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12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272 note). Pursuant to
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), the Agency
previously assessed whether revocations
of tolerances might significantly impact
a substantial number of small entities
and concluded that, as a general matter,
these actions do not impose a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This analysis
was published on December 17, 1997
(62 FR 66020) (FRL-5753—1), and was
provided to the Chief Counsel for
Advocacy of the Small Business
Administration. Taking into account
this analysis, and available information
concerning the pesticides listed in this
proposed rule, I certify that this action
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. Specifically, as per the 1997
notice, EPA has reviewed its available
data on imports and foreign pesticide
usage and concludes that there is a
reasonable international supply of food
not treated with canceled pesticides.
Furthermore, for the pesticide named in
this proposed rule, the Agency knows of
no extraordinary circumstances that
exist as to the present proposed
revocations that would change EPA’s
previous analysis. Any comments about
the Agency’s determination should be
submitted to EPA along with comments
on the proposal, and will be addressed
prior to issuing a final rule.

In addition, the Agency has
determined that this action will not
have a substantial direct effect on States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, entitled
Federalism (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999). Executive Order 13132 requires
EPA to develop an accountable process
to ensure ‘“‘meaningful and timely input
by State and local officials in the
development of regulatory policies that
have federalism implications.” “Policies
that have federalism implications” is
defined in the Executive Order to
include regulations that have
“substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.” This proposed
rule directly regulates growers, food
processors, food handlers and food
retailers, not States. This action does not
alter the relationships or distribution of
power and responsibilities established
by Congress in the preemption
provisions of FFDCA section 408(n)(4).

For these same reasons, the Agency has
determined that this proposed rule does
not have any “tribal implications” as
described in Executive Order 13175,
entitled Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments (65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000). Executive
Order 13175, requires EPA to develop
an accountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by tribal
officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.” “Policies that have tribal
implications” is defined in the
Executive Order to include regulations
that have “substantial direct effects on
one or more Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
government and the Indian tribes, or on
the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
government and Indian tribes.”” This
proposed rule will not have substantial
direct effects on tribal governments, on
the relationship between the Federal
government and Indian tribes, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
government and Indian tribes, as
specified in Executive Order 13175.
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not
apply to this proposed rule.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: January 18, 2002.
Marcia E. Mulkey,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.

Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR
part 180 be amended as follows:

PART 180—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 180
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), 346(a) and
371.

2. Section 180.456 is revised to read
as follows:

§180.456 Oxadixyl; tolerances for
residues.

(a) General. Tolerances are
established for the combined residues of
the fungicide oxadixyl [2-methoxy-N-(2-
0x0-1,3-oxazolidin-3-yl)-acet-2',6'-
xylidide] and its desmethyl (M-3)
metabolite (2-hydroxy-N-(2-ox0-1,3-
oxazolidin-3-yl)-acet-2',6'-xylidide),
calculated as oxadixyl in or on the
following raw agricultural commodities:

Expiration/
Commodity Pﬁ]ritlﬁopner Re\F/)ocation
Date

Animal feed,

nongrass,

group ....eceeee. 0.1 9/27/03
Cotton,

undelinted

seed ..o 0.1 9/27/03
Grain, cereal,

except wheat,

group .....cceeee.. 0.1 9/27/03
Grass, forage,

fodder and

hay, group ..... 0.1 9/27/03
Pea ..o, 0.1 9/27/03
Soybean, seed .. 0.1 9/27/03
Sunflower, seed 0.1 9/27/03
Vegetable, Bras-

sica, leafy,

group .....ceeenee. 0.1 9/27/03
Vegetable,

cucurbit,

group .....cceeee.. 0.1 9/27/03
Vegetable,

fruiting, group 0.1 9/27/03
Vegetable, leafy,

except Bras-

sica, group ... 0.1 9/27/03
Vegetable, root

and tuber,

group .....cceeee.. 0.1 9/27/03

(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions.
[Reserved]

(c) Tolerances with regional
registrations. [Reserved]

(d) Indirect or inadvertent residues.
[Reserved]
[FR Doc. 02—2512 Filed 2—5-02; 8:45 am|]
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40 CFR Part 52

[WY-001-0007b, WY-001-0008b, WY—-001—
0009b; FRL—-7130-4]

Clean Air Act Approval and
Promulgation of State Implementation
Plan; Wyoming; Revisions to Air
Pollution Regulations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to take
direct final action partially approving
and partially disapproving revisions to
the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
submitted by the designee of the
Governor of Wyoming on August 9,
2000; August 7, 2001; and August 13,
2001. These revisions are intended to
restructure and modify the State’s air
quality rules so that they will allow for
more organized expansion and revision
and are up to date with Federal
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requirements. The August 9, 2000
revisions include a complete
restructuring of the Wyoming Air
Quality Standards and Regulations
(WAQSR) from a single chapter into
thirteen separate chapters. In addition to
restructuring the regulations, the State’s
August 9, 2000 revisions also update the
definition in Chapter 3, Section 6
Volatile organic compounds (previously
Chapter 1, Section 9) and include
revisions to Chapter 6, Section 4
Prevention of significant deterioration
(PSD) (previously Chapter 1, Section
24). The August 7, 2001 revisions
include the addition of a credible
evidence provision and another update
to the definition of VOC. The August 13,
2001 revisions include changes to the
State’s particulate matter regulations.
EPA is proposing to partially approve
these SIP revisions because they are
consistent with Federal requirements.
EPA is proposing to partially disapprove
the provisions of the State’s submittal
that allow the Administrator of the
Wyoming Air Quality Division (WAQD)
to approve alternative test methods in
place of those required in the SIP,
because such provisions are
inconsistent with section 110(i) of the
Clean Air Act (Act) and the requirement
that SIP provisions can only be
modified through revisions to the plan
that must be approved by EPA. EPA is
proposing these actions under section
110 of the Act. We are not acting on
Chapter 8, Section 4 Transportation
Conformity (part of the August 9, 2000
submittal) or on the PM5 5 revisions in
Chapter 1 and Chapter 2 of the State’s
August 13, 2001 submittal. In the “Rules
and Regulations” section of this Federal
Register, EPA is approving the State’s
SIP revision as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
SIP revision and anticipates no adverse
comments. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the preamble to
the direct final rule. If EPA receives no
adverse comments, EPA will not take
further action on this proposed rule. If
EPA receives adverse comments, EPA
will withdraw the direct final rule and
it will not take effect. EPA will address
all public comments in a subsequent
final rule based on this proposed rule.
EPA will not institute a second
comment period on this action. Any
parties interested in commenting must
do so at this time. Please note that if
EPA receives adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
EPA may adopt as final those provisions

of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing on or before March 8, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
mailed to Richard R. Long, Director, Air
and Radiation Program, Mailcode 8P—
AR, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Region VIII, 999 18th Street,
Suite 300, Denver, Colorado, 80202.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air and Radiation Program,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VIII, 999 18th Street, Suite 300,
Denver, Colorado, 80202. Copies of the
State documents relevant to this action
are available for public inspection at the
Air Quality Division, Department of
Environmental Quality, 122 West 25th
Street, Cheyenne, Wyoming, 82002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Megan Williams, EPA, Region VIII, (303)
312-6431.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the Direct Final
action of the same title which is located
in the Rules and Regulations Section of
this Federal Register.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: January 3, 2002.
Jack W. McGraw,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VIII.
[FR Doc. 02-2707 Filed 2—-5-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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RIN 2070-AC18

Methyl Parathion and Ethyl Parathion;
Proposed Revocation of Tolerances

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document proposes to
revoke certain tolerances for residues
found for methyl parathion and for ethyl
parathion. These actions are being taken
because there are no registered uses for
methyl parathion or ethyl parathion on
these commodities. EPA expects to
determine whether any individuals or
groups want to support these tolerances.
The regulatory actions proposed in this
document are part of the Agency’s
reregistration program under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA), and the tolerance
reassessment requirements of the

Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(FFDCA). By law, EPA is required to
reassess 66% of the tolerances in
existence on August 2, 1996, by August
2002, or about 6,400 tolerances. These
tolerances would be counted among
reassessments made toward the August
2002 review deadline of FFDCA section
408(q), as amended by the Food Quality
Protection Act (FQPA) of 1996. These
tolerances were established under
section 408 of the FFDCA. EPA is
proposing to revoke these tolerances
because the Agency has canceled the
pesticide registrations under FIFRA
associated with them.

DATES: Comments, identified by docket
control number OPP-301195, must be
received on or before April 8, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted by mail, electronically, or in
person. Please follow the detailed
instructions for each method as
provided in Unit I. of the
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. To ensure
proper receipt by EPA, it is imperative
that you identify docket control number
OPP-301195 in the subject line on the
first page of your response.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.: By
mail: Laura Parsons, Special Review and
Reregistration Division (7508C), Office
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave, NW., Washington, DC 20460;
telephone number: (703) 305-5776; e-
mail address: parsons.laura@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

1. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

You may be affected by this action if
you are an agricultural producer, food
manufacturer, or pesticide
manufacturer. Potentially affected
categories and entities may include, but
are not limited to:

Examples of Po-
Categories ’é’g‘&%ﬁ tentiaIFI)y Affected
Entities
Industry 111 Crop production
112 Animal production
311 Food manufac-
turing
32532 Pesticide manufac-
turing

This listing is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
affected by this action. Other types of
entities not listed in the table could also
be affected. The North American
Industrial Classification System
(NAICS) codes have been provided to
assist you and others in determining
whether or not this action might apply



		Superintendent of Documents
	2023-05-04T16:21:27-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




