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Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule does not contain information
collection requirements which require
approval by the Office of Management
and Budget under 44 U.8.C. 3501 e! seq.

Compliance With Other Laws

The Department of the Interior has
determined that this document is not a
“major rule" under Executive Order
12291 and certifies that this document
will not have a “significant economic
effect on a substantial number of small
entities” under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C, 601 ef seq.). By
extending fishing opportunities, this
regulation should have a positive, albeit
limited, effect on local sporting goods
stores and other establishments
provisioning anglers.

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act, 42 U.S.C.
4332, the Service has prepared an
environmgntal assessment on this
proposed regulation, which is available
at the address noted above,

(Sec. 3 of the Act of August 25, 1916 (30 Stat.
535, as amended; 16 US.C. 3))

List of Subjects in 36 CFR Part 7
National parks.

PART 7—{AMENDED]

In consideration of the following, 36
CFR 7.3 is amended by revising the
introductory text of paragraph (a) and
adding paragraph (a)(5), antr revising the
introductory paragraph (b){2) and
adding paragraph (b)(3) as follows:

§7.3 Glacler National Park.

(a) Fishing, open season. All waters in
the parks shall be open to fishing from
12:01 a.m. on the third Saturday of May
and end at 12 midnight on November 30,
except as otherwise provided by the
following restrictions:

- - » - .

(5) Lake McDonald will be extended
to fishing for lake trout only from 12:01
a.m., April 1 to 12 midnight on the third
Friday in May, and from 12:01 a.m. on
December 1 to 12 midnight, December
3.

(b) Fishi
possession

daily limit of catch,
mit and an!rall disposal.

(2) ’l‘he dally llmn for sport fish in
waters of Glacier National Park are:
cutthroat trout 2; bull trout 1; burbot
(ling) 5; northern pike 5; whitefish 5;
kokanee salmon 5; brook trout 5;
grayling 5: rainbow trout 5; lake trout 5,
except in Lake McDonald, where the
limit is 10. Tha possession limit will not
exceed 10 fish. However:

(3) In backcountry waters, fish
entrails will be disposed of by
puncturing the air bladder and
depositing the entrails in deep water in
the lake or stream from which they were
taken, at a distance of 200 feet or more
from any campsite.

Dated: June 1, 1983,
G. Ray Amett,

Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and
Parks.

[FR Doc. 83-17500 Piled 6-25-83 845 am)

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
38 CFR Part 1

Privacy Act Exemptions

AGENCY: Veterans Administration.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Veterans Administration
is publishing, in final form, revised

§ 1.582 to title 38, Code of Federal
Regulations. This revision permits the
Veterans Administration to implement
general and specific exemptions of the
Privacy Act of 1974 for certain Agency
systems of records identified in the
revised m?ulation Through this revision
of §1.582, four Veterans Administration
systems of records are exempt pursuant
to provisions of the Privacy Act.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 29, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard C. Lem, Office of the General *
Counsel (024H), 810 Vermont Avenue,
NW., Washington, DC 20420, (202) 389~
3431,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
26, 1983, a proposed revision of § 1.582
was published on pages 18841 to 18844
of the Federal Register. Interested
persons were given 30 days to submit
comments on the proposed revision. No
comments were recelved. This
regulation revision is necessary to
implement general and specific
exemptions of the Privacy Act for two
Office of Inspector Generel and two
Department of Veterans Benefits
systems of records pursuant to
provisions of subsections (j)(2), (k)(2)
and/or (k)(5) of the Privacy Act. It hes
been determined that this revision to
this VA regulation is pther than major
under the criteria of Executive Order
12291 on Federal Regulations, It will not
have an annual effect on the economy of
$100 million or more; it will not result in
major increases in costs for consumers,
individual industries, Federal, state or
local government agenicies, or
geographic regions. nor will it have a

significant adverse effect on
competition, employment, investment,
productivity, innovation or on the ability
of the United States-based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises
in domestic or export markets. The
Administrator hereby certifies that this
regulation will not, once promulgated,
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities as
they are defined in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 through 612.
Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 805(b), this
regulation is, therefore, exempt from the
initial and final regulatory flexibility
analyses requirements of sections 603
and 604. The reason for this certification
is that this rule affects the Privacy Act
rights of individuals and does not
generally regulate small entities.
Further, there are no reporting or
recordkeeping requirements, additional
guperwork burdens or other regulatory
urdens imposed.

Any economic impact on small
business entities is indirect, minimal
and would occur in very few instances.

There is no catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance number,

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 1

Administrative practice and
procedure, Investigations, Privacy Act.

The following revision to the
regulation Is hereby adopted and set
forth as final.

Approved: June 23, 1983,

By direction of the Administrator:
Everett Alvarez, Jr.
Deputy Administrator,

PART 1—{AMENDED]

38 CFR Part 1, General, is amended by
revising § 1.582 to read as follows:

§ 1.582 Exemptions.

(a) Certain systems of records
maintained by the Veterans
Administration are exempted from
provisions of the Privacy Act in
accordance with exemptions (f) and (k)
of 5U.S.C. 552a.

(b) Exemption of Inspector General
Systems of Records. The Veterans
Administration provides limited access
to Inspector General Systems of Records
as indicated.

(1) The following systems of records
are exempted pursuant to the provisions
of 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)(2) from subsections
(c)(3) and (4), (d). (e)(1), (2) and (3], (e)(4)
(G). (H) and (1), {e)(5) and (8), () and (g}
of 5 U.S.C. 552a; in addition, the
following systems of records are
exempted pursuant to the provisions of 5
U.S.C. 552a(k)(2) from subsections (c){3).
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(d). (e)(1). (e){4) (G). (H), and (I), and (f)
of 5 U.S.C. 552a:

(i) Investigation Reports of Persons
Allegedly Involved in Irregularities
Concerning VA and Federal Laws,
Regulations, Programs, etc.—VA (11
VAS51); and

(i) Inspector General Complaint
Center Records—VA (66VAS53).

{2) These exemptions apply to the
extent that information in those systems
is subject to exemptions pursuant to 5
U.S.C: 552a (jj(2) and (k)(2).

(3) For the reasons set forth, the
systems of records listed under
paragraph (b}(1) of this section are
exempted under §§ 552a (j)(2) and (k){2)
from the following provisions of 5 U.S.C.

552a:

(i) 5 U.S.C. 552a{c)(3) requires that
upon request, an agency must give an
individual named in a record an
accounting which reflects the disclosure
of the record to other persons or
agencies. This accounting must state the
date, nature and purpose of each
disclosure of the record and the name
and address of the recipient. The
application of this provision would alert
subjects to the existence of the
investigation and identify that such
persons are subject of that investigation.
Since release of such information to
subjects would provide them with
significant information concerning the
nature of the investigation, it could
result in the altering or destruction of
derivative evidence which is oblained
from third parties, improper influencing
of witnesses, and other activities that
could impede or compromise the
investigation.

(if) 5 U.S.C. 552a(c)(4), (d), (e)(4) (C)
and (H), {f) and (g) relate to an
individual’s right to be notified of the
existence of records pertaining to such
individual: requirements for identifying
an individual who requests access to
records; the agency procedures relating
to access to records and the amendment
of information contained in such
records; and the civil remedies available
to the individual in the event of adverse
determinations by an agency concerning
access to or amendment of information
contained in record systems. This
system is exemp! from the foregoing
provisions for the following reasons: To
notify an individual at the individual's
request of the existence of records in an
investigative file pertaining lo such
individual or to grant access to an
investigative file could interfere with
investigative and enforcement
proceedings, threaten the safety of
individuals who have cooperated with
authorities, constitute an unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy of others,
disclose the identity of confidential

sources, reveal confidential information
supplied by these sources, and disclose
investigative techniques and procedures.

(iii) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(4)(I) requires the
publication of the categories of sources
of records in each system of records.
The application of this provision could
disclose investigative techniques and
procedures and cause sources o refrain
from giving such information because of
fear of reprisal, or fear of breach of
promises of anonymity and
confidentiality. This could compromise
the ability to conduct investigations and
to identify, detect and apprehend
violators. Even though the agency has
claimed an exemption from this
particular requirement, it still plans to
generally identify the categories of
records and the sources for these
records in this system. However, for the
reasons stated in paragraph (b)(3)(ii) of
this section, this exemption is still being
cited in the event an individual wants to
know a specific source of information.

(iv) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e](1) requires each
agency to maintain in its records only
such information about an individual
that is relevant and necessary to
accomplish a purpose of the agency
required by statute or executive order,
These systems of records are exempt
from the foregoing provisions because:

[A) It is not possible to detect the
relevance or necessity of specific
information in the early stages of a
criminal or other investigation.

(B) Relevance and necessity are
questions of judgment and timing. What
appears relevant and necessary may
ultimately be determined to be
unnecessary. It is only after the
information is evaluated that the
relevance and necessity of such
information can be established.

(C) In any investigation the Inspector
General may obtain information
concerniing the violations of laws other
than those within the scope of his/her
furisdiction. In the interest of effective
law enforcement, the Inspector General
should retain this information as it may
aid in establishing patterns of criminal
activity and provide leads for those law
enforcement agencies charged with
enforcing other segments of civil or
criminal law.

(v) 5 U.S.C. § 552a(e)(2) requires an
agency to collect information to the
greatest extent practicable directly from
the subject individual when the
information may result in adverse
determinations about an individual's
rights, benefits, and privileges under
Federal programs. The application of
this provision would impair
investigations of illegal acts, violations
of the rules of conduct, merit system and

any other misconduct for the following
redasons:

(A) In order to successfully verify a
complaint, most information about a
complainant or an individual under
investigation must be obtained from
third parties such as witnesses and
informers. It is not feasible to rely upon
the subject of the investigation as a
source for information regarding his/her
activities because of the subject’s rights
agains! self-incrimination and because
of the inherent unreliability of the
suspect’s statements. Similarly, it is not
always feasible to rely upon the
complainant as a source of information
regarding his/her involvement in an
investigation.

(B) The subject of an investigation
will be alerted to the existence of an
investigation if an attempt is made to
obtain information from the subject.
This would afford the individual the
opportunity to conceal any criminal
activities to avoid apprehension.

(vi) 5 U.S.C. § 552a(e)(3) requires that
an agency must inform the subject of an
investigation who is asked to supply
information of:

(A) The authority under which the
information is sought and whether
disclosure of the information is
mandatory or voluntary;

(B) The purposes for which the
information is intended to be used;

(C) The routine uses which may be
made of the information; and

(D) The effects on the subject, if any,
of not providing the requested
information. The reasons for exempting
this system of records from the foregoing
provision are as follows:

{7) The disclosure to the subject of the
purposes of the investigation as stated
in paragraph (b)(3)(vi}(B) of this
paragraph would provide the subject
with substantial information relating to
the nature of the investigation and could
impede or compromise the investigation

(2) If the complainant or the subject
were informed of the information
required by this provision, it could
seriously interfere with undercover
activities requiring disclosure of the
authority under which the information is
being requested. This could conceivably
jeopardize undercover agents' identities
and impair their safety, as well as
impair the successful conclusion of the
investigation.

(3) Individuals may be contacted
during preliminary information gathering
in Investigations before any individual is
identified as the subject of an
investigation. Informing the individual of
the matters required by this provision
would hinder or adversely affect any
present or subsequent investigations.
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(vii) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(5) requires that
records be maintained with such
accuracy, relevance, timeliness, and
completeness as is reasonably
necessary to assure fairness to the
individual in making any determination
dvoul 8n individual. Since the law
define® “maintain” to include the
coiChon of information, complying
with this provision would prevent the
collection of any data not shown to be
accurate, relevant, timely, and complete
at the moment of its collection. In
gathering information during the course
of an investigation it is not always
possible to determine this prior to
collection of the information. Facts are
first gathered and then placed into a
logical order which objectively proves
or disproves criminal behavior on the
part of the suspect. Material which may
seem unrelated, irrelevant, incomplete,
untimely, etc., may take on added
meaning as an investigation progresses.
The restrictions in this provision could
interfere with the preparation of a
complete investigative report.

(viii) 5 U.S.C. 5524(e)[8) requires an
agency to make reasonable efforts to
serve notice on an individual when any
record on such individual is made
available to any person under
compulsory legal process when such
process becomes a matter of public
record. The notice requirement of this
provision could prematurely reveal an
ongoing criminal investigation to the
subject of the investigation.

(¢) Exemption of Loan Guaranty
Service, Department of Veterans
Benefits, Systems of Records. The
Veterans Administration provides
limited access to Loan Guaranty
Service, Department of Veterans
Benefits, systems of records as
indicated:

(1) The following systems of records
are exempted pursuant to the provisions
of 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2) from subsections
(c)(3). (d). (e)(1) and (e)(4) (G). (H) and
(1) and (f):

(i) Loan Guaranty Fee Personnel and
Program Participant Records—VA
(17VA26); and

(ii) Loan Guaranty Home
Condominium and Mobile Home Loan
Applicant Records and Paraplegic Grant
Application Records—VA (55VA26).

(2) These exemptions apply ta the
extent that information in these systems
is subject to exemption pursuant to 5
U.8.C. 652a(k)(2).

(3) For the reasons set forth, the
systems of records listed under
paragraph (c)(1) of this section are
exempted under 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2) from
the following provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a:

(i) 5 U.S.C. 552a(c)(3) requires that an
agency make accountings of disclosures
of records available to individuals
named in the records at their request.
These accountings must state the date,
nature and purpose of each disclosure of
the record and the name and address of
the recipient. The application of this
provision would alert subjects of an
investigation to the existence of the
investigation and that such persons are
subjects of that investigation. Since
release of such information to subjects
of an investigation would provide the
subjects with significant information
concerning the nature of the
investligation, it could result in the
altering or destruction of documentary
evidence, improper influencing of
witnesses and other activities that could
impede or compromise the investigation.

(ii) 5 U.S.C. 552a(d), (¢){4) (G) and (H)
and (f) relate to an individual's right to
be notified of the existence of records
pertaining to such individual;
requirements for identifying an
individual who requests access to
records; and the agency procedures
relating to access to records and the
contest of information contained in such
records. This system is exempt from the
foregoing provisions for the following
reasons: To notify an individual at the
individual's request of the existence of
records in an investigative file
pertaining to such individual or to grant
access 1o an investigative file could
interfere with investigative and
enforcement proceedings; constitute an
unwarranted invasion of the personal
privacy of others; disclose the identity of
confidential sources and reveal
confidential information supplied by
these sources and disclose investigative
techniques and procedures.

(iii) 5 U.S,C. 552a(e)(4)(I) requires the
publication of the categories of sources
of records in each system of records,
The application of this provision could
disclose investigative techniques and
procedures and cause sources to refrain
from giving such information because of
fear of reprisal, or fear of breach of
promises of anonymity and
confidentiality, This would compromise
the ability to conduct investigations.
Even though the agency has claimed an
exemplion from this particular
requirement, it still plans to generally
identify the categories of records and
the sources for these records in this
system. However, for the reasons stated
above, this exemption is still being cited
in the event an individual wanted to
know a specific source of information.

(iv) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(1) requires each
agency to maintain in its records only

such information about an individual
that is relevant and necessary to
accomplish a purpose of the agency
required by statute or executive order.
This system of records is exempt from
the foregoing provision because:

(A) It is not possible to detect
relevance or necessity of specific
information in the early stages of an
investigation.

(B) Relevance and necessity are
questions of judgment and timing. What
appears relevant and necessary when
collected may ultimately be determined
to be unnecessary. It is only after the
information is evaluated that the
relevance and necessity of such
information can be established.

(C) In interviewing persons or
obtaining other forms of evidence during
an investigation, information may be
supplied to the investigator which
relates to matters incidental to the main
purpose of the investigation but which is
appropriate in a thorough investigation.
Oftentimes, such information cannot
readily be ated,

(4) The following system of records is
exempt pursuant to the provisions of 5
U.S.C. 552a(k)(5) from subsections (c)(3),
(d), (e)(1). (e)(4) (G). (H) and (1) and (f):
Loan Guaranty Fee Personnel and
Program Participant Records—VA (17
VA 26).

(5) This exemption applies to the
extent that information in this system is
subject to exemption pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a(k)(5).

(6) For the reasons set forth, the
system of records listed in paragraph
(c)(4) of this section is exempt under 5
U.S.C. 552a(k)(5) from the following
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a:

(i) 5 U.S.C. 552a(c)(3) requires that an
agency make accountings of disclosures
of records available to individuals
named in the records at their request.
These accountings must state the date,
nature and purpose of each disclosure of
the record and the name and address of
the recipient. The application of this
provision would alert subjects of
background suitability investigations to
the existence of the investigation and
reveal that such persons are subjects of
that investigation. Since release of such
information to subjects of an
investigation would provide the subjects
with significant information concerning
the nature of the investigation, it could
result in revealing the identity of a
confidential source.

(ii) 5 U.S.C. 552a(d), (e}(4) (G) and [H)
and (f) relate to an individual's right to
be notified of the existence of records
pertaining to such individual;
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requirements for identifying an
individual who requests access to
records; and the agency procedures
relating to access to records and the
contest of information contained in such
records. This system is exempt from the
foregoing provisions for the following
reasons: To notify an individual at the
individual's request of the existence of
records in an investigative file
pertaining to such an individual or to
grant access to an investigative file
would disclose the identity of
confidential sources and reveal
confidential information supplied by
these sources.,

{iii) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(4)(1) requires the
publication of the categories of sources
of records in each system of records.
The application of this provision could
disclose sufficient information to
disclose the identity of a confidential
source and cause sources to refrain from
giving such information because of fear
of reprisal, or fear of breach of promises
of anonymity and confidentiality. This
would compromise the ability to
conduct background suitability
investigations.

{iv) 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(1) requires each
agency to maintain in its records only
such information about an individual
that is relevant and necessary to
accomplish a purpose of the agency
required by statute or executive order,
This system of records is exempt from
the foregoing provision because:

(A) It is not possible to detect
relevance and necessity of specific
information from a confidential source
in the early stages of an investigation.

(B) Relevance and necessity are
questions of judgment and timing. What
appears relevant and necessary when
coliected may ultimately be determined
to be unnecessary. It is only after the
information is evaluated that the
relevance and necessity of such
information can be established
regarding suitability for VA approval as
a fee appraiser or compliance inspector,

(C) In interviewing persons or
obtaining other forms of evidence during
an investigation for suitability for VA
approval, information may be supplied
to the investigator which relates to
matters incidental to the main purpose
of the investigation but which is
appropriate in a thorough investigation.
Oftentimes, such information cannot
readily be segregated and disclosure
might jeopardize the identity of a
confidential source.

{5 U.S.C. 552& (]) and {k}): 38 U.S.C, 210(c))

[FR Doc. 83-17520 Filed 6-28-80; .45 am)
BILLING CODE 3320-01-M

POSTAL SERVICE
39 CFR Part 111

Uniform Parcel Size and Weight Limits;
Correction

AGENCY: Postal Service.
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: In the February 25, 1983
Federal Register, 48 FR 8071, 8072, the
Postal Service adopted a final rule
changing postal regulations to reflect the
establishment of uniform size and
weight limits of 70 pounds and 108
inches in length and girth combined for
Express Mail, Priority Mail, parcel post,
special fourth-class rate, and library rate
fourth-class mail. That final rule
incorrectly increased the maximum
dimension for a parcel mailed from an
APO or FPO outside the 48 contiguous
states from 100 inches (length and girth
combined) to 108 inches (length and
girth combined). The correct dimension
remains 100 inches.

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 27, 1983,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ernest |. Collins, (202) 245-4749.

For the above reasons, the change to
125.152b of the Domestic Mail Manual,
announced at 48 FR 8072, is hereby
rescinded.

(39 U.S.C. 401)

W. Allen Sanders,

Associate General Counsel, Office of General
Low and Administration.

[FR Doc. 83-17485 Plled 6-28-83; 845 am)
BILLING CODE 7710-12-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[A-10-FRL 2387-2]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans: Washington;
Correction

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA),
ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: This Notice is issued to
clarify thirteen documents printed in the
Federal Register pertaining to the
approval of the State of Washington
Implementation Plan. Given the
complexity of these thirteen rulemaking
actions which involved EPA approval or
conditional approval of twenty-one SIP
revisions, many of which partially or
completely replaced earlier submittals, a
concise but detailed description of those
elements comprising the Federally-
approved SIP is warranted, EPA is

therefore clarifying and expanding

§ 52.2470 entitled "Identification of
plan," § 52.2472 entitled “Extensions,"
and § 52.2479 entitled "Rules and
regulations,” in order to identlfy in
greater detail the provisions of the
State-submitted plan which have been
approved by EPA,

DATE: This action is effective on {fme 29,
1983.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David C. Bray. Air Programs Branch,
M/S 532, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98101, Telephone (208) 442
1980 (FTS) 399-1980.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

{1) On June 5, 1980 (45 FR 37821) EPA
approved the Yakima carbon monoxide
(CQO) plan, the statutory authority and
schedule for an automobile inspection
and maintenance program, revised
statutory language on State legal
authority, certain State and local
regulations necessary for attainment of
primary National Ambient Air Quality
Standards in primary nonattainment
areas (including the rescission of certain
State and local regulations); and
conditionally approved the Seattle-
Tacoma CO and ozone plans, the
Vancouver ozone plan, the Seattle,
Tacoma, Vancouver, Spokane and
Clarkston TSP plans, the WDOE Part D
new source review (NSR) regulations,
the WDOE regulations for sources of
volatile organic compounds (VOC), and
provisions pertaining to combined
emissions. source test procedures, and
“no burn areas.”"

(2) On July 31, 1980 {45 FR 50749) EPA
conditionally approved portions of the
WDOE regulations for kraft pulp mills,
sulfite pulp mills, and primary aluminum
plants and rescinded certain provisions
in the previously approved regulations.

(3) On December 24, 1980 (45 FR
85007) EPA conditionally approved the
Spokane CO plan.

(4) On April 15, 1981 (46 FR 21994)
EPA approved the State’s 40 CFR Part 58
Monitoring Plan.

(5) On August 14, 1981 (46 FR 41053)
EPA approved the WDOE regulations
for maintenance of pay.

(8) On September 14, 1881 (48 FR
45607) EPA approved the Seattle-
Tacoma CO and ozone plans, the
Vancouver ozone plan, the Seattle,
Tacoma, Vancouver, Spokane and
Clarkston TSP plans, the WDOE Part D
NSR regulations, the WDOE regulations
for sources of VOC, a new regulation
pertaining to civil sanctions under the
Washington Clean Air Act, provisions
pertaining to combined emissions,
source test procedures, and “no bum
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areas," and portions of the WDOE
regulations for kraft pulp mills, sulfite
pulp mills, and primary aluminum plants
(including rescission of certain
provisions in previously approved
regulations).

{7) December 22, 1981 (46 FR 62064)
EPA approved the previously approved
State and local regulations pertaining to
nonattainment areas as applicable
statewide.

(8) On February 23, 1982 (47 FR 7837)
EPA approved the statutory authority,
including an attorney general opinion,
certain of the regulations of the Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council
(EFSEC), and a memorandum of
agreement between EFSEC and WDOE
as meeting Section 110 of the Clean Air
Act.

(9) On March 22, 1982 (47 FR 121686)
EPA approved the Spokane CO plan.

(10) On April 14, 1982 (47 FR 16018)
EPA conditionally approved additional
regulations for sources of VOC.

(11) On December 17, 1982 (47 FR
56497) EPA approved the 1982
Vancouver O, plan and additional
regulations for sources of VOC
(including rescission of certain
provisions in previously approved
regulations).

(12) On February 28, 1983 (48 FR 8273)
EPA approved the 1982 Seattle-Tacoma
Oy plan, the 1982 Seattle CO plan,
WDOE regulations for motor vehicle
emission inspection, and the Puget
Sound Air Pollution Control Agency
(PSAPCA) regulations for sources of
VOC.

(13) On May 20, 1983 (48 FR 22718)
EPA issued corrections to three
documents previously published in the
Federal Register pertaining to carbon
monoxide (CO) nonattainment areas
and State Implementation Plans (SIP),

Dated: June 10, 1883,
Robert Burd,
Acting Acting Regional Administrator.

Subpart WW—Washington

1. On June 5, 1980, July 31, 1980,
December 24, 1980, April 15, 1881,
August 14, 1881, September 14, 1981,
February 23, 1882, March 22, 1982, April
14, 1982, December 17, 1982 and
February 28, 1983 EPA approved
revisions to the Washington SIP. In FR
Dockets 80-17086, 80-23047, 80-40165,
81-11399, 81-23787, 81-26658, 824797,
82-7577, 82-10073, 82-34296, and 83-4974
appearing on pages 37835, 50751, 85009,
21994, 41054, 45608, 7840, 12167, 16018,
56498, and 8274 in the issues dated June
5, 1880, July 31, 1980, December 24, 1980,
April 15, 1981, August 14, 1981,
September 14, 1881, February 23, 1982,
March 22, 1982, April 14, 1982, December
17, 1982 and February 28, 1983

respectively, the following corrections
are to be made: In § 52.2470 paragraphs
(c)(28) through (c))(34) are removed and
paragraphs (c}(16) through (c) {27) are
corrected (o read as follows:

§52.2470 Incentification of Plan.

. - - - .

(c)

{(16) On April 4, 1979 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted a request to extend for
eighteen months the date for plan
submission for all secondary total
suspended particulate nonattainment
areas.

(17) On June 26, 1975 the Governor
submitted amendments to WAC 18-24
“State jurisdiction over Motor Vehicles"
which repealed the program for
preconstruction review and approval of
indirect sources, leaving only Sections
020—Definitions and tion
of Jurisdiction. On April 27, 1979 the
Governor submitted revisions required
by Part D of the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1977, specifically: plans for
the Seattle primary total suspended
particulate [TSP) nonattainment area,
the Tacoma primary TSP nonattainment
area, the Seattle-Tacoma carbon
monoxide (CO) and ozone
nonattainment areas (along with a
request for an extension of the
attainment dates to beyond December
31, 1982), the Spokane primary TSP
nonattainment area, the Clarkston
primary TSP nonattainment area, the
Vancouver primary TSP nonattainment
area, and the Yakima CO nonattainment
area; revisions to State and local
regulations for nonattainment areas
(WAC 173-400-010, -020, -030, 040
(except (13)), =050, -060, —070, ~090, -100,
~110, and -120; WAC 173-420; WAC
173425, WAC 173-490 {except -150);
Puget Sound Air Pollution Control
Agency Regulation I, Articles 1,3, 6,9
(Sections 9.02, 9.02A, 9.03, 9.04, 9.05, 9.06,
9.07(d), 8.07(e), and 9.09); Northwest Air
Pollution Control Authority Regulation
Section 455.11; and Spokane County Air
Pollution Control Authority Regulation
Article IV, Section 4.01); and the
rescission of State and local agency
regulations which duplicated applicable
Federal or State regulations for
nonattainment areas (WAC 18-04-0190,
020, ~030, 040, -050, -060, 070, 090,
100, ~110, and -120; WAC 18-06; WAC
18-12; WAC 18-20; WAC 18-24; WAC
18-28; WAC 18-32; WAC 18-40; WAC
18-44; WAC 18-46; WAC 18-48; WAC
18-56; WAC 18-80; Puget Sound Air
Pollution Control Agency Regulation I,
Articles 5. 9 (Sections 9.07(a), 8.07(b),
9.11, 912, 9.13, 9.15, and 9.18), and 11;
Spokane County Air Pollution Control
Authority Regulations I and I (except

Article IV, Section 4.01); Northwest Air
Pollution Authority Regulations 1 and 2
and Section 501 Southwest Air Pollution
Control Agency Regulations 1 and 2
Olympic Air Pollution Control
Regulation I; Yakima County Clean Air
Authority Regulation 1; Grant County
Clean Air Authority Regulation; Benton-
Franklin-Walla Walla Air Pollution
Control Agency Regulation; and Douglas
County Air Pollution Control
Commission Article V, Section 5.01). On
May 18, 1979 the State of Washington
Department of Ecology submitted
corrections to the Puget Sound area
emission inventory in the April 27, 1978
submittal. On June 20, 1979 the Governor
submitted the plan for the Vancouver
ozone nonattainment area including a
reques! for an extension of the
attainment date to beyond December 31,
1982. On December 21, 1979 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted statutory suthority for an
automobile inspection and maintenance
program and a detailed schedule for its
implementation. On May 1, 1980 the
State of Washington Department of
Ecology submitted revised statutory
language pertaining lo State legal
authority.

{(18) On April 1, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted revisions to the regulations
for Kraft Pulping Mills (WAC 173-405-
011; -021; -031(1), (4), (5) and (6); ~036(1),
(2) and (4); -061; ~071(2), (3), (4)(d), (4)(e)
and (5}); <077; -078; -086; and -101),
Sulfite Pulping Mills (WAC 173-410-011;
-021; -031; -036(1), (2) and (4); -041;
061(1)through (8); ~067; -071; —086; and
091), and Primary Aluminum Plants
(WAC 18-52-010; -016; ~021; -031(2) and
(4); —036(1); -056; -061; ~071(1){c). (1)(f).
and (2); 077; and -088) and rescission of
old regulations (WAC 18-38-010, -020,
030, -040, -050, -060, -070, 080, 080 and
-100; WAC 18-38-010, -020, -030, ~-040,
050, <060, <070, 080 and -080; and WAC
18-52-015, ~020, -030 {except (3)), ~040,
080, ~070 and -080) to satisfy the
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air
Act,

(18) On April 27,1978 the Governor
submitted the plan for the Spokane
carbon monoxide (CO) nonattainment
area. On Seplember 10, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted a revised transportation
control plan for the Spokane CO
nonattainment area.

(20) On March 5, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted a plan revision to meet the
requirnments of 40 CFR Part 58,

C. § 56.20 Air Quality Monitoring.
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(21) On April 27, 1979 the Governor
submitted a provision for maintenance
of pay (WAC 173-400-160).

{22) On June 24, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted a new regulation WAC 173~
402 "Civil Sanctions Under Washington
Clean Air Act”. On July 30, 1980 the
State of Washington Department of
Ecology submitted revisions to WAC
173400 (specifically -020; -030; -040
[except (13)); <050; —060; ~070; ~090; -100;
-110; and -120), WAC 173-405
(specifically —012; -021; -040(1), (2), (3),
(4), (5). (8) and (17): 072(1), (4) and (5);
077, <086; and ~101; and rescission of
011; -031(1), (4). (5) and (6); ~036{1), (2)
and (4); <061, -071(2), (3), (4)(d), (4)(e)
and (5); and -078), WAC 173-410
(specifically ~012; -021; -040(1), (2), (3),
(5) and (18); -062(1), (2) and (3); ~067;
086; -090; and -091; and rescission of
011; -031; -036(1), (2) and (4); -041;
061(1) through (8); and -071), WAC 173~
415 (specifically -010; -020; -030(2)(b).
{4). (5), (7) and (11); ~050; -060(1)(c) and
(2); <070; and 090}, WAC 173-490
(specifically -010; -020; -025; -030; -040;
~070; -071; and -080), rescission of old
WAC 18-52 (specifically -010; -018;
021; -030(3); ~031(2) and (4); -036{1);
056; -061; -071(1)(c), (1)(f) and (2); -077;
and -086), and revisions to the Seattle-
Tacoma carbon monoxide, Seattle-
Tacoma ozone, Vancouver ozone,
Seattle primary total suspended
particulate (TSP), Tacoma primary TSP,
Vancouver primary TSP, Spokane
primary TSP and Clarkston primary TSP
nonattainment area plans, in order to
satisfy the conditions of approval
published on June 5, 1980 and July 31,
1880. On November 7, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted clarifying information,
including the designated “no burn"
areas for the Seattle, Tacoma and
Spokane TSP nonattainment areas to
satisfy the conditions of approval
published on June 5, 1980. On January
13, 1981 the State of Washington
Department of Ecology submitted further
revisions to WAC 173-400-110 and
WAC 173-480-020 and -040 in order to
satisfy the conditions of approval
published on June 5, 1980.

(23) On August 17, 1979 and July 30,
1980 the Governor submitted revisions
to the State of Washington
Implementation Plan to provide
authority to the Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council to implement the
plan required by Section 110 of the
Clean Air Ac! for energy facilities,
specifically, statutory authority (80.50
RCW), applicable regulations (WAC
463-39-010; -020; -030 (except (4), (7).
(10), (24), (25). (30), (35) and (36)); 040

{except introductory paragraph); ~050;
060; -080; -100; =110 (except (1), first two
sentences of (3)(b), (3)(c), (3)(d) and
(3)(e)); =120; ~130; ~135; ~150; and 170),
and a Memorandum of Agreement
between the Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council and the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
describing program implementation. On
May 28, 1981, the Energy Facility Site
Evaluation Council submitted an
Attorney General's opinion certifying
that 80.50 RCW provided sufficient
enabling authority to meet the
requirements of the Clean Air Acl.

(24) On November 17, 1981 the State
of Washington Department of Ecology
submitted a revision to the plan for the
Spokane carbon monoxide
nonattainment area, including a
schedule for the implementation of an
expanded transit service to satisfy the
condition of approval published on
December 24, 1980.

(25) On July 30, 1980 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted revisions to the regulations
for sources of volatile organic
compounds (VOC), specifically WAC
173-490-200, -201, -202, -203, -204, -205
(except (d)), =206 and ~207. On January
13, 1881 the State of Washington
Department of Ecology submitted a
further revision to WAC 173-490-203.
On June 25, 1981 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted VOC source test methods. On
November 13, 1981 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted clarifying information on the
regulations for sources of VOC.

(26) On July 16, 1882 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted an attainment plan for the
Vancouver ozone nonattainment area
and amendments to the regulations for
sources of volatile organic compounds
(WAC-4980-020, ~025, ~040, 080, -203,
204, -205 and -208, and rescission of
206).

{27) On July 18, 1982 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted attainment plans for the
Seattle-Tacoma ozone nonattainment
area and the Seattle carbon monoxide
(CO) nonattainment area, including
regulations for motor vehicle emission
inspection (WAC 173—422) and the Puget
Sound Air Pollution Control Agency
regulation for sources of volatile organic
compounds (Regulation II). On
December 1, 1982 the State of
Washington Department of Ecology
submitted procedures by which
conformity of Federal projects with the
Sealtle-Tacoma ozone and Seattle CO
plans will be determined.

2. On February 28, 1983 EPA approved
the Seattle carbon monoxide and
Seattle-Tacoma ozone plans, including
extensions of the attainment date for
each area. However, in that action, the
attainment dates specified in 40 CFR
52.2472 were not consistent with the
dates in the final adopted plans which
EPA was approving. Therefore, the
following corrections are made to
paragraphs (c) and (d) of § 52.2472:

A. Paragraph (c) as revised on
February 28, 1983, in FR Docke! 83-4974
on page 8274 and corrected on May 20,
1983, in FR Docket 83-13296 on page
227186, is correctly revised to read:

§52.2472 Extensions.

(c) The Administrator hereby extends
the attainment date for carbon
monoxide in the Seattle Central
Business District and the Dearborn
Street and Rainier Avenue Corridor
(Seattle) nonattainment areas to April
30, 1986, the attainment date for carbon
monoxide in the University District
(Seattle) nonattainment area to June 30,
1988, and the attainment date for carbon
monoxide in the Bellevue nonattainment
area to September 30, 1986,

B. Paragraph (d) as revised on
February 28, 1983, in FR Docket 83-4974
on page 8274 and incorrectly
redesignated as paragraph (e) on May
20, 1983, in FR Docket 83-13296 on page
227186, is correctly revised to read:

§52.2472 Extensions.

(d) The Administrator hereby extends
the attainment date for ozone in the
Seattle-Tacoma, Washington
nonattainment area to September 30,
1984.

. - . . .

3. On February 28, 1983 EPA approved
the Seattle-Tacoma ozone plan which
included an extension of the attainment
date. In that action, the attainment date
extension for the Vancouver portion of
the Portland-Vancouver ozone
nonsttainment area was inadvertently
removed.

Therefore, § 52.2472, paragraph (e)
(published as (d) on December 17, 1982,

age 56498) and incorrectly revised
(published as (d) on February 28, 1983,
page 8274) and incorrectly redesignated
as (e) (published on May 20, 1983, page
227186) is correctly designated as (e) and
reprinted as set forth below.

§52.2472 Extensions.

(e) The Administrator hereby extends
the attainment date for ozone in the
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Vancouver portion of the Portland.
Oregon-Vancouver, Washington
nonattainment area to December 31,
1987.

4. On June 5, 1980, July 31, 1980,
August 14, 1981, September 14, 1981,
December 22, 1881, February 23, 1982,

March 22, 1982, April 14, 1982, December

17,1962 and February 28, 1983 EPA

approved certain State and local air
pollution regulations. In FR Dockets 81~
26658, 81-36442, 824797, 82-7577, 82—
10073, and 83-4974 on pages 45609,
62065, 7840, 12167, 16019, and 8275 in the
isues dated September 14, 1881,
December 22, 1981, February 23, 1982,
March 22, 1982, April 14, 1982, and
February 28, 1983 respectively the

TABLE 52.2479, WASHINGTON SIP REGULATIONS

following corrections are to be made:
Section 52.2479 is correctly revised to
read as follows:

§52.2479 Rules and regulations.

The following table identifies the
State and local regulations which have
been submitted to, and approved by,
EPA as revisions to the State of
Washington Implementation Plan.

Citation Tite Aopacatie sections Dato of sectons m" FEOFRAL REGISTER citabon
_WAC 173-400.......] General  Roguiations for Ar Polsion (=010 . Ape. 26.1078.___| June 5, 1980 | 45 FR 37838
160 Apr. 26,1079 | Aug 14, 1981.__| 48 FR 41054

WAC 173402 | Owit Sanchons under Washington Ciean Air

Act
WAC 173-405____| Kealt Puiping Mits

020, -030; 040 (excapt (13)); -0%0, 080, 070,
-000; ~100; 120, ..

[ el

-110 Dec. 17. 1980 _
] June 24, 1560,

) Alg 20, 1980.__| Sept 14, 1981 | 46 FR 45608

.| Sopt. 14, 1081
.| Sept. 14, 1081

46 FR 45600
45 FR 45509,

et} e =012; <021, ~04D(1), (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (17); -O72(1), | Aug 20, 1960, | Sept 14, 1081 .| 48 FR 45600
{4), (5); -077; -086; -101,
WAC 173410 |SulftePulpng Mitls . | .012 021, -04X)), (2} (3), (5), (V8); ~052(1), (2. (3); | Aug. 20, 1960. | Sept. 14, 1001 ... | 48 FR 25800
~D6T; ~0BS; -000; -091,
WAC 173-415 | Primary Ak Pants o =010, 020, -CI2NO) (4), (B), (7), (11} -050; - | Aug 14, 1980 | Sept 14, 1981 .| 48 7R 45600,
1 090(1)¢), (2); ~070; -090.
WAC 173-420 State Junsdiction Over Motor Velwoles .. AR Mar, 20, 1977 | June 5, 1960 | 45 FR 37835
WAC 173422 . | Molor Vehicke Emission inspection e VLUl = ia DOC. 31, 1967 | Fob. 28, 1963.___| 48 FR 8274.
WAC 173425 _| Open R e i et A e tr et sy, OCh. D8, 39TV <] June 5, 1900.......1 45 FR 7835,
WAC 173400 __ | Emsson  Standards  and  Contols  for | ~090; -120; ~130; -135; 140, i Q. 28, 1979 June 5, 1900 | 45 FR 37836

0105 ~030; ~OP0; ~07 Y e

st A R0, 1960.__| Sept 14, 1881 __| 46 FR 45807,

w200; «20%; «202; 207 i AUQ 20, 1980 | Ape. 14, 1982 .| 47 FR 16010,
~020; -025; ~040; ~080; ~20%; ~204; ~205; 208 .| June 20, 1982 | Dec. 17, 1082, | 47 FR 56409,
WAC 463-30.. | Genorsl  Regulations  for A Poliution | <010, -020; -030 (excapt {4), (7), (10, (24), {25), (30). | July 23, 1979 | Feb. 23, 1982 | 47 FR 7840
(35}, (3631 ~040 (except introductony -
050, ~060; -080, -100; 110 (except (1), first two
sentencas of [IND). (3Ne), (INd). (INe)), -120; ~130;
-135; ~150; 170,
WAC 18-04 —| Gonorsl  Regutaions for  Ar  Polution | -080; -130; 140 . | May 22. 1075 | 40 FR 22254
Sowvces j
WAC 18-00 .| Emegoncy Epsode Pran.. . | ax B T —| May 31, 1072 | 37 FR 10000,
WAC 18-18_ Genss Seed Field Buming .. — AR : May 31, 1972.___| 37 FR 10800,
Pugst Sound Ax Poliuion Control Agency Reguiation | Article 907(c) i : May 311072 | 37 FR 10600,
Aricle G024 ~ —.{ Oct 29, 1976 __| 40 FR 50268
e A T A S e - el S0 5, 1900 .| 45 FR 37835
Articles 902, 503, 904, 905 008, 9079, 9.07(e) . June S, 1980 | 45 FR 37835
Puget Sound Poliution Control Agency Rogoiation An o b i e et Ape. 8, 1082 Fob 28, 1083 | 48 FR 6274,
Moot Ak Poft, A y Rogulations oA AU 1078 Jdune 5 1980 | 45 FR 37835,
Spokane County Air Poll Control Authorty Regul " Atcle IV, Soction 401 | AOE. 26,1079 June 5, 1980 | 45 FR 37838,

[FR Doc. 83-17270 Filed 6-28-£3 8:45 um)
BILLING CODE 6580-50-M

40 CFR Part 62
[A-8-FRL 2362-2]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans: Oklahoma
Negative Declaration-Fluoride
Emissions From Primary Aluminum
Reduction Plants

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This notice approves the
Oklshoma State Department of Health
(OSDH) negative declaration certifying

that the State of Oklahoma does not
contain any primary aluminum
reduction plants. The certification was
submitted by the OSDH on March 3,
1983.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This action is effective
on August 29, 1983 unless notice is
received by 30 days from date of
publication that someone wishes ta
submit adverse or critical comments.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the state
submittal are available for inspection
during normal business hours at the
following locations:
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 8, Air Branch, 1201 Eim Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270

Oklahoma State Department of Health,
1000 Northeast 10th Street, P.O. Box
53551, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
73152

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathryn M. Griffith, State
Implementation Plan Section,
Environmental Protection Agency.
Region 6, Air and Waste Management
Division, Air Branch, 1201 Elm Street,
Dallas, Texas 75270 (214) 767-9853.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Section 111(d) of the Clean Air Act of
1977, as amended, requires states to
submit a plan which establishes
emission standards for designated
pollutants from designated facilities and
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provides for the implementation and
enforcement of such emission standards.
But, if there are no such facilities in the
state, then Section 82,06 of 40 CFR
provides that a state may submit a
negative declaration in lieu of a plan.

On March 3, 1983, the OSDH
submitted a negative declaration
certifying that the State of Oklahoma
does not contain any primary aluminum
reduction plants. EPA accepts the
declaration and is approving this
revision.

Because EPA considers today's action
to be noncontroversial and routine, we
are approving it today without prior
proposal. The action will become
effective on August 29, 1983. However, if
we receive notice within 30 days that
someone wishes to submit critical
comments, then EPA will publish: (1) A
notice that withdraws the action, and (2)
a notice that begins a new rulemaking
by proposing the action and establishing
a comment period.

Under 307(b)(1) of the Act, petitions
for judicial review of this action must be
filed in the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate circuit by
{60 days from today). This action may
not be challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements. See 306(b)(2)).

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of Section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

Under 5 U.S.C. Section 605(b), I certify
that SIP approvals do not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities,

This notice of final rulemaking is
issued under the authority of Section 111
of the Clean Air Act, as amended 42
U.S.C 7411.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 62

Air pollution control, Fluoride, Sulfur,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements,

Dated: June 21, 1883,
William D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator.

PART 62—{AMENDED]

Part 62 of Chapter 1, Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as follows:

Subpart LL—Oklahoma

In Subpart LL—Oklahoma, new
§ 62.9110 is added to read as follows:

Fluoride Emissions From Primary
Aluminum Reduction Plan.

§ 62.9110 Identification of plan—Negative
declaration.

The Oklshoma State Department of
Health submitted a letter on March 3,
1983, certifying that there are no existing
primary aluminum reduction plants in
the State of Oklahoma subject to 40 CFR
Part 60, Subpart B, of this chapter,

[FR Doc. 83-37488 Filed 8-26-8%; #45 am)
BILLING CODE 65850-50-M

40 CFR Part 171
[OPP-40004D; PH-FRAL 2338-8)
Certification of Pesticide Applicators;

Expansion of Recertification Time
Perlod

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA),
ACTION: Final rule.

suMMARY: In the Federal Register of
October 27, 1982 (47 FR 47608), the
Agency proposed extending the period
of validity of the certifications o})
pesticide applicators who are certified
under a Federal pesticide applicator
certification program as authorized by
section 4 of the amended Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA). The proposed rule would
have required recertification of
commercial applicators after three
years, instead of the present two-year
requirement; private applicators would
have to be recertified every four years
instead of the present three-year
requirement. Federal pesticide
applicator certification programs are
administered by EPA in Nebraska and
Colorado. The comment period for the
proposed amendments ended on
December 27, 1962, No comments were
received. Accordingly, the Agency is
amending 40 CFR Part 171 to reflect
these changes.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Under section. 25(a) of
FIFRA (sec. 4 of the 1980 FIFRA
Extension Act (Pub. L. 86-538)), this rule
cannot take effect until Congress has
had at least 60 “calendar days of
continuous Congressional session” from
the date of publication in which to
review the rule. Since the actual length
of this review period may be affected by
Congressional action, it is not possible
at this time to specify a date on which
this regulation will become effective.
Therefore, EPA will issue a notice in the
Federal Register at the end of the review
period announcing the effective date of
this regulation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John MacDonald. Office of Pesticides

and Toxic Substances Enforcement (EN-
342}, Environmental Protection Agency,
Rm. 2624, 401 M St., SW., Washington,
D.C. 20480, {202-382~7848).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Discussion

Section 4{a)(1) of FIFRA, as amended
in 1978 (Pub, L. 95-396, 92 Stat. 819, 7
U.S.C. 136b(a)(1)). requires the
Administrator to conduct a Federal
pesticide applicator certification
program in those States which do not
have an approved certification plan
under section 4 of the FIFRA. Federal
applicator certification regulations (40
CFR 171.11) require applicators applying
restricted use pesticides to be certified.

These regulations specify that a
commercial applicator's certification is
valid for two years and a private
applicator's for three years. The
requirement that applicators be
recertified at the specified intervals is to
ensure thal they meet the requirements
of changing technology and maintain a
continuing level of competence. EPA
established Federal pesticide applicator
certification programs in Nebraska and
Colorado pursuant to these regulations,
when the States did not develop
programs of their own. The
establishment of Federal programs in
Nebraska and Colorado were
announced in the Federal Register of
March 15, 1978 (43 FR 10727) and June
29, 1978 (43 FR 28249), respectively.

EPA has monitored and evaluated
both the operation of the two Federal
pesticide certification programs and
EPA-approved State pesticide
certification programs. Many of the
State programs require recertification at
less frequent intervals than the Federal
programs. The most common State
recertification interval for commercial
applicators is three years.
Recertification intervals for private
applicators are often somewhat longer,
The operation of State programs with
longer recertifcation intervals has not
been demonstrated to be less effective
than the shorter intervals required in
Federal certification programs.
However, the longer recertification
interval does place less burden on the
pesticide applicator and results in less
cost to the administrating agency. For
these reasons EPA has extended the
recertification intervals to three years
for commercial applicators and four
years for private applicators.

This rule does not extend the
certification period of those applicators
who are presently certified with the
Agency. The expanded recertification
time period would apply to certifications
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and recertifications issued after this
amendment’s effective date.
Statutory Review

In accordance with FIFRA sec. 25,
copies of this rule were submitted to the
U.S. Department of culture, the
Committee on Agriculture of the House
of Representatives, and the Committee
on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
of the Senate for comment.

Under section 25{(a) of FIFRA as
amended in 1980, copies of this rule
must be submitted to the Clerk of the
House of Representatives and the
Secretary of the Senate for
Congressional review before it can
become effective. Copies of this rule
have been transmitted to those offices of
Congress.

Compliance With Executive Order 12291

This rule was submitted to the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB) for
review as required by Executive Order
12291.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

As required by the Regulatory
Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. (b)), | hereby
certify that this rule will not have a

significant economic effect on a
substantial number of small businesses.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This rule contains no additional
information collection requests.
Therefore, the Paperwork Reduction Act
of 1980 is not applicable.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 171

Pesticides and pests,
Intergovernmental relations, Indian
lands, Recordkeeping and repdrting
requirements.

Dated: June 21, 1983,

William D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator.

PART 171—{AMENDED]

Therefore, 40 CFR Part 171 is
amended in § 171.11 by revising
;f)al;egmpha {c)(4) and {d)(2) to read as
ollows:

§171.11 Federal certification of pesticide
applicators in States or Indian Reservations
where there is no approved State or tribal

certification plan in o
. » . . .
¢ L .

(4) Certification procedure. An
individual who desires to be certified or
recertified under this paragraph shall
complete the EPA certification form and
submit the form to the appropriate EPA
Regional Office. In order to be initially
certified as a commercial applicator -
under this paragraph, an individual must

take and pass written examinations
approved by the Administrator and
administered by the Administrator or
any other party approved by him or her.
A general examination will be given,
based on the general standards found in
§ 171.4(b) and the standards for
supervision found in § 171.8. In addition,
specific category and subcategory
examinations will be given, based on
the appropriate category or subcategory
standards found in § 171.4(c) and the
applicable Federal plan. The :
Administrator will notify the individual
in writing of the results of the
examinations within 45 days unless
special circumstances justify a longer
time period. The Administrator will
issue to each person who has passed a
general examination and one or more
category or subcategory examinations a
commercial applicator certificate
covering each category and subcategory
in which he or she has qualified. A
commercial applicator certificate is
valid for a period of three years from the
date of issuance, unless earlier
suspended or revoked by the
Administrator {two years from the date
of issuance, in the case of certificates
issued prior to [effective date of
amended rule), and is valid within the
State or Indian Reservation named on
the certificate.

(d) LR

(2) fssuance of certificates. The

- Administrator will issue a private

applicator certificate to each individual
who successfully completes any
available certification option.
Individuals who, for any reason, fail to
complete successfully a certification
option may attempt to complete the
same option or, if available, an
alternative option. A private applicator
certificate Is valid for a period of four
years from the date of issuance (three
years from the date of issuance, in the
case of certificates issued before
|effective date of amended rule]), unless
earlier suspended or revoked by the
Administrator, and is valid within the
State or Indian Reservation named on
the certificate.

[FR Dot 83-17517 Filed 5-28-8Y; 8:45 um|

BILLING CODE 8560-50-M

40 CFR Part 180
[OPP 260043A; PH-FRL 2378-6]

Crop Grouping; Amendment to Tests
on the Amount of Residue Remalning

in Minor Crops

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revises
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA) of the Crop
Group Regulations contained in 40 CFR
180.34(f) to allow for more extensive use
of group tolerances for related crops.
The rule sets forth the definitions of the
crop groups involved and the procedures
relevant to establishment of group
tolerances. These changes will allow for
reduced data requirements by
minimizing the burden of establishing
tolerances for pesticide residues in or on
minor crops.

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 29, 1983,

ADDRESS: Written objections may be
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110),
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm,
3708, 401 M St., SW., Washington, D.C.
20460,

The public record supporting this
action, including comments, will be
available for public inspection in:
Program Management and Support
Division (TS-757C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, Rm. 236, CM#2, 1821 Jefferson
Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 22202,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dr. Gharles L. Trichilo, Hazard
Evaluation Division (TS-764), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. 810, CM#2, 1921
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA
22202 (703-557-7324).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. Background

EPA issued a proposed rule, which
was published in the Federal Register of
May 13, 1982 (47 FR 20635), under the
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), to the Crop
Group Regulations contained in 40 CFR
180.34(f). This proposed rule would
allow for more extensive use of group
tolerances for related crops. The
revision was proposed as a part of
EPA's policy for implementing the
provisions of the Minor Use
Amendments to the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act of 1978
(FIFRA) section 3(c)(2), and as part of
the EPA's efforts to utilize better
existing and new residue data.

The May 13, 1982 notice proposed
replacing the existing crop groups in 40
CFR 180.34(f) with an expanded set of *
crop groupings and allowing group
tolerances for crops containing finite
residues. The existing group tolerances
are limited to crops containing negligible
residues. The notice also included a list
of representative crops for each group.
The representative crops were the crops




