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strictions seb forth in the Administrator's
Order dated September 16, 1975,

After considering the evidence sub-
mitted by USDI in their application for
regigtration and the data submitted in
support thereof, the Administrator has
made a written finding pursuant to the
regulations [40 CFR 162.8(a)(3)] with
respect to whether such properties of the
M-44 sodium cyanide capsules are funda-
mentally different from the factors con-
sidered by the EPA in establishing the
data requirements set forth in the Regis-
tration Guidelines. Although The Guide-
lines were published as proposed rules in
the FEDERAL REGISTER on June 25, 1975
(40 FR 26802), and have not as yet been
promulgated, the basic data requirements
set forth in the proposed Guidelines rep-
resent the current data necessary to sup-
port a registration. Accordingly, the
notification of data waiver will apply to
supporting data now required by the
Agency and set forth in the proposed
Guidelines.

The Administrator has determined
that the submission of certain data is
not necessary for determining whether
the M-44 sodium cyanide capsules will
generally cause unreasonable adverse ef-
fects on man or the environment. Spe-
cifically, the requirement for the separate
submission of new experimental data on
eye and dermal exposure of experimental
animals to demonstrate acute toxicity of
sodium cyanide for the proposed use is
waived. The waiver is based on the well
established effects of the acute toxicity
of cyanide already available to the EPA,
including data on the acute toxic effects
of cyanide on humans by oral and in-
halation exposure routes. The compound
is highly toxic and is known to be ab-
sorbed through the skin. Adequate dose/
effect relationships have been observed
to presume such relationships will hold
for other routes of administration and
that there would be little basis for as-
sumption of higher toxicity via dermal or
eyve administration. Therefore, it is con-
sidered that the voluminous data already
available are sufficient to meet the. pur-
pose of the data requirements and to
establish and delineate the highly toxic
nature of sodium cyanide and to allow
the determination of adequate restric-
tive precautions and procedures to allow
for safe handling of sodium cyanide.

Therefore, it has been determined that
the requirements for registration have
been satisfied, This application has been
approved and the product has been as~
signed the EPA Registration No. 6704~
75. Notice of approval is given pursuant
to the regulations 140 CFR 182.7(d) (2) 1.

Registration has also been approved
for several of the applicants joined in
these proceedings, as well as for those
applicants who requested registration of
M-44 sodium cyanide capsules at the con-
clusion of the proceedings in accordance
with the Administrator's Order. These
applicants based their method of sup«
port for registration on that data proe
vided by USDI. Accordingly, the find
[ngs and subsequent determination to
waive data requirements apply equally
to the following:

NOTICES

EPA
registration
Applicant: No.
Montana Department of Live-
StOCK cvenmicncnin v 389752
Wyoming Department of Agri-
CUItUr® o ee i e 35978-1
Colorado Department of Agri.
33968-6

CUlttre - e
Oregon Department of Agricul«

BUre e 36079-1
California Department of Food

and Agriculture...coeeee-n-- 109656-2

South Dakota Department of
Game, Fish and Parks....... 342751

Moreover, the determination to walve
the requirement for separate submission
of new data on eye and dermal exposure
of experimental animals to demonstrate
acute toxicity for use against mam-
malian predators will apply to any other
application for registration of M-44 so-
dium cyanide capsules now before the
Agency and any other filed hereafter.

Test data and other information sub-
mitted in support of these registrations
as well as such other scientific informa-
tion deemed relevant to the registration
decision, except for such material pro-
tected by Section 10 of FIFRA, are avail-
able for public inspection in the office
of the Information Coordination Section,
Technical Services Division (WH-569),
Office of Pesticide Programs, Room EB-
31, East Tower, 401 M St. SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20460, in accordance with
the regulations for section 3(c)(2) of
FIFRA (40 CFR 162.7(f)).

Dated: February 20, 1976.

EbpwiIN L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

{FR Doc.76-5396 Filed 2-25-76;8:45 am]

[FRL 494-4; OPP-180066]
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

-Receipt of Application for Specific Exemp-
tion To Use 2,4-D To Control Eurasian
Watermilfoil

The Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA)
has applied to the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (EPA) for a specific exemp-
tion to use no more than 312,000 pounds
acid equivalent of liquid dimethylamine
salt and granular butoxyethanol ester
formation of the herbicide 2,4-D to con-
trol Eurasian watermilfoil on the Ten-
nessee River. Eight of TVA's mainstream
reservoirs and one tributary reservoir are
involved: the nine reservoirs contain
299,600 acres of water surface, 7,000 sur-
face acres of which require herbicide
treatment during the 1976 season. This
specific exemption, if granted, will be
valid for no longer than one (1) year
from the date of approvel by EPA,

This application is in accordance with
the provisions of section 18 (40 CFR Part
166) of the Federal Insecticide, Fungi-
cide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as
amended (88 Stat. 973; 7 U.8.C, 136),
Part 166 was Isssued on December 3, 1973
(38 FR 33303), and prescribes the re-
quirements for exemption of Federal and
State agencles for the use of pesticides

under emergency conditions,

This notice does not indicate a deci-
slon by this Agency on the application.
Interested parties may review the ap-~
plication in the Registration Division
(WH-567), Office of Pesticide Programs,
EPA, 401 M St. 8W., Washington, D.C.
20460.

Dated: February 19, 1976.

EpwiIN L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

[|FR Doc.76--5401 Filed 2-26-76;8:45 am)

{(FRI 495-6]

STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATIONARY SOURCES AND NATIONAL
EMISSION STANDARDS FOR HAZARD-
OUS AIR POLLUTANTS

Notice of Delegation of Authority to
Commonwealth of Virginia

On December 23, 1971 (36 FR 24876)
and March 8, 1974 (39 FR 9308), pursu-
ant to Section 111 of the Clean Air Act,-
as amended, the Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
promulgated regulations establishing
standards of performance for five cate-
gpries and seven categories of new sta-
tionary sources (NSPS), respectively. On
April 6, 1973 (38 FR 8820), pursuant to
Section 112 of the Clean Air Act, as
amended, the Administrator promul-
gated national emission standards for
three hazardous air pollutants (NES
HAPS). Sections 111(¢) and 112(d) di-
rect the Administrator to delegate his
authority to implement and enforce
NSPS and NESHAPS to any State which
has submitted adequate procedures.
Nevertheless, the Administrator retains
concurrent authority to implement and
enforce the standards following delega-
tion of authority to the State.

On June 2, 1975, the Regional Admin-
istrator, Region III, EPA, forwarded to
the Commonwealth of Virginia informa-
tion setting forth the requirements for an
adequate procedure for implementing
and enforcing the standards for NSPS
and NESHAPS,. On August 26, 1975, Earl
J. Shiflet, Secretary of Commerce and
Resources, submitted to the EPA Region-
al Office a request for delegation of au-
thority. Included in that request were
copies of the Commonwealth of Virginia
regulations which incorporate by refer-
ence the Federal emission standards and
testing procedures set forth in 40 CFR
Parts 60 and 61, with certain exceptions.
Also included were copies of State stat-
utes which provide the State with the
requisite authority to enforce the NSPS
and NESHAPS. After a thorough review
of that request, the Regional Adminis-
trator has determined that for the source
categories set forth iIn paragraphs (a)
and (b) of the following official letter to
Earl J. Shiflet, Secretary of Commerce
and Resources, delegation is appropriate
subject to the conditions set forth in
paragraphs 1 through 11 of that letter;

Mr, EARL J, SHIFLET,

Secretary of Commerce and Resources,
commonwealth of Virginia,
Richmond, Virginia 23219,
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Re: Delegation of Authority of New SBource
Performance Standards and National Emis-
ston Standarde for Hazardous Air Pollutonts.

Dean Mg, SHirrer: This {8 in response to
your letter of Aungust 26, 1975, requesting
delegation of authority for tmplementation
and enforcement of the Standards of Per-
formance for New Stationary Sources (NSPS)
and the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Afr Pollutants (NESHAPS) to the
Commonweslth of Virginia.

We have reviewed the pertinent laws of
the Commonwealth of Virginia and the rules
and regulations of the Virginia State Alr
Pollution Control Board, and have deter-
mined that they provide an adequate and ef-
fective procedure for implementation and
enforcement of the NSPS and NESHAPS
regulations by the Virginia State Air Pollu-
tion Control Board and the Commonwealth
of Virginia. Therefore, we hereby delegate au-
thority to administer and enforce the NSPS
and NESHAPS regulations to the Common-
wealth of Virginia as follows:

A. The Commonwealth shall nave authority
for all sources located in the Common-
wealth of Virginia cabject to the siandards
of performance for new staiionary sources
promulgated in 40 CFR Part €0 as of the
date of the request for delegation. The 12
categories of new sources covered by the
delegation are fossil fuel-fired steam genera-
tors; incinerators; portland ceinent plants;
petroleum refineries; nitric_acid plants; sul-
furic acid plants; asphalt concrete plants;
storage vessels for petroleum liquids, second-
ary lead smelters; secondary brass and bronze
fngot production plants; iron and steel
plants; and sewage treatment plants. How-
ever, the definition of portland cement plants
in the State regulation does not include
clinker storage or finished product storage
facilities, and thus this delegation does not
include such facilities.

B. The Commonwealth shall have author-
ity for all sources located in the Common-
wealth of Virginia subject to the national
emiseion standards for hazardous air pol-
lutants promulgated in 40 CFR Part 61 as of
the date of the request for delegation. The
three hazardous air pollutants covered by
the delegation are asbestos, berylllum and
mercury.

This delegation is based upon the follow-
ing conditions:

1. Quarterly reports will be submitted to
EPA by the Virginia State Air Pollution Con-~
trol Board, including:

(A) For New Source Performance Stand-
ards:

(1) Bources determined to be applicable
during that quarter,

(2) Applicable sources which started oper-
ation during that quarter or the start of op-
erattons prior to that quarter which have not
been previously reported. .

(3) The compliance status of thc above,
including the summary sheet from the com-
pliance test(s).

(4) Any legal actions, as defined in J. Ras~
nic's letter of December 18, 1974, to Mr. Meyer,
which pertain to NSPS sources.

(B) PFor National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Afr Pollutants:

(1) NESHAPS sources granted a permit to
construct.

(2) NESHAPS sources inspected during
that quarter and their compliance status (ex-
cept under § 61.22 (d) and (e)).

(3) The number of inspections under
$ 81.22 (d) and (e).

(4) The requirements of (A) above.

2. Enforcement of the NSPS and NESHAPS
regilationa in the Commonwealth of Vire
ginla will be the primary responsibility of the
Virginia State Alr Pollution Control Board,

NOTICES

Where the Virginia 8tate Air Pollution Con-
trol Board determines that such eriforoement
18 not feasible and so notifies EPA, or where
the Virginia State Air Pollution Control
Board acts in a mannor inconsistent with
the terms of this delegation, EPA will exerciso
its concurrent enforcement authority pur-
suant to Section 118 of the Clean Air Act,
as amended, with respect to sources within
the Commonwealth of Virginia subject to
NSPS and NESHAPS.

3. Acceptance of this delegation of pres-
ently promulgated NSPS and NESHAPS does
not commit the Commonwealth of Virginia
to request or accept delegation of future
standards and requirements. A new request
for delegation will be required for any stand-
ards not included in the State's Request of
August 26, 1975.

4, Upon approval of the Regional Admin-
istrator of Region III, the Virginia State Air
Pollution Control Board may subdelegate its
authority to implement and enforce the NSPS
and NESHAPS to air pollution control au~
thorities in the State when such authorities
have demonstrated that they have equivalent
or more stringent programs in force.

5. The Virginia State Air Pollution Control
Board will at no time grant a waiver of
compliance under the NESHAPS regulations.

6. This delegation to the Commonwealth
of Virginia does not include the authority to
implement and enforce NSPS and NESHAPS
for sources owned or operated by the United
States which are located in the State. This
condition in no way relleves any Federal fa-
cility from meeting the requirements of 40
CFR Parts 60 and 61,

7. The Commonwealth of Virginia will not
grant a variance from compliance with the
applicable NSPS and NESHAPS regulations if
such variance delays compliance with the
Federal Standards (Parts 60 and 61). Should
the Virginia State Air Pollution Control
Board grant such a variance, EPA will con-
sider the source receiving the variance to be
in violation of the applicable Federal regula-~
tion and may initiate enforcement action
agalinst the source pursuant to Section 113 of
the Clean Air Act. The granting of such vari-
ances by the Virginia State Air Pollution
Control Board shall also constitute grounds
for revocation of delegation by EPA.

8. The Virginia State Air Pollution Control
Board and EPA will develop a system of com-
munication sufficlient t0 guarantee that each
office is always fully informed regarding the
interpretation of applicable regulations. In
instances where there 1s a conflict between
a State interpretation and a Federal inter-
pretation of applicable regulations, the Fed-
eral interpretation must be applied If it is
more stringent than that of the State.

9. If at any time there 18 a conflict between
a Btate regulation and a Federal regulation
(40 CFR Part 60 or 61), the Federal regula-~
tion must be applied if it is more stringent
than that of the State. If the State does not
have the authority to enforce the more
stringent Federal regulation, this portion of
the delegation may be revoked.

10. The Virginia State Afir Pollution Con-
trol Board will utilize the methods specified
in 4¢ CFR Parts 60 and 61, in performing
source tests pursuant to the regulations,

11. If the Reglonal Administrator deter-
mines that a State program for enforcing
or implementing the NSPS or NESHAPS
regulation is inadequate, or is not being ef-
fectively carried out, this delegation may be
revoked in whole or in part. Any such revo-
cation shall be effective as of the date spe-
cifled In a Notice of Revocation to the Vir-
ginia State Afr Pollution Control Board.

A Notice aunouncing this delegation will
be published In the FrvERAL REGISTER In the
near future. The Notice will state, among
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other things, that, effective immediately, all
reports required pursusnt to the Federal
NSPS and NESHAPS by sources located {n the
Commonwealth of Virginia should be sub-
mitted to the Virginia SBtate Alr Pollution
Control Board at Room 1106, Ninth Street
Office Bullding, Richmond, Virginia 28210,
in addition to EPA Region ITI. Any such re-
ports which have been or may be received
by EPA, Region 111, will be promptly trans-
mitted to the Virginia State Air Pollution
Control Board.

Since this delegation is effectvie lmmedi<
ately, there is no requirement that the State
notify EPA of its acceptance. Unless EPA
recelves from the State written notice of
objections within 10 days of receipt of this
letter, the Commonwealth of Virginia will
be deemed to have accepted all of the terms
of the delegation.

Sincerely,
DANIEL J. SNYDER, III
Regional Administrator,

Therefore, pursuant to the authority
delegated to him by the Administrator,
the Regional Administrator notified
Earl J. Shiflet, Secretary of Commerce
and Resources, on December 30, 1975,
that authority to implement and en-
force the standards of performance for
new stationary sources and the national
emission standards for hazardous air
pollutants was delegated to the Com-
monwealth of Virginia.

Copies of the request for delegation of
authority are available for publie inspec-
tion at the Environmental Protection
Agency, Region III Office, 6th and Wal~
nut Streets, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
19106.

I;ffective immediately, all reports re-
quired pursuant to the standards of per-
f_ormance for new stationary sources
h_sted in the above letter and the na-
tional emission standards for hazardous
air pollutants should be submitted to
the Virginia State Air Pollution Control
Boarc!. Room 1106, Ninth Street Office
Building, Richmond, Virginia 23219,
with copies to EPA, Region IIT. How-
ever, reports required pursuant to 40
CFR 60.7(c) (excess emissions and mal-~
functions) should be sent to the Virginla‘
State Air Pollution Control Board only.

This Notice 1s issued under the author--
ity of Sections 111 and 112 of the Clean

Alr Act, as amended. 42 US.C.
Alr A U.8.C. § 1857c-6

Dated: February 21, 1976.

Dawnier J. SNyDER, INT,
Regional Administrator, Region 3.

[FR Doc.76-5506 Fled 2-25-76;8:45 am}

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

qual Employment Opportunity
Commission

HIGHER EDUCATION STAFF
INFORMATION (EEO-6)

Extension of Deadtine for Filing Report

Notice 1s hereby given that the dead-
line for filing the 1975 Higher Education
Stafl Information (EEO-8) report re-
quired by 29 CFR 1602.50 is extended
from February 28, 1976 to April 30, 1978,
The payroll reporting period for the
EEO-8 remains unchanged.
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