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tolerances in 40 CFR 180.197 which are
revoked by this notice are as follows:

RAaw AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES IN 40 CFR

180.197:

Existing

toler-

‘ances)

" m
Commodities inopfgan-

ic

bro-

mides
AIMONDS. ..o e e 50
Almonds, hulls 75
Apricots. . 5
Bananas. pulp....... 75
Bananas, Who!e _...........c..cooommrunrecci i e 125
Beans, ma 75
Beans, snap 75
Blackberries 25
Boysenberri 25
BrOCOON...vveeevecvee et 50
Brussels sprouts 50
Cabbage 50
Carrots 75
Cauliflower 50
Celery 75
Cherries 15
Citrus truits 20
Cotton, seed 25
Cucumbers 25
Dewberri : 25
Eggplant 50
Endive (escarole) . 130
Figs...... 75
Grapes 25
Lettuce 130
Loganberries 25
Metons 50
Nectarines 5
Okra . 75
o 75
Peachﬂ 5
Peanuts. : 50
Peppers ...... 50
Pineapples : 50
Plums (fresh plunes) 15
Raﬂ shes, .. 75
Ras C 25
Soybean 125
Squash 25
Str 10
Tomatoes 50
Turnips 50
Walnuts, English 10

There are no established tolerances
for residues of DBCP per se; however,

-action levels have been established by

the Food and Drug Administration
{FDA) {for residues of DBCP per se in
milk (fat basis) at 1.5 parts per million
{ppm) and in raw agricultural
commodities other than milk at 0.05
ppm.

EPA is recommendmg that FDA
revoke the-existing action levels for
residues of DBCP per se in milk and in
raw agricultural commodities other-than
milk. EPA is takmg this action since
DBCP per se is only moderately
persistent in the soil and residue

. problems.due to environmental

contamination with DBCP residues
(DBCP per se or inorganic bromides) are
not anticipated after all uses are
cancelled. Consequently, FDA's action
levelsforresidues of DBCP per se .
should:be revoked.

Elsewhereiin-this issue of the Federal

' RogistersEPA has published a related

document [OPP—SOOIIBA],whu_:h revokes

the food additive regulation for residues
of inorganic bromides (calculated as Br).
resulting from use of DBCP, in or on
dehydrated citrus pulp under 21 CFR
561.260(c). Any person adversely
affected by this regulation revoking the
tolerances may, within 30 days after the
date of publication of this regulation in
the Federal Register, file written
objections with the Hearing Clerk, at the
address giveh above. Such objections
submitted must specify the provisions of
the regulation deemed objectionable and
the grounds for the objections. If a
hearing is requested, the objections must
state the issues for the hearing. A
hearing will be granted if the objections
are supported by grounds legally
sufficient to justify the relief sought.

This action has been reviewed by the
Office of Management and Budget as
required by section 3 of Executive Order
12291.

In order to satisfy requu-ements for
analysis as specified by Executive Order
12291 and the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
the Agency has analyzed the costs and
benefits of the revocation of tolerances
for these chemicals. These analyses are
available for public inspection in Rm.
236, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlingten, VA 22202.

Executive Order 12291

As explained in the proposals
published on March 13, 1985, the Agency
has determined pursuant to the
requirements of Executive Order 12291,
that the revocation of these tolerances
will not cause adverse economic
impacts on <ignificant portions of U.S.
enterprises.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

This rulemaking has been reviewed - - .

under the Regulatory Flexibility Act of
1980 (Pub. L. 96-354; 94 Stat. 1164, 5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and it has been
determined that it will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small businesses,
small governments, or small
organizations. The reasons for this
conclusion are discussed in the March
13, 1985 proposal.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180
Administrative practice and

procedure, Agricultural commodities,
Pesticides and pests.

Dated: January 6, 1986.
]J.A. Moore,

Assistant Administrator for Pesti c:des and
Toxic Substances.

PART 180—[AMENDED] == .

Therefore, 40 CFR Part 180k'i~s
amended as follows:

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

Authority: 21 U.S.C.346a.
§ 180.164 [Removed] -

2. Section 180.164 is removed.
§180.166 [Removed] -

3. Section 180.166 is removed.
§ 180.197 [Removed]

4. Section 180.197 is removed.

[FR Doc. 86-579 Filed 1-14-86: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 8560-50-M

40 CFR Part 271
[SW-3-FRL-2954-7]

Pennsylivania; Final Authorization of
State Hazardous Waste Management
Program : .

AGENCY: Environmental Protectlon
Agency (EPA). N

ACTION: Notice of final détermination on
Pennsylvania's application for final
authorization.

_:SUMMARY: The Commonwealth of

-Pennsylvania hasapplied for Final
Authorization under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA). EPA has reviewed
Pennsylvania's application and has
reached a final determination that -
Pennsylvama s hazardous waste
management program satisfies all of the
requirements fiecessary to qualify for
Final Authorization. Thus, EPA grantmg
Final Authorization to the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to
operate its hazardous waste program in
lieu of the Federal program, sub]ect to
the authority retained by EPA in
accordance with the Hazardous and *
Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (Pub.
L. 98-616, November 8, 1984) (HSWA).

_EFFECTIVE DATE: Final Authorization for
-+ the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

shall be effective at 1:00 pm January 30,
1986. N '

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John J. Humphries, Program Manager,
Pennsylvania Section, Waste '
Management Branch (3HW33}, U.S. EPA
Region I, 841 Chestnut Building,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107 (215)
597-8116.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Backgrbund i

Section 3006 of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
allows EPA to authorize State
hazardous waste programs to operate in
the State in lieu of the Federal
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ruzardous wasle program, subject to the
limitation onits authority imposed by
the Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments of 1984, To qualify for
Final Authorization, a State’s program
must (1) Be "equivalent” to the Federal
program, (2) be consistent with the
Federal program and other State
programs, and (3) provide for adequate
enforcement (Section 3006(b) of RCRA,
42 U.S.C. 6926(b)).

B. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

On October 16, 1985, the
Commonweslth of Pennsylvania
submitted an official application to
obtain Final Authorization te administer
the RCRA program. On November 12,
1985, EPA published a tentative decision
announcing its intent to grant
Pennsylvania Final Authorization.
Further background-on the tentative

" decision to grant authorization appears

at 50 FR 46734, November 12, 1985.
Along with the tentative
determination EPA announced the
availability of the application for public
review and comment and the date of a
public hearing on the application. The

- public hearing was held on December

12, 1985 in Harrisburg, Permsylvanmia.
Three people attended the hearing.-One
person provided testimony. Six
additional letters were received during
the comment period. Four people
favored granting Fina! Autherization to
the Commonwealth, one person favored
Firal Authorization despite some
reservations, and two people opposed
granting Final Authorization to the
Commonwealth.

Two areas of congern were identified
by a commenter favoring-a decision to
grant Final Authorization to the
Commonwealth despite some
reservations; (1) Pennsylvania’s
application does not include a request
for Interim Authorization under HSWA
to manage the Federal delisting
program, and (2} Pennsylvania's
application should be amended prior to
Final Authorization to include the pre-
HSWA regulated unit date of January
2€. 1983 instead of requiring post-closure
permits fur land disposal facilities which
1ceived wastes on or after July 26,1982,
On the first point, Pennsylvania is not
required to include a request for HSWA
Interira Authorization to manage the
Federal delisting program within its
Firnal Authorization application. EPA
anticipates that Pennsylvania-will place
i+ high priority on requesting
«uthorization for the HSWA delisting
provisions after receiving Final
Authorization. On the second ‘peirt, the
yreamble to the July 26, 1982 Federal
Register indicated that facilities ' which
stopped receiving waste after January

26, 1983 were subject to post-closure
permits. The Commonwealth's
regulation covers facilities which have
stopped receiving waste after July 26,
1982.

Therefore, the Commonwealth
regulations are broader in scope than
the analogous Federal regulations,
which is permissible under 40 CFR
271.1(i)(2).

One commenter taised two areas of
‘concern in opposition-to a decision to
grant Final. Authorization to the
Commonwealth; (1) Pennsvlvania's
Department of Environmental Resources
(PA DER) lacks -adequate financial
resources and {2) PA DER does nat
effectively deal with the public'and their
cencerns. On the first.point, PA'DER's
Bureau of Waste Managemerit has
assigned high priority to‘the regulation
of hazardous waste throughout the
Commonwealth. Federal and ‘State

funding have helpedthe Bureau grow

from-a total of fifty employees in 1978 to
a total-of over two hundred.employees
in 1985. In.addition, EPA has determined
that PA DER hasadequate resources to
effectively carry out the RCRA pregram
in the Commonwealth..PA DER will
further increase these resources
beginning January 1888 with
approximately thirty-three new
positions.-On the second point. PA'DER
has regulations-equivalent to EPA's that
require the Commonwedith to inform the

_ public of various planned actions

through a public notice which
specifically provides for a public
comment period.

One commenter raised an additional
concern in opposition to a decision to
grant Final Authorization to the
Commonwealth-in‘that Pennsylvania's
regulations require Federal facilities to
comply with financial regponsibility
bonding requirements, while the
analogous Federal program exempts
these facilities from such requirements.

See 40 CFR 264.140(c) and 265.140(c).
EPA has determined that Pennsylvania's
bonding requirement, in this respect, is
broader in scope than the Federal
program, which is permissible uader 40
CFR 271.1(i)(2). However, such
additional coverage is not part of the
Federally approved program.

Therefore, EPA has determined that
the comments received on the
Commonwealth's applicaticn are not
relevant or significant enough to-be the
basis for denying Final Authorization.
However, the camments received may
well be discussed during EPA's regular
evaluation and assessment of State
program implementation.

C. Decision seaenr e 6
After reviewing the public comuien{s™ i

and the changes the Commonwealth has

made to its application and program

since the tentative decision. I conclude

that Pennsylvania's application for Final

Authorization meets all ¢f the statutory

and regulatory requirements established

by RCRA. Accordingly, the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania is

granted Final Authorization to operate

its hazardous waste program, subject to

the limitations on its authority imposed

by the Hazardous and Solid Waste

Amendments of 1984 (Fub. L. 98-616,

November 8, 1984)(HSWA). In

accordance with 40 CFR 271.21(e)(1){i),

-official State applications shall be

reviewed on-the basis of Federal self-

implementing statutory provisions that

‘were in effect twelve months prior to the

‘State's submission of its official
application and the regulations in 40
CFR Parts 124, 260-268, 270 and 271 that
were promulgated twelve months prior
to the State's submission of its official
application. In addition, a State may
receive Final Authorization for any
provision of its program corresponding
‘to a Federal provision in effect on the ..
date of the State's authorization.
Pennsylvania is receiving Final iy 10
Authorization for its program - kovosg
correspondmg to the Federal reguiatory i
program in effect on October 16, 1984 -

and for the technical amendment: issued
.on November 21, 1984 (49 FR 46094):

o,

Pennsylvania now has the -~
responsibility for permitting treagtmeént, -
storage and disposal facilities within its
borders and carrying out the othef*
aspects of the RCRA program, siibject to
the HSWA. Pennsylvania also has - '-°
primary enforcement responslbxlfty.
although EPA retains the rightt6"~
conduct inspections under Section ‘-3007
of RCRA and to take enforcement
actions under Sections 3008, 3013-and
7003 of RCRA. The Commonwealth has
not sought the authority to operate the
RCRA program on Indian Landg; ¢, .-

As stated above, Pennsylvania's . .
authorityto operate a hazardous waste |
program under Subtitle C of RCRA is
limited by the November 1984 HSW A.
amendments to RCRA. Prior to that™
date, a State with Final Authorization
administered its hazardous waste: i
program-entirely in lieu of the EPA. The .
Federal requirements no longerapplied
in the authorized State, and EPA gould - .-
not issue permits for any facilities the
State was -authorized to permit, W hen S
new, more stringent Fege; Vig nﬂnsmorvzu&”
requirements were promylgated g5:1;- L
enacted. the State was obllguted—lom
enact equivalent authority within
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_ specified time frames. New Federai

“yrequirements did not take efiect in an

A\)aulhorized State until the State adopted
the requirements as State law.

In contrast, under section 3006(g) of
RCRA. 42 U.S.C. 6926(g), new
requirements and prohibitions imposed
by the HSWA take effect in authorized
States at the same time as they take
effect in non-authorized States. EPA is
dxrected {0 carry out those requirements
an.! prehilitions in authorized States,
including the issuance of full or partial
Federal permits. until the State is
granted authorization to do so. While
Siztes must stil! adopt HSWA-related
provisions as State law to retain Final
Authcrization, the HSWA applies in
authorized States in the interim.

As a result of HSWA, there will be a
dual Siate and Federal regulatory
program: in Pennsylvania. To the extemt
the authorized State program is
unaffected by the HSWA, the State
program is authorized to operate in lieu
of the Federal program. Where HSWA-
relaied reguirernents apply, however,
EPA will administer and enfonce them in
Pennsylvania antil the Commonwealth
receives authorization to do so. Any
State requirement that is more stringent
than a HSWA provision aiso remains in

_effect; thus, the univeree of more

tringent provisions in the HSWA and

Jthe approved State program define the

applicable Subtitie C requiremeats in
Pennsylvenia.

Pennsylvania is not being authorized
now for any requirement implementing
HSWA. Once the Commonweaith is
authorized to implement a HSWA
requirement or pmlnlmmn
Pennsylvania's program in that area will
operate in iieu of ¢he Federal program.

. Uniil that time the Commonwealth will

assist EPA's;implementation of the
HSWA under a Cooperative Agreement.

EPA has published a Federal Regi
nctice that explains in detail the HSWA
and its effect on authorized States. That
notice was published at 50 FR 28702~
28755. July 15, 1985.

Cempliance With Executive Order 12291

The Office of Management and Budgat
{OMB) has exempted this mie from the
requirements of section 3 of Exevutive

-Order 1 2291

Certificatinn Under the Regulatory
Flexibility Act

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 US.C.
605(b). T hereby certify that this
authortzation will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial

-..number of small entities. This

uthorization effei‘:twely suspends the

: i'apphoab.lhty of certain Federal

regulations in favor of Pennsylvania's

program. thereby eliminating duplicative
requiremeats for handlers of hazardous
waste in the Commaonwealth. it does not
impose any new burdens on small
entities. This rule, therefore, does not
require a regulatory flexibility anatysis.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 271

Administrative practice and
procedure, Confideniiai business
information, Hazardous materials
tramsportation, Hazardous waste, indian
lands, intergovernmental relations,
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Water pollution control,
Water supply.

This notice is issued under the
authority of sections 2002{a), 3086, and
7004(b) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act
as amended by the Rescurce
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976,
as amended, 342 15.S.C. 8912{a), 63926,
6974(b}, FPA-Belegations7-

Dated: December 23, 1985
Stanley L. Laskowski,

Acting Regional Administrator.
{FR Doc. 86-853 Filed 1-14-86: 8:45 am]
BILLING OODE $590-26-4

40 CFR Part 799
[OPTS-42030A; FRL-2941-8]

Toxic Substances; Mesityl Oxide; Final
Test Rule

Corcection

In FR Doc. 85-30172 beginning on page
51857 in the issue of Friday, December
20, 1985, make the folowing corrections:

1. On page 51861, in the first column,
in the second line of the last paragraph,
“C aromaic hydrocarbon” should read
"Gy aromatic hydrocarbon™;

2. On the same page, in the second
column, in the twelfth line from the
bottem, “contract” should read
“contrast™: and

3. On page 51866, in the third column,
in § 799.2500(a), in the second line,
“141.79-7" shouid read “141-79-7".

BILLING COCE 1505-01-M

GENERAL SERVICES
ADNMINISTRATION

41 CFR Part 101-26
[FPMR Temp. Reg. E-82{

Requests for Waivers

AGENCY: Federal Supply Service, GSA.
AcTion: Temporary regulation.

SUMMARY: This regulation sets forth
revised policy concerning the
submission te GSA by executive

agencies of requests to waive the
requirement for use of GSA sources of
supply and services. This regualation
reviscs the regulation presnnﬂv
appearing in the Federal Propertv
Management Regulations at § 101~
26.100~2. The purpose is to be
responsive to the peculiar needs of
agencies and at'the same time preserve
the integrity of and maintain discipline
in the Federal supply and procurement
systems.

DATES: Effective date: February 1. 1986.
Expiration date: January 31, 1987.
Comments due on or before: June 1,
1986.

"ADDRESS: Commenis should be

addressed to: General Services
Administration (FFY), Washington, DC
20406.

FOR FURTHER TWFORMATION CONTACT:
Robert A. Renner, Regulations and
Policy Division, Federal Supply Service
(703-557-7990).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: GSA has
determined that this rule ¢s not a major
rule for the purpases of Executive Order
12291 of February 17, 1981, because it is
not likely to result in an annual effect:on
the economy of $100 mitlion or more;-a
major increase in costs o consumers or
others; or significant adverse effects.
GSA has based all administrative

.decisions underlying this rule on

adequate information concerning the

" need for, and vonsequences of, this rule;

has determined that the potential
benefits to society from this rule
outweigh the potential costs and has
maximired the net benefits; and has
chosen the elternative approach
involving the least cost to society.

{Sec. 205(c) 63 Stat. 390: {40 U.5.C. 486(c))

In 41 CFR Chapter 101, the following
temporary regulatiom is added te the
appendix at the end of Subchapter Eto
read as follows:

T.C. Gotden,

Administrator of Generai Services.

Federal Property Management
Regulations; Temperary Regulation £-x2
Novebor 18, 1985,

To: Heads of Federal 2gencies.

Subject: Regnests for waivers.

1. Purpose. This regulation revisesthe
policy in Federal Property Management
Regulations (FPMR) § 101-26.100-2 that
governs the management of and
participation in the GSA waiver
program.

2. Effective daie. This regulation is
effective February 1, 1986.

3. Expiration date. This regulation
expires January 31, 1987, unless sooner





