
36010 Federal Register / Vol. 51, No. 195 / Wednesday, October 8, 1986 / Rules and Regulationsneeded to respond to the hazards to civilian craft from this towing operation.Drafting InformationThe drafters of this regulation are LT Mark Johnson, project officer for the Captain of the Port, and LCDR Stan Fuger, project attorney, Seventh Coast Guard District Legal Office.Discussion of RegulationThe events requiring this regulation will occur intermittantly between 6 October 1986 and 17 October 1986.These operations involve large Navy helicopters at flight altitudes of 100 feet or less, towing surface and subsurface devices at speeds up to 25 knots. Helicopters may be identified by a rotating amber position light on centerline on main hull flashing 90 times per minute. An area of hurricane force winds exists within a 250 foot radius around these helicopters, sufficient to capsize small craft. The towed devices may be completely submerged and include large cables on or just below the surface streaming up to 1,200 feet behind the aircraft. This regulation is issued pursuant to 33 U.S.C. 1225 and 1231 as set out in the authority citation for all or Part 165.List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation (water), Security measures, Vessels, Waterways.
PART 165—[AMENDED]RegulationIn consideration of the foregoing, Subpart C of Part 165 of Title 33, Code of Federal Regulations, is amended as follows:1. The authority citation for Part 165 continues to read as follows:Authority: 33 U .S.C. 1225,1231; 50 U .S.C. 191: 49 CDR 1.46 and 33 CFR 1.05-l(g), 6.04-1, 6.04-6, and 160.5,2. A  new § 165.T0745 is added to read as follows:
§ 165.T0745 Safety Zone: Charleston 
Habor, Charleston, South Carolina(a) Location. The following area is a safety zone: that area 500 yards in all directions from an operation involving a flying Navy helicopter and a surface or subsurface barge towed up to 400 yards astern the helicopter.(b) Effective date. This regulation becomes effective on 6 October 1986. It terminates on 17 October 1986 unless sooner terminated by the Captain of the Port.(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with the general regulations in 165.23 of this

part, entry into this zone is prohibited unless authorized by the Captain of the Port.(2) Vessels found in violation of the safety zone will be hailed by authorized patrol craft. Once hailed a vessel will follow the instructions given by the hailing craft.(3) Operations will occur intermittently.Dated: 1 October, 1986.CDR J.R. Townley, Jr.,
MSD Charleston.[FR Doc. 86-22790 Filed 10-7-86; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

PANAMA CANAL COMMISSION 

35 CFR Part 105

Pilotage; Status and Function of 
Transit Advisors
a g e n c y : Panama Canal Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule.
s u m m a r y : The Panama Canal Commission is amending its regulations in Title 35, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 105, Pilotage, by adding a new paragraph concerning the status and function of transit advisors in the Panama Canal. This change makes it clear that the Canal Commission’s liability for damages to small vessels under the guidance of a transit advisor is limited to $50,000, in accordance with section 2 of the Panama Canal Admendments Act of 1985, Pub. L. 99- 209, 99 Stat. 1716, which amended section 1411 of the Panama Canal Act of 1979, Pub. L. 96-70, 93 Stat. 452 (22 U .S.C. 3771).
e f f e c t iv e  DATE: November 7,1986.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:Mr. Michael Rhode, Jr., Secretary, Panama Canal Commission, telephone: (202) 634-6441, or Mr. John L. Haines, Jr., General Counsel, telephone in Balboa Heights, Republic of Panama, 011-507- 52-7511.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June24,1986, a notice of proposed rulemaking was published in the Federal Register (51 FR 22947) setting forth proposed regulations covering the status and function of transit advisors in the Panama Canal. Interested parties were given the opportunity to submit comments by July 24,1986. The only comment received concerned the liability for damage to small vessels.The matter of damage awards in these cases is fixed by statute and, consequently, it was determined that the proposal—which is directed solely to the question of defining transit advisors

and their responsibilities—will remain unchanged at this time.By way of background, on December23,1985, President Reagan signed into law the Panama Canal Amendments Act of 1985, Pub. L. 99-209, 99 Stat. 1716, which amended the Panama Canal Act of 1979, Pub. L. 96-70. 93 Stat. 452. In particular, a subsection (b) was added to section 1411 of the 1979 Act (22 U.S.C. 3771) concerning those vessels whose navigation and movement in the locks are not under the control of a Panama Canal pilot. As amended, section 1411 limits the Commission’s liability for damage to these vessels to $50,000.Accordingly, the Canal Commission is now defining the status and function of Canal Commission transit advisors, who are assigned to act in an advisory capacity aboard vessels in lieu of a Panama Canal pilot, by adding a new § 105.7, to Part 105. In addition,§ 105.1(a), “Pilots Required” , is revised to refer to § 105.7. Section 105.1 requires all vessels, with certain exceptions, to use a Canal Commission pilot. The reference to § 105.7 will except from this requirement vessels carrying transit advisors.The Canal Commission currently uses transit advisors on certain small vessels, and this provision is not intended to change that procedure. Transit advisors are not licensed pilots, and this amendment is intended to emphasize the distinction between pilots and transit advisors and define, for the first time, the function of the latter.The Commission has determined that this rule does not constitute a major rule within the meaning of Executive Order 12291 dated February 17,1981 (47 FR 13193). The bases for that determination are, first, that the rule, when implemented would not have an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more per year, and secondly, that the rule would not result in a major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual industries, local governmental agencies or geographic regions. Further, the agency has determined that implementation of the rule will have no adverse effect on competition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation or the ability of United States based enterprises to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets.Finally, the Commission has determined that this rule is not subject to the requirements of sections 603 and 604 of Title 5, United States Code, in that its promulgation will not have a significant impact on a substantial number of small entities, and the



Federal Register / Vol. 51, No. 195 / Wednesday, October 8, 1986 / Rules and Regulations 36011Administrator of the Commission so certifies pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b).List of Subjects in 35 CFR Part 105 Panama Canal, Vessels, Navigation.
PART 105—PILOTAGE1. The authority citation for Part 105 is revised to read as follows:Authority: Issued under authority of the President by 22 U.S.C. 3811, E .0 .12215, 45 FR 36043.2. Section 105.1 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read as follows:
§ 105.1 Pilots required.(a) Except as provided by § § 105.2,105.3, and 105.7 or by paragraph (c) of this section, no vessel shall pass through, enter or leave the Canal, or maneuver in the Canal or waters adjacent thereto, including the ports of Cristobal and Balboa, without having a Panama Canal pilot on board.* * * * *3. Part 105 is amended by adding § 105.7 to read as follows:
§ 105.7 Status and function of transit 
advisor.Vessels less than 20 meters in length, except those described in § 105.2 (a) and(b), will be assigned a Panama Canal Commission transit advisor in lieu of a Panama Canal pilot. The transit advisor will function as an advisor, whose presence is necessary to provide comprehensive local knowledge of the Canal operating area and procedures for an efficient and safe transit.Dated: September 15,1986.D.P. McAuliffe,
Administrator, Panama Canal Commission. [FR Doc. 86-22741 Filed 10-7-86; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3640-04-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of the Secretary

43 CFR Part 36

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 36

National Park Service

36 CFR Part 13

Bureau of Land Management

Transportation and Utility Systems In 
and Across, and Access Into, 
Conservation System Units in Alaska; 
CorrectionAGENCY: Department of the Interior.

a c t io n : Final rule; correction.
SUMMARY: This document corrects a technical error which appeared in the Federal Register on September 4,1986 (51 FR 31619). The following correction is being made. .1. The first sentence in the third full paragraph in this first column on page 31625 which reads, “Upon consideration of these comments, Interior has determined that the proposed regulation will be changed in the final rule.” is revised to read as follows:Upon consideration of these comments, Interior has determined that the proposed regulation will be unchanged in the final rule.”
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Nancy Marx, Division of Refuges, FWS, a t (202)343-3922.Dated: October 2,1986.P. Daniel Smith,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and 
W ildlife and Parks.[FR Doc. 86-22780 Filed 10-7-86; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-55-M

Office of the Secretary

43 CFR Part 36

Fish and Wildlife Service

50 CFR Part 36

National Park Service

36 CFR Part 13

Bureau of Land Management

Transportation and Utility Systems In 
and Across, and Access Into, 
Conservation System Units in Alaska

CorrectionIn FR Doc. 86-19734 beginning on page 31619 in the issue of Thursday, September 4,1986, make the following corrections:1. On page 31628, in the first column, in the first complete paragraph, in the fourteenth line, after “laws” insert "into” .
§36.11 [Corrected]2. On page 31633, in § 36.11, in the third column, the paragraph designated “(9)” is correctly designated “(g)” .3. On page 31634, in § 36.11(h)(4)(i), in the tenth line, “or” should read “on” .
§36.13 [Corrected]4. On page 31635, in § 36.13(c)(3), in the first column, in the last line,“ § 36.36” should read “ § 36.6” .
BILLING CODE 1505-01-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[ A -7 -FR L-3091-8]

Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans; Missouri

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
a c t io n : Final rule.
s u m m a r y : This notice advises the public that EPA is approving an amendment to the Missouri Air Pollution Control Regulations as a revision to the Missouri State Implementation Plan (SIP). The purpose of this revision is to reduce volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions from the refueling of motor vehicles. The reduction of V O C emissions is required under the Clean Air Act to reduce ozone levels in the St. Louis ozone nonattainment area.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This action will be effective November 7,1986.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the state submission, public comments, and EPA’s technical evaluation are available at the Environmental Protection Agency, 726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City, Kansas 66101; and at the Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Air Pollution Control Program, 101 Jefferson Street, Jefferson City, Missouri 65101. A  copy of the state’s submission is also available at the Environmental Protection Agency, Public Information Reference Unit, 401 M Street SW „ Washington, DC, and the Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L Street, NW., Room 8401, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Deann K. Hecht (913) 236-2893, FTS 757- 2893.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June17,1986 (51 FR 21932), EPA proposed to approve an amendment to state Rule 10 CSR 10-5.220 for the St. Louis Metropolitan Area entitled, “Control of Petroleum Liquid Storage, Loading, and Transfer.” This amendment requires the control of V O C  emissions from the refueling of motor vehicles. This is known as Stage II vapor recovery. Stage I vapor recovery, controlling emissions from loading gasoline into underground tanks, has been required since 1978. The intended effect is to reduce ozone levels in the St. Louis nonattainment area by reducing the emissions of the VO Cs that react in the atmosphere to form ozone. Stage II is one of the major control



36012 Federal Register / Vol. 51, No, 195 / Wednesday, October 8, 1966 / Rules and Regulationsmeasures contained in the state’s demonstration that the N A A Q S for ozone will be attained in the St. Louis ozone nonattainment area by December31,1987, as required by the Clean Air Act. For a further discussion of the attainment demonstration, please refer to the proposed approval published January 28,1986 (51 FR 3475).The proposal to approve the revised 10 CSR 10-5.220 was based on a draft state submission, using the parallel processing procedure. On June 18,1986, the state submitted the final Stage II vapor recovery rule. The state did not make any changes to the final action on this regulation.In the proposed rulemaking, EPA stated that prior to final action, Missouri would be required to submit assurances of adequate resources and inspection to implement the regulation. The state submitted a letter dated July 10,1986, meeting these requirements.EPA has reviewed the regulation and found that it will effectively achieve the desired V O C reductions and is consistent with the California Stage II vapor recovery regulations which EPA used as a benchmark for evaluation. California has the best working Stage II program and there is no federal guideline for Stage II programs; therefore, EPA used the California regulation as a basis for reviewing the Missouri regulation. A  more detailed description of EPA’s review of the state’s regulation can be found in the proposal. Four public comments were received on the June 17,1986, proposal of this rule. All of the commentors favored the approval of the Missouri Stage II vapor recovery rule.In the final rulemaking on the St.Louis attainment demonstration, EPA made approval contingent on final approval of the Stage II regulation. Today’s final approval removes the contingency stipulation from the attainment demonstration.Final ActionEPA is taking final action to approve Missouri’s Stage II vapor recovery rule for the St. Louis Metropolitan Area.This state submission constitutes a revision to the Missouri SIP. The Administrator’s decision to approve this revision is based on the comments received and on a determination that the revision meets the requirements of sections 110 and 172 of the Clean Air Act, of 40 CFR Part 51, Requirements for Preparation, Adoption, and Submittal of State Implementation Plans, and of the 1982 SIP policy (46 FR 7184, January 22, 1981). - .The Office of Management and Budget

has exempted this rule from the requirements on section 3 of Executive Order 12291.Under section 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 within 60 days from today. This action may not be challenged later in proceedings to enforce its requirements.List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52Air pollution control, Ozone, Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental relations, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements.Incorporation by reference of the State Implementation Plan for the State of Missouri was approved by the Director of the Federal Register on July 1,1982.Dated: September 19,1986.Lee M. Thomas,
Administrator.

PART 52—APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANSPart 52 of Chapter 1, Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulation is amended as follows:1. The authority citation for Part 52 continues to read as follows:Authority: 42 U .S.C. 7401-7642.2. Section 52.1320 is amended by adding a new paragraph (c)(61) as follows:
§52.1320 Identification of ptan.
*  *  *  *  *(c) * * *(61) On June 9,1986, the state of Missouri submitted an amendment to Rule 10 CSR 10-5.220, Control of Petroleum Liquid Storage, Loading, and Transfer. This amendment requires the control of volatile organic compound emissions from the refueling of motor vehicles in the St. Louis Metropolitan Area.(i) Incorporation by reference.(A) 10 CSR 10-5.220, Control of Petroleum Liquid Storage, Loading, and Transfer, revised paragraphs 4, 5, 6,7, 8, and 9, published in the Missouri Register on May 1,1986.
§52.1323 [Amended]3. Section 52.1323 paragraph (b) is removed.[FR Doc. 86-22829 Filed 10-7-86; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 180

[PP 4F3114/R850; FRL-3091-6]

Pesticide Tolerance for Permethrin
a g e n c y : Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
a c t io n : Final rule.
s u m m a r y : This rule establishes a tolerance for the combined residues of the insecticide permethrin and its metabolites in or on the commodity artichokes. This regulation, to establish maximum permissible level for the combined residues of permethrin on artichokes, was requested in a petition by ICI Americas, Inc.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on October 8, 1986.
ADDRESS: Written objections, identified by the document control number [PP 4F3114/R850J, may be submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110), Environmental Protection Agency, Room 3708, 401 M Street SW., Washington, DC 20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
B y m ail:George T. LaRocca, Product Manager (PM) 15, Registration Division (TS- 767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460 Office location and telephone number Room 200, CM # 2 ,1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, V A  22202 (703- 557-2400).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA issued a notice, published in the Federal Register of October 24,1984 (49 FR 42787), which announced that ICI Americas, Inc., Agricultural Chemicals Division, Concord Pike and New Murphy Road, Wilmington, D E 19897, had submitted pesticide petition 4F3114 to EPA proposing to establish a tolerance for the combined residues of the insecticide permethrin [(3- phenoxyphenyl)methy 1( ±  )-cis, trans- 3- (2,2-dichloroethenyl)2,2- dimethlycyclopropanecarboxylate] and its metabolites (±)-c/s,/rons-3-(2,2- dichloroethenyI)-2,2- dimethlycyclopropanecarboxylic acid (DCVA) and (3-phenoxy- phenyljmethanol (3-PBA) in or on the raw agricultural commodity artichokes at 10 parts per million (ppm).There were no comments received in response to the notice of filing.The data submitted and relevant material have been evaluated. The toxicological data considered in support of tolerances for the combined residues of the insecticide permethrin were previously published in the Federal


