Roger Tufts,
Wconomic Advisor (202/874—
Kice of the Chief National Bank
BFor legal issues, Ronald -
0. Senior Attorney, Bank
d Assets Division (202/
Kice of the Comptroller of
RS0 E Street, S.W.,
Washington, D
Board: For is38e

Wright, Supervis ) Fmanmal Analyst,
(202/728—5854) arkg

Mhional activities,
Wrvisory Financial
\9), Division of
Banking Supervision ¥
Scott G. Alvarez, Assolp
Counsel (202/452-358 3
Baer, Managing Senior (@

452-3236), Legal DivisicW Board of
serve

System. For the heanng igpaired only,”v

FDIC Damel M. Gautsch

Stephen G. Pigifer, Exammau

Dep051t Insurance Corporatlon.

Regulations, Legislation and Opiniof

Supervision, 1700 G Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20552.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Background

The risk-based capital standards
adopted by the agencies tailor an
institution’s minimum capital

requirement to broad categories of credit@

risk embgdied in its assets and off-
balance-sheet instruments. These
standards require institutions to have -
total capital equal to at least 8 percent
of their risk-weighted assets.!
Institutions with high or inordinate

' As defined, risk-weighted assets include credit
exposures contained 1n off-balance-sheet
instruments. -

Butration of credit risk and the risks

. institutions t&

~--the agencies issued s

1994. See 59 FR 8420. The

~ received 54 comments, inchiii

. .duphcate comments among t¥e.

- . agencies. A descnptmn of th
" proposed rule along with a d

R accepted approach to identifying §

Qeels of risk are expected to operate -
e minimum capital standards.
& ntly, each agency addresses 'capltal

_'ade fcy through a vanety of

capital stand :', ds for insured deposxtory
2ensure that those
standards tak

dequate account of

activities. This filal rule addresses
concentration of ®edit risk and the risks
of nontraditionial Rgtivities. The - L
Qing interest rate risk”

makmgs See OCC,

rulema_kmg. 58 FR 4% ) —
1993) and OTS ﬁnal emaklng. 58 FR

45799 (August 31, 19Q4). In addition, .-
Arate final rules

to implement the sectifg 305

* requirement that risk-b¥ed capital
“standards reflect the ac
- and expected risk of lo

al perforinance .
mulufamlly
mortgages. -

-For the risks-related to & ncentranon ’

* of credit and nontraditionf activities,
- the agencies published a jdght notice of

proposed rulemaking on Fd

the comments follows.

-IL ‘Concentration of Credit Risf - -

A. Proposed Approach .
In the joint proposed rule, thfi§ =
agencies stated that it was not cgrently

feasible to quantify the risk relatgd to
concentrations of credit for use

and track large concentrations o
risk by individual or related groug
borrowers, and some can identifj
concentrations by industry, geoghs
area, country, loan type or other §
relevant factors, there is no gener

quantifying the magnitude of risk §

associated with concentrations of gredi

Nonetheless techmques do existto }
identify broad classes of concentrations}





