records in the same manner and to the
same extent that would be required if
no State plan were in effect.

(¢c) Inspections Scheduling System. On
October 1, 1975, the State submitted a
supplement concerning the Inspection
Scheduling System (ISS), one of the de-
velopmental goals in the State plan. The
purpose of the System is to generate and
distribute computer-generated employer
lists to Reglonal Offices of the Division of
Industrial Safety as part of a system
for scheduling routine inspections. Size
of firm and lost-workday incidence rate
of the industry in which the firm is
classified are the basis for selection from
the data base. Firms have been included
on the listing if they employ 20 or more
persons and if the 3- or 4-digit SIC sub-
group in which they are classified has a
lost-workday incidence rate in excess of
4.0, the average for California’s private
nonfarm section of the economy in 1972,

(d) Operations Manual. On October 9,
1975, the State submitted a supplement
concerning the Operations Manual for
use by California compliahce safety en-
gineers. New procedures for such topics
as the handling of diserimination com-
plaints, field training, security and ad-
vance notice remain to be written for
subsequent incorporation.

(e) Deletion of State Fire Marshal's
Participation. On November 3, 1975, the
State submitted a supplement concern-
ing the termination of the Office of
State Fire Marshal’s participation in the
State plan as a State-initiated change.
In the original Cali”ornia plan, it was en-
visioned that the Office of the State Fire
Marshal would provide technical assist-
ance and support to the Division of In-
dustrial Safety in fire safety problems of
an unusual or complex nature. Program
experience has shown that the Division
has had little need for the kind of tech-
nical assistance originally envisioned,
and that the fire safety standards per-
taining to occupational safety and health
can and are being enforced by the com~-
pliance safety engineers of the Division
of Industrial Safety with appropriate
training. By terminating the Fire Mar-
shal program, funds can be redirected to
the Division for fire safety enforcement
and for other areas of the overall pro-
gram in need of additional funding.

3. Location of the plan supplements
Jor inspection and copying. A copy of the
plan and its supplements may be in-
spected and copied during normal busi-
ness hours at the following locations:
Technical Data Center, Occupational
Safety and Health Administration, Room
N-3620, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C, 20210; Office of the
Assistant Reglonal Director for Occupa~
tional Safety and Health, Room 9410,
Federal Office Building, 450 Golden Gate
Avenue, San Francisco, California 94102;
California Occupational BSafety and
Health Administration, 1006 4th Street,
Third Floor, Sacramento, California
95814; California Occupational Safety
and Health Administration, 455 Golden
Gate Avenue, Room 2152, S8an Francisco,
California 94102; and, Division of In-
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dustrial Safety, 3460 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California 80010.

4. Public participation. Interested per-
sons were given 30 days to submit writ-
ten data, views and arguments concern-
ing all of the above supplements. No
written comments were submitted.

5. Decision. After careful consideration
of the California plan supplements in
relation to the requirements of the Act
and 29 CFR Part 1902, they are hereby
approved. The decision incorporates the

requirements of the Act and implement- -

ing regulations applicable to State plans
generally.

In accordance with this decision, Sub-
part K of 29 CFR Part 1952 is amended
as set forth below, effective October 1,
1976.

Section 1952.174 is amended by adding
paragraphs (j) through (m) as follows:

§ 1952.174 Completed

steps.

developmental

(i) In accordance with § 1952.173(a),
enforcement rules and regulations were
promulgated by January 1974, and were
approved by the Assistant Secrefary on
September 28, 1976. 0

(k) Recordkeeping and reporting re-
quirements for private employers were
promulgated by November 1974, and
were approved by the Assistant Secretary
on September 28, 1976.

(1) In accordance with § 1952.173(h),
the Inspection Scheduling System was
fully implemented and in operation by
June 1975.

(m) In accordance with § 1952.173(a),
an operations manual was published, and
was approved by the Assistant Secretary
on September 28, 1976.

(Secs. B(g), 18, Pub. L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1600,
1608 (29 US.C. 657 (g) (2), 667).)

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th
day of September 1976,

MoRrTON CORN,
Assistant Secretary of Labor.

[FR Doc.76-28848 Filed 9-30-76;8:45 am]

PART 1952—APPROVED STATE PLANS
FgRDsENFORCEMENT OF STATE STAND-
A

Approval of Alaska State Poster

1. Background. Part 1953 of Title 29,
Code of Federal Regulations prescribes
procedures under section 18 of the Oc-
cupational Safety and Health Act of 1970
(29 U.S.C. 667) (hereinafter referred to
as the Act) by which the Assistant Sec-
retary - for Occupational Safety and
Health (hereinafter referred to as the
Assistant Secretary) under a delegation
of authority from the Secretary of Labor
(Secretary’s Order 8-76, 41 FR 24059,
June 22, 1976) will review changes in a
State plan which have been approved in
accordance with section 18(¢) of the
Act and Part 1902 of this chapter. On
August 10, 1973, a notice was published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER (38 FR 21628)
of the approval of the Alaska plan and
the adoption of Subpart R to Part 1952
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containing the decision, On March 16,
1976, Alaska submitted a supplement to
the plan involving a developmental
change. (See Subpart B, 29 CFR Part
1953.) The supplement contains the
Alaska Safety and Health Poster for pri-
vate and public employees which is to be
posted at all covered workplaces in the
State.

2. Description of the poster. The Alaska
Safety and Health Poster for private and
public (State and local government)
employees contains, among other
things, provisions notifying employees of
their obligations and protections under
the Alaska law (No. AS18.60.010 to 105) :
their right to request inspections and
their right to remain anonymous as a
result; their right to participate in in-
spections; their protection against dis-
charge or discrimination under both
Federal and State law (public employees
are covered only by State law); and,
their right to file complaints about the
administration of the State program with
the Occupational Safety and Health Ad-
ministration. The Alaska poster meets
all the requirements of 29 CFR 18562.10,
However, the State poster does not dis-
tinguish between the rights of private
and public employees in making dis-
crimination complaints (private employ-
ees may appeal to both Federal and
State agencies, while public employees
may appeal only to the State). Although
inclusion of this distinction was not re-
quired under 29 CFR 1952.10, it has
been determined to be necessary. The
State has given assurances that it will
make such a distinction upon subsequent
revision of its poster. To assure proper
handling of public employee complaints,
provisions have been made for the Fed-
eral government to refer any complaints
received from public employees to the
Alaska Department of Labor.

Further, the caption size of the print
is not in conformity with the require-
ments of 29 CFR 1903.2(a) (3) regarding
the minimum size of prints on State
posters. The State has provided assur-
ances that the caption size will be in-

creased upon reprinting of the poster.

3. Location of the plan and its supple-
ment for inspection and copying. A copy
of this supplement, along with the ap-
proved plan, may be inspected and cop-
fed during normal business hours at the
following locations: Office of the Associ-
ate Assistant Secretary for Regional
Programs, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, Room N-3112,
200 Constitution Avenue, NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20210; Office of the Regional
Administrator, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, Room 6048, Fed-
eral Office Building, 909 First Avenue,
Seattle, Washington 98174; State of
Alaska, Department of Labor, Office of
the Commissioner, Juneau, Alaska 99801.

4, Public participation. Under § 1953,
2(¢c) of this Chapter the Assistant Sec-
retary may prescribe alternative proce-
dures to expedite the review process or
for any other good cause which may be
consistent with applicable law, The As-
sistant Secretary finds that the Alaska
Safety and Health Poster incorporates
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all of the provisions required under 29
CFR 1952.10. Accordingly, it is felt that
further opportunity for public comment
is unnecessary.

5. Decision. After consideration, the
Alaska Safety and Health Poster de-
scribed above is approved under Part
1953. This decision incorporates the re-
quirements of the Act and implementing
regulations applicable to State plans
generally. In accordance with the pro-
visions of 29 CFR 1903.2(a) (2), posting
of the Alaska poster by employers cov~
ered by the State plan shall constitute
compliance with the posting reguire-
ments of section 8(¢) (1) of the Act. In
addition, § 1952.244 of 29 CFR Part 1952
is hereby amended to reflect completion
of a developmental step by adding & new
paragraph to § 1952.244, as follows:

§ 1952.244 Completed developmental
steps.
» » » - -

(¢) In accordance with the require-
ments of § 1952.10 the Alaska Safety and
Health Poster for private and public em-
ployees was approved by the Assistant
Secretary of Labor on September 28,
19%6. :

(Sec. 18, Pub. L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1608 (29
U.B.C. 667).)

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th
day of September 1976.

MorToN CORN,
Assistant Secretary of Labor,

[FR Doc.76-28850 Filed 9-30-76;8:45 am]

PART 1952—APPROVED STATE PLANS
FO%SENFORCEMENT OF STATE STAND-
AR

Approval of Supplements to Virgin Islands
State Plan

1. Background. Part 1953 of Title 29,
Code of Federal Regulations, prescribes
procedures under section 18 of the Oc-
cupational Safety and Health  Act of
1970 (29 U.B.C 667) (hereinafter re-
ferred to as the Act), for review of
changes and progress in the develop-
ment and implementation of State
plans which have been approved in ac-
cordance with section 18(c) of the Act
and 29 CFR Part 1902. On September 11,
1973, notice was published in the Feb-
ERAL REGISTER (38 FR 24896) of the ap-
proval of the Virgin Islands Plan and
adoption of Subpart S of Part 1952 con-
taining the decision and describing the
plan. On March 8, 1976, the Virgin Is-
lands submitted supplements to the plan
involving developmental changes. (See
Subpart B, 29 CFR Part 1953).

The supplements contain a descrip-
tion of the Virgin Islands Management
Information System (MIS); a program
of basic and continuing training for
compliance and consultant personnel;
and the Virgin Islands safety and health
posters for both public and private sec-
tors which are to be posted at all cov-
ered workplaces in the State.

2. Description of supplements—(a)
Management Information System. The
Virgin Islands Management Information
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System is a manual system. The system
provides, among other things, data on
inspection type, employee participation,
employee discrimination complaints,
number and type of violations, proposed
penalties and collection of penalties, em-~
ployee complaints, safety and health
compilaints, serious and nonserious
penalties and,violations, training time
utilization, and contested cases.

(b) Staff training. The State has sub-
mitted- a statement certifying the com-
pletion of the training objectives as set
forth in the State Plan. The training
included all compliance and consultant
personnel completing basic training
courses at the OSHA Institute in Chicago
and subsequent in-house and on-the-job
training conducted by the State, the Area
Office in San Juan, and the Region.

(¢) Posters. The Virgin Islands safety
and health poster for private employees
contains, among other things, provisions
notifying employees of their obligations
and protections under the Virgin Islands
occupational safety and health legisla-
tion; their right to reguest inspections
and their right to remain anonymous as
a result; their right to participate in in-
spections; their protection against dis-
charge or discrimination under both
Federal and State laws; and their right
to file complaints about the administra-
tion of the State program with the Oc-
cupational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration. The poster also contains provi-
sions for sanctions and for prompt notice
to employers and employees when alleged
violations occur.

The poster for the public sector does
not contain provisions for monetary
sanctions or for submission of discharge
or discrimination complaints to the Oc-
cupational Safety and Health Adminis-
tration. Since the definition of “em-
ployer” under the Federal Act excludes
public employers, section 11(¢) rights
are not available to public employees.

3. Location of the plan and ils sup-
plements for inspection and copying. A
copy of this supplement, along with the
approved plan, may be inspected and
copied during normal business hours at
the following locations: Technical Data
Center, Occupational Safety and Health
Administration, Room N-3620, 200 Con-
stitution Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20210; Office of the Regional Ad-
ministrator, Occupational Safety and
Health Administration, Room 3445, 1515
Broadway, New York, New York 10036;
Department of Labor, Occupational
Safety and Health Division, Building No.
1, Second floor, Government Complex,
Room 207, Lagoon Street, Frederiksted,
St. Croix, Virginia Island 00840.

4. Public participation. Under § 1953.2
(c) of this chapter the Assistant Secre-
tary of Labor for Occupational Safety
and Health (hereinafter called the As-
sistant Secretary) may prescribe alter-
native procedures to expedite the review
process or for any other good cause
which may be consistent with applicable
law. The Assistant Secretary finds that
the Virgin Islands plan supplements de-
scribed above are consistent with com-
mitments contained in the approved
plan, which were previously made avail-

able for public comment. Accordingly, it
is found that further public comment is
unnecessary.

5. Decision. After careful considera-
tion, the Virgin Islands plan supple-
ments described in 2 (a), (b) and (e)
above are hereby approved under Sub-
part B of Part 1953. This decision in-
corporates the requirements of the Act
and implementing regulations applica-
ble to State plans generally. In addition,
Subpart S of 20 CFR Part, 1952 is hereby
amended to reflect these approved plan
changes. Accordingly, § 1952.254 of Sub-
part S is hereby amended as follows:

§ 1952.254 Completed developmental
steps.
L » - Al .

(¢) In accordance with § 1952.253(a)
the Virgin Islands has completed the
training as described therein.

(d) The Virgin Islands has developed
and implemented a manual Management
Information System.

(e) In accordance with the require-
ments of §1952.10 the Virgin Islands
safety and health posters for private and
public employees were approved by the
?:;;stant Secretary on September 28,

This decision is effective October 1,
1976.

(Sec. 18, Pub, L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1608 (29
U.8.C. 667).)

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 28th
day of September 1976.

MorTON CORN,
Assistant Secretary of Labor,

[FR Doc.76-28849 Filed 9-30-76;8 45 am]

Title 40—Protection of Environment
[FRL 616-1]

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS

PART 52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Approval of lowa Plan Revisions and
Clarifying Amendments

On May 31, 1972 (37 FR 10865), pur-
suant to section 110 of the Clean Air Act,
and 40 CFR Part 51, the Administrator
approved, with specific exceptions, the
State of Towa plan for the implementa-
tion of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. On February 24, 1976 (41 FR
8071), the Agency announced that the
State proposed to revise its implementa-
tion plan by making a number of amend-
ments to the Iowa Rules and Regulations
Relating to Air Pollution Control.

The proposed amendments were pub-
licly advertised, and hearings were held
on September 11, 1974, and October 9,
1974, in accordance with 40 CFR 51.4.
The Towa Air Quality Commission (IA
QC) adopted these amendments on No-
vember 14, 1974,

The State proposal contains several
amendemnts to the Iowa regulation,
some of which are minor (clarifications,
deletions of delayed effective dates, etc.),
and some of which constitute significant
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changes to the control strategy which
is presently in the approved Iowa plan,
The significant changes are discussed in
detail below.

The State has amended Regulation 4.1
to adopt, by reference, the Environme:-
tal Protection Agency (EPA) regulations
for the following categories of new
sources which are specified in 40 CFR
Part 60: asphalt concrete plants, pe-
troleum refineries, secondary lead smelt-
ers, secondary brass and bronze ingot
production plants, iron and steel plants,
and sewage treatment plants. These
standards are adopted in addition to
those previously adopted by the State
which were approved by EPA on April 8,
1975 (40 FR 15879).

The State has adopted these standards
for the categories of new sources specified
to enable it to assume enforcement and
implementation activities that are con-
ducted by the EPA. The State requested
the delegation of EPA authority to im-
plement and enforce the standards of
performance for new sources for the
source categories listed above on Febru-
ary 27, 1975, and EPA granted the re-
quested delegation on June 6, 1975, sub-
ject to certain conditions. One of the
conditions is that EPA retains concur-
rent authority to implement and enforce
these standards, In addition, EPA will
continue to be the agency solely responsi-
ble for the implementation of New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS) for cat-
egories which the State has not adopted.

The IAQC has adopted Regulation 3.1
(3) e., which exempts incinerators with a
rated refuse-burning capacity of less
than 25-pounds per hour from the new
source permit requirements (Regulation
3.1(1)). This means that such proposed
incinerators would no longer be reviewed
prior to construction to determine
whether their emissions would interfere
with the attainment or maintenance of a
National Ambient Air Qualily Standard.
However, these incinerators must still
comply with the applicable emissions
standards as defined in Regulation 4.4.
The Towa Department of Environmental
Quality (IDEQ) has submitted an anal-
vsis of this exemption which indicates
that small incinerators operating in com-
pliance with applicable emission stand-
ards have an insignificant impact on air
quality, i

The State had also amended Regula-
tions 4.3(3) a. and 4.3(3) b,, which set sul-
fur dioxide emission standards for fuel-
burning sources. However, on June 9,
1976, EPA was advised that the State had
again revised these regulations. There-
fore, Regulations 4.3(3)a. and 4.3(3)b.,
as adopted by the JAQC on November 14,
1975, are not approved as parts of the
Iowa State Implementation Plan (SIP),

The amended fugitive dust regulation
4.3(2)c., was withdrawn from considera~
tion as a revision to the SIP by the State.
Therefore, Regulation 4.3(2)c., as
adopted by the JIAQC on November 14,
1975, 1s not approved as a part of the
Iowa SIP.

FEDERAL
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In the notice of proposed rulemaking
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER On
February 24, 1976 (41 FR 8071), public
comment was solicited with regard to
Towa’s amended regulations which were
adopted on November 14, 1974, Copies of
the materials submitted by the State were
made available for public inspection at
the Agency’s Region VII office in Kansas
City, Missouri; at EPA headquarters in
Washington, D.C.; and at the office of the
IDEQ. No comments were received in re-
sponse to the Agency’s notice of proposed
rulemaking.

The amendments to the Iowa Rules
and Regulations Relating to Air Pollu-
tion Control which were adopted on
November 14, 1974, by the IAQC, with the
exception of Regulation 4.3(2)c¢., which
was withdrawn and Regulations 4.3(3) a.
and 4.3(3) b., on which we take no action,
constitute a proposed revision to the
State of Jowa implementation plan pur-
suant to § 51.6 of this chapter. The Ad-
ministrator's decision to approve or dis-
approve revisions to a plan is based on
whether they meet the requirements of
Section 110(a) (2) (A)—(H) of the Clean
Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51, “Require-
ments for Preparation, Adoption and
Submittal of State Implementation
Plans.”

After careful review of all the changes
contained in the proposed revision, the
Administrator has determined that this
revision meets the requirements men-
tioned above. Accordingly, this plan revi-
sion is hereby approved and made a part
of the State of Iowa implementation
plan.

The amendments to Part 52.820c.,
which are being published today, also re-
flect additions to the amendments which
were published on March 2, 1976 (41 FR
8956) . These additions are merely clari-
fying the existing list and impose no ad-
ditional requirements. Therefore, the Ad-
ministrator finds for good cause that it
is unnecessary and impractical to sub-
ject these clarifications to notice and
public comment procedures.

The Agency finds that good cause ex-
ists for making these amendments effec-
tive immediately on (date of publication)
for the following reasons:

1. The implementation plan revisions
were adopted in accordance with proce-
dural requirements of state and federal
law, which provided for adequate public
hearings and comments, and further
participation is unnecessary and im-
practicable;

2. Immediate effectiveness of the
amendments enables the sources in-
volved to proceed with certainty in con-
ducting their affairs and persons wish-
ing to seek jugdicial review of the
amendments may do so without delay;

3. The new source standards adopted
by the State consist of previously exist~
ing EPA regulations and, therefore, im-
pose no new requirements on affected
facilities; and

4. The clarifying amendments are
merely for record keeping concerning
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existing lists and impose no require-
ments.

(Secs. 110 and 301, Clean Air Act as amended
(42 U.S8.C. 1857¢-5, 1857g) )

Dated: September 16, 1976.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

Subpart Q—lowa
1. In 52.820, paragraph (c¢) is revised
to read as follows:

§ 52.820 Identification of plan.

© N - » -

(¢) The plan revisions listed below
were submitted on the dates specified:

(1) Request for a two-year extension
to meet the National Primary and Sec-
ondary Ambient Air Quality Standards
for nitrogen dioxide in the Metropolitan
Omaha-Council Bluffs Interstate Air
Quality Control Region was submitted
by the Governor on January 27, 1972.
(Non-regulatory)

(2) Revisions of Appendices D and G
of the plan were submitted on Febru-
ary 2, 1972, by the State Department of
Health. (Non-regulatory)

(3) Source surveillance and record
maintenance statements were submitted
on April 14, 1972, by the State Depart-
ment of Health. (Non-regulatory)

(4) Revised statement regarding pub-
lic availability of emission data was sub-
mitted on May 2, 1972, by the State De-
partment of Health. (Non-regulatery)

(5) State submitted Senate File 85
which ereated the Department of Envi-
ronmental Quality and replaced the
Towa air pollution econtrol statute which
appeared as Chapter 136B of the Code of
Jowa, on May 4, 1972, (Regulatory)

(6) A letter describing the issunance of
a Certificate of Acceptance for the local
air pollution control programs conducted
by the Linn County Board of Health for
the jurisdictions of the City of Cedar
Rapids and Linn County, and the Des
Moines-Polk County Health Department
for the jurisdictions of the City of Des
Moines and Polk County was submitted
by the State Department of Health on
December 14, 1972, (Non-regulatory)

(7) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in February 1973
(Regulatory)

(8) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in May 1973, (Reg-
ulatory)

(9) The State of Yowa High Air Pollu-
tion Episode Contingency Plan was sub-
mitted on June 20, 1973, by the Governor.

(10) The letter which requested the
inclusion of the Linn County Health De-
partment Rules and Regulations, the
City of Cedar Rapids Air Pollution Con-
trol Ordinance, the Polk County Rules
and Regulations—Air Pollution Control,
and the City of Des Moines Air Pollution
Control Regulations in the State of Iowa
implementation plan was submitted by
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the State Department of Environmental
Quality on June 25, 1974. (No approval
action was taken on the request because
it did not meet the procedural require-
ments specified in 40 CFR Part 51.)

(11) Revisions of Rules 2.1, 3.1, 3.4, 4.1,
4.3(3) and 4.3(4) of the Iowa Rules and
Regulations Relating to Air Pollution
Control were submitted on April 24, 1974
(by the Governor’s office). (No approval _
or disapproval action was taken on
amended Subrule 4.3(3) a., which restricts
emissions of sulfur oxides from fuel-
burning sources.) (Regulatory)

(12) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in May 1974.

(13) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in May 1974,

(14) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in July 1974.

(15) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in August 1974,

(16) A letter from the Director of the
Department of Environmental Quality,
dated August 29, 1974, which requested
that no further action be taken on Sub-
rule 4.3(3) a. as submitted on April 24,
1974. (Regulatory)

(17) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in September 1974.

(18) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in November 1974.

(19) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in February 1975.

(20) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in April 1975.

(21) Compliance schedules were sub-
mitted by the State in June 1975.

(22) Revisions of Rules 1.2, 2.1, 3.1, 3.4,
4.1, 42, 43, 5.1, 7.1, 83 and 84 of the

Towa Rules and Regulations Relating to
Air Pollution Control were submitted on
July 17, 1975, by the Governor's office.

(Regulatory) (No approval or disap-
proval action was taken on Subrules 4.3
(2)e.0r4.3(3)b.)

(23) Summary of the public hearing
which was held on the revised rules which
were submitted on July 17, 1975, by the
Governor's office was submitted by the
Jowa Department of Environmental
Qualify on September 3, 1975. (non-regu-~
latory)

(24) Letter which withdrew amended
Subrule 4.3(2)¢. from the proposed Iowa
plan revision submitted on July 17, 1975,
was submitted by the Governor's office on
January 20, 1976.

[FR Doc.76-28712 Filed 9-30-76;8:45 am]

- [FRL 622-1]

PART -52—APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Revision to New Jersey State
Implementation Plan

This notice announces approval by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
of a revision to the New Jersey State
Implementation Plan.

As proposed by the State to EPA on
June 15, 1976, this revision permits the
temporary use of fuel oil with a sulfur
content of 2.5% by weight in bollers
number 1, 2, 3 and 4 at the Hunt-Wesson
Foods, Inc. facility located in Bridgeton,
Cumberland County, New Jersey. A full
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description of this revision was published
by EPA in the July 29, 1976, FEDERAL
REGISTER at 41 FR 31574.

In its July 29 notice EPA also estab-
lished a 30-day period for receipt of com-
ments from the public on whether or not
this revision to the New Jersey Imple-
mentation Plan should be approved. No
comments were received.

EPA has found no reason to change its
preliminary determination that this re-
vision affecting the Hunt-Wesson Foods
facility will not cause contravention of
national ambient air quality standards
in its area of impact. The proposed revi-
sion has been found to be consistent with
current EPA policies and goals set forth
in the requirements of section 110(a) (2)
(A)—(H) of the Clean Air Act and EPA
regulations in 40 CFR Part 51 and, there-
fore, is hereby approved.

EPA approval is granted for a period
of six months from the effective date of
this action. This is consistent with the
New Jersey administrative order initiat-
ing this revision request, which also only
is effective for six months from the date
of EPA approval.

Effective date: This revision will be-
come effective October 1, 1976 since it
does not result in the imposition of addi-
tional substantive burdens on the
affected source and can be implemented
without delay if the source desires.

(42 U.S.C. 1857¢-5 and 1857g)~ /
Dated: September 24, 1976.

RusseLrl E. TRraIn,
¢ Adminisirator,
Environmental Proteclion Agency.

Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as fol-
lows:

Subpart FF—New Jersey

1. In §52.1570, paragraph (c¢) is
amended by adding a new subparagraph
(13) as follows:

§ 52.1570 Identification of plan.

- » Ll . .

(¢) Supplemental information was
submitted on:

. > . - &

(13) An administrative order directed
to Hunt-Wesson Foods, Inc. in Bridge-
ton, Cumberland County and issued pur-
suant to the New Jersey Administrative
Code (NJ.AC) 17:27-95(a), dated
June 15, 1976, and technical support for
this order received by EPA on April 27,
1976, both from the New Jersey Depart-
ment of Environmental Protection.

[FR Doc.76-28713 Filed 9-30-76;8:45 am]

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS
[FRL 625-8; PP6F1703/R114]

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EXEMP-
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI-
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI-
CULTURAL COMMODITIES

Difenzoquat

On February 9, 1976, the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency (EPA) gave notice

(41 FR 5655) that American Cyanamid
Co., PO Box 400, Princeton, NJ 08540,
had filed a pesticide petition (PP6F1703).
This petition proposed that 40 CFR 180
be amended by the establishment of
tolerances for residues of the herbicide
difenzoquat methyl sulfate (1,2-dimeth-
y1-3,5-diphenyl-1H-pyrazolium methyl
sulfate) in or on the raw agricultural
commodities barley straw and wheat
straw at 20 parts per million (ppm),
barley grain at 0.2 ppm, wheat grain at
0.05 ppm, and in the meat, fat, and meat
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses,
poultry, and sheep at 0.05 ppm. No com-
ments or requesfts for referral to an ad-
visory committee were received in re-
sponse to this notice of filing.

American Cyanamid has subsequently
amended the petition fo express the pro-
posed tolerances in terms of residues of
difenzoquat (1,2-dimethyl-3,5-diphenyl-
1H-pyrazolium) derived from applica-
tion of themethyl sulfate salt and
calculated as the cation. It has been
determined administratively that the
tolerances should be expressed in terms
of difenzoquat (1,2-dimethyl-3,5-diphen-
yl-1H-pyrazolium fon).

The data submitted in the petition and
all other relevant material have been
evaluated, and the herbicide is considered
to be useful for the purposes for which
the tolerances are sought. The tolerances
estrblished by amending 40 CFR 180 will
be adequate to cover residues that would
result in the meat, fat, and meat byprod-
ucts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, poultry,
and sheep and there is no reasonable ex-
pectation of residues in eggs and milk as
delineated in 40 CFR 180.6(a) (3). It has

.been determined that these tolerances

will protect the public health, and it is
concluded, therefore, that the tolerances
be established as set forth below.

Any person adversely affected by this
regulation may, on or before November 1,
1976, file written objections with the
Hearing Clerk, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, East Tower, Rm. 1019, 401 M
St. SW. Washington DC 20460. Such ob-
jections should be submitted in quintu-
plicate and should specify both the provi-
sions of the regulation deemed to be ob-
jectionable and the grounds for the
objections. If a hearing is requested the
objections must state the issues for the
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the
objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the relief
sought.

Effective on October 1, 1976, 40 CFR
180 is amended by adding the new
§ 180.369 as set forth below.

(Sec. 408(d)(2), Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.8.C. 348a(d) (2).)

Dated: September 27, 1976.

Epwin L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assisiant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

Title 40, Part 180, Subpart C, is amend-
ed by adding the new § 180.369 contain-
ing tolerances for residues of the herbi-
cide difenzoquat in or on raw agricultural
commodities to read as follows:
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