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§ 8.6 [Amended]
5. In § 8.6, remove ‘‘§§ 8.3, 8.4 or 8.5’’

and add, in its place, ‘‘§§ 8.2 or 8.3’’.

§ 8.7 [Amended]
6. In § 8.7(a), remove ‘‘§ 8.11’’ and

add, in its place, ‘‘§ 8.8’’.

§ 8.9 [Amended]
7. In § 8.9, remove ‘‘§ 8.11’’ and add,

in its place, ‘‘§ 8.8’’; and, in both places
it appears, remove ‘‘§ 8.11(a)’’ and add,
in its place, ‘‘§ 8.8(a)’’.

§ 8.10 [Amended]
8. In § 8.10(g), remove ‘‘§§ 8.17 and

8.18’’ and add, in its place, ‘‘§§ 8.14 and
8.15’’.

§ 8.11 [Amended]
9. In § 8.11(a), remove ‘‘§ 8.17(b)’’ and

add, in its place, ‘‘§ 8.14(b)’’.

§ 8.24 [Amended]
10. In § 8.24, remove ‘‘§ 8.25’’ and

add, in its place, ‘‘§ 8.22’’.
[FR Doc. 00–9035 Filed 4–11–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8320–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 131

[FRL–6576–2]

Withdrawal of Certain Federal Human
Health and Aquatic Life Water Quality
Criteria Applicable to Rhode Island,
Vermont, the District of Columbia,
Kansas and Idaho

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: In 1992, EPA promulgated
Federal regulations establishing water
quality criteria for toxic pollutants for
several States, including Rhode Island,
Vermont, the District of Columbia,
Kansas and Idaho. These States have
now adopted, and EPA has approved,
human health and aquatic life water
quality criteria. In this action, EPA is
amending the Federal regulations to
withdraw certain human health and
aquatic life criteria applicable to these
States. EPA is withdrawing its criteria
applicable to these States without a
notice and comment rulemaking
because the States’ adopted criteria are
no less stringent than the Federal
criteria.

DATES: This rule is effective April 12,
2000.

ADDRESSES: The administrative record
for consideration of Rhode Island and
Vermont’s criteria is available for public

inspection at EPA Region 1, Office of
Water, 1 Congress Street, Suite 1100,
Boston MA 02114–1505 during normal
business hours of 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
The administrative record for
consideration of the District of
Columbia human health criteria is
available at EPA Region 3, Water
Protection Division, 1650 Arch St,
Philadelphia PA 19103–2029 during
normal business hours of 9:00 am to
5:00 pm. The administrative record for
consideration of Kansas’s human health
and aquatic life criteria is available for
public inspection at EPA Region 7,
Water Resources Protection Branch, 901
North 5th Street, Kansas City, Kansas
66101 during normal business hours of
8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. The
administrative record for consideration
of Idaho’s aquatic life criteria is
available for public inspection at EPA
Region 10, Office of Water, 1200 Sixth
Avenue, Seattle, Washington 98101
during normal business hours of 8:00
a.m. to 4:30 p.m

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas J. Gardner at EPA Headquarters,
Office of Water (4305), 1200
Pennsylvania Ave NW, Washington,
D.C., 20460 (tel: 202–260–7309). For
questions regarding Rhode Island and
Vermont, contact Bill Beckwith in EPA’s
Region 1 at 617–918–1544. For
questions regarding the District of
Columbia, contact Garrison Miller in
EPA’s Region 3 at 215–814–5745. For
questions regarding Kansas, contact Ann
Jacobs in EPA’s Region 7 at 913–551–
7930. For questions regarding Idaho,
contact Lisa Macchio in EPA’s Region
10 at 206–553–1834.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Potentially Affected Entities

Citizens concerned with water quality
in Rhode Island, Vermont, Kansas, the
District of Columbia and Idaho may be
interested in this rulemaking. Entities
discharging toxic pollutants to waters of
the United States in these States could
be affected by this rulemaking since
criteria are used in determining NPDES
permit limits. Potentially affected
categories and entities include:

Category Examples of potentially
affected entities

Industry ................. Industries discharging
toxic pollutants to sur-
face waters in Rhode
Island, Vermont, Dis-
trict of Columbia, Kan-
sas and Idaho.

Category Examples of potentially
affected entities

Municipalities ......... Publicly-owned treat-
ment works dis-
charging toxic pollut-
ants to surface waters
in Rhode Island,
Vermont, District of
Columbia, Kansas
and Idaho.

This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
potentially affected by this action. This
table lists the types of entities that EPA
is now aware could potentially be
affected by this action. Other types of
entities not listed in the table could also
be affected. To determine whether your
facility is affected by this action, you
should carefully examine the
applicability criteria in § 131.36 of title
40 of the Code of Federal Regulations.
If you have any questions regarding the
applicability of this action to a
particular entity, consult the
appropriate person(s) listed in the
preceding FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

Background
In 1992, EPA promulgated a final rule

(known as the ‘‘National Toxics Rule’’,
or ‘‘NTR’’) to establish numeric water
quality criteria for 12 States and two
Territories (hereafter ‘‘States’’) that had
failed to comply fully with section
303(c)(2)(B) of the Clean Water Act
(‘‘CWA’’) (57 FR 60848). The criteria,
codified at 40 CFR 131.36, became the
applicable water quality standards in
those 14 jurisdictions for all purposes
and programs under the CWA effective
February 5, 1993.

When a State adopts criteria that meet
the requirements of the CWA, EPA will
issue a rule amending the NTR to
withdraw its criteria. Section 553 of the
Administrative Procedure Act, U.S.C.
533(b)(B) provides that, when an agency
for good cause finds that notice and
public procedure are impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest, the agency may issue a rule
without providing notice and
opportunity for public comment. EPA
has determined that there is good cause
for making today’s rule final without
prior proposal and opportunity for
comment because EPA has determined
that, if the State’s criteria are no less
stringent than the Federal regulations,
additional comment on the criteria is
unnecessary. EPA finds that this
constitutes good cause for issuing this
final rule without notice and comment.
EPA has determined that the States
criteria are no less stringent than the
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NTR criteria because they are identical,
identical when rounded using
conventional rounding techniques, or
more stringent. For the same reason, and
because this rule relieves a restriction,
EPA has determined that good cause
exists to waive the requirement for a 30-
day period before the amendment
becomes effective and therefore, the
amendment will be immediately
effective.

Rhode Island
On August 6, 1997, Rhode Island

adopted revisions to its surface water
quality standards (Regulation EVM 112–
88.97–1), regarding human health
criteria. Rhode Island adopted human
health criteria for toxic pollutants
contained in the NTR. EPA Region 1
approved the State’s human health
criteria on January 15, 1999, because
Rhode Island’s numeric criteria for the
protection of human health were
consistent with the CWA and EPA’s
implementing regulations at 40 CFR Part
131. By adoption of numeric criteria,
Rhode Island complied with the
requirements of Section 303(c)(2)(b) of
the CWA to have numeric criteria for
toxic pollutants. EPA Region 1
requested that the Agency withdraw the
Federal criteria applicable to Rhode
Island for which the State now has
numeric criteria.

In today’s action, EPA is withdrawing
Rhode Island from the NTR for those
criteria that the State has adopted that
are no less stringent than the Federal
criteria in the NTR. Rhode Island
adopted, and EPA approved, a human
health (organisms only) criterion of 50
µg/l for arsenic. The value promulgated
in the NTR for this criterion is 0.14 µg/
l. Rhode Island will remain in the NTR
for this criterion. In a separate,
upcoming action, EPA will propose to
remove Rhode Island from the NTR for
this criterion and provide for public
comment. Additionally, Rhode Island
adopted, and EPA approved, human
health criteria of 18 mg/l and 59 mg/l
(water and organisms, and organisms
only, respectively) for bis(2)ethylhexyl
pthalate. The values promulgated in the
NTR are 18 µg/l and 59 µg/l,
respectively. Rhode Island will remain
in the NTR for these criteria.

Vermont
On July 12, 1994, Vermont adopted

revisions to its surface water quality
standards (Appendix C, Vermont Water
Quality Standards, effective August 1,
1994). EPA Region 1 approved the
State’s adoption of criteria for all toxics
contained in the NTR on December 5,
1996, because they are consistent with
the CWA and EPA’s implementing

regulations at 40 CFR Part 131. EPA
Region 1 requested that the Agency
withdraw the Federal criteria applicable
to Vermont for which the State now has
numeric criteria.

In today’s action, EPA is withdrawing
Vermont from the NTR for certain
human health and aquatic life criteria
where the State adopted criteria that are
no less stringent than the Federal
criteria. Vermont adopted, and EPA
approved, a human health (organisms
only) criterion of 1.5 µg/l for arsenic.
The value promulgated in the NTR for
this criterion is 0.14 µg/l. Vermont will
remain in the NTR for this criterion. In
a separate, upcoming action, EPA will
propose to remove Vermont from the
NTR for this criterion and provide for
public comment. Additionally, Vermont
adopted and EPA approved, an aquatic
life criterion continuous concentration
(CCC) of 0.8 µg/l for gamma-BHC. The
value promulgated for this criterion in
the NTR was 0.08. Vermont will remain
in the NTR for this criterion.

District of Columbia

On March 4, 1994, the District of
Columbia adopted revisions to its
surface water quality standards
[amended Chapter 11 of Title 21 DCMR
pursuant to the authority set forth in
Section 5 of the Water Pollution Control
Act of 1984, D.C. Law 5–188, effective
March 16, 1985, D.C. Code Section 6–
924 (1988) and Mayor’s Order 85–152,
September 12, 1985], adopting human
health criteria to protect from effects
related to fish consumption. EPA Region
3 approved these revisions on
November 4, 1996, because the District’s
numeric criteria are consistent with
section 303(c)(2)(B) of the Clean Water
Act and EPA’s implementing
regulations at 40 CFR Part 131. EPA
Region 3 requested that the Agency
withdraw the Federal human health
(organism only) criteria applicable to
the District for which the District now
has numeric criteria.

In today’s action, EPA is withdrawing
the District of Columbia from the NTR
for those human health ‘‘organism only’’
criteria that the District has adopted that
are no less stringent than the Federal
criteria in the NTR. The District remains
in the NTR for organism + water human
health criteria. The District removed the
drinking water use for the only water
body in the District designated for that
use. EPA approved the removal of this
use and, in a separate upcoming action,
EPA will propose to remove the District
from the NTR for organism + water
human health criteria and will provide
for public comment.

Kansas

On June 29, 1994, Kansas adopted
revisions to its water quality standards
(K.A.R. 28–16–28) regarding both
human health and aquatic life criteria,
and submitted them to EPA Region 7 for
review and approval on October 31,
1994. On February 19, 1998, EPA
Region 7 approved certain new or
revised water quality criteria for the
protection of human health and aquatic
life because they are consistent with
section 303(c)(2)(B) of the CWA and
EPA’s implementing regulations at 40
CFR 131, and requested that the Agency
withdraw the Federal criteria applicable
to Kansas for which the State now has
numeric criteria. Additionally, on June
29, 1999, Kansas adopted new and
revised ambient water quality criteria
for additional pollutants. They were
submitted to EPA for review and
approval on August 10, 1999. On
January 19, 2000, EPA Region 7
approved these additional criteria
because they are also consistent with
section 303(c)(2)(B) of the CWA and
EPA’s implementing regulations at 40
CFR 131, and requested that the Agency
withdraw the Federal criteria applicable
to Kansas for which the State now has
numeric criteria.

In today’s action, EPA is removing
Kansas from the NTR for certain human
health and aquatic life criteria because
the State’s adopted criteria are no less
stringent than the Federal criteria.
Kansas remains in the NTR for arsenic
(human health—organisms only) and
cadmium (acute and chronic aquatic
life). For these pollutants, Kansas
adopted criteria that are less stringent
than the Federal rule. In a separate,
upcoming action, EPA will propose to
withdraw the NTR criteria for these
pollutants and provide for public
comment. In addition, Kansas remains
in the NTR for certain other toxic
pollutants for which it has not yet
adopted numeric criteria.

In addition, EPA is modifying the
NTR for Kansas to reflect the State’s
adoption of a 10¥6 risk level for
carcinogens and a change in
nomenclature for one of the State’s use
classifications.

Idaho

On August, 24, 1994, Idaho adopted
revisions to its surface water quality
standards (Title 1, chapter 2, Section
250 of the Idaho Administrative Code).
For all aquatic life toxic pollutants,
Idaho adopted the NTR criteria by
reference. On June 25, 1996, EPA Region
10 approved the criteria because they
were identical to the Federal criteria.
EPA Region 10 requested that the
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Agency withdraw the Federal criteria
applicable to Idaho for which the State
now has numeric criteria.

In today’s action, EPA is withdrawing
Idaho from the NTR for all aquatic life
criteria because the State adopted
criteria that are identical to the Federal
criteria.

Administrative Requirements
Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR

51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ and
is therefore not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget.
Because the agency has made a ‘‘good
cause’’ finding that this action is not
subject to notice-and-comment
requirements under the Administrative
Procedure Act or any other statute, it is
not subject to the regulatory flexibility
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), or to sections
202 and 205 of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA) (Public
Law 104–4). In addition, this action
does not significantly or uniquely affect
small governments or impose a
significant intergovernmental mandate,
as described in sections 203 and 204 of
UMRA. This rule also does not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of tribal governments, as
specified by Executive Order 13084 (63
FR 27655, May 10, 1998). This rule will
not 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, as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999). This rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR
19885, April 23, 1997), because it is not
economically significant.

This action does not involve technical
standards; thus, the requirements of
section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) do not
apply. The rule also does not involve
special consideration of environmental
justice related issues as required by
Executive Order 12898 (59 FR 7629,
February 16, 1994). This rule does not
impose an information collection
burden under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

The Congressional Review Act (5
U.S.C. 801 et seq.), as added by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 808 allows
the issuing agency to make a rule

effective sooner than otherwise
provided by the CRA if the agency
makes a good cause finding that notice
and public procedure is impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest. This determination must be
supported by a brief statement. 5 U.S.C.
808(2). As stated previously, EPA made
such a good cause finding, including the
reasons therefore, and established an
immediate effective date of April 12,
2000. EPA will submit a report
containing this rule and other required
information to the U.S. Senate, the U.S.
House of Representatives, and the
Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of the rule in
the Federal Register. This action is not
a ‘‘major rule’’ as defined by 5 U.S.C.
804 (2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 131
Environmental protection, Indians—

lands, Intergovernmental relations,
Water pollution control.

Dated: April 4, 2000.
Carol M. Browner,
Administrator.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble title 40, chapter I, of the Code
of Federal Regulations is proposed to be
amended as follows:

PART 131—WATER QUALITY
STANDARDS

1. The authority citation for part 131
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.

§ 131.36 [Amended]

2. Section 131.36 is amended by:
a. Revising the table in paragraph

(d)(1)(ii).
b. Revising the table in paragraph

(d)(2)(ii).
c. Revising the table in paragraph

(d)(5)(ii).
d. Revising the table in paragraph

(d)(9)(i).
e. Revising the table in paragraph

(d)(9)(ii).
f. In paragraph (d)(9)(iii) by revising

‘‘State-proposed’’ to read ‘‘State-
adopted’’.

g. Removing and reserving paragraph
(d)(13).

The revisions read as follows:

§ 131.36 Toxics criteria for those states
not complying with Clean Water Act Section
303(c)(2)(B).
* * * * *

(d) * * *
(1) * * *
(ii) * * *

Use classification Applicable criteria

Class A ......................
Class B waters where

water supply use is
designated

These classifications
are assigned the
criteria in Column
D1—#2, 68

Use classification Applicable criteria

Class B waters where
water supply use is
not designated.

Class C;
Class SA;
Class SB;
Class SC

Each of these classi-
fications is as-
signed the criteria
in: Column D2—#2,
68

(2) * * *
(ii) * * *

Use classification Applicable criteria

Class A ......................
Class B waters where

water supply use is
designated

This classification is
assigned criteria in:

Column B2—#105

Class B waters where
water supply use is
not designated
Class C.

These classifications
are assigned all the
criteria in:

Column B2—#105
Column D2—#2

* * * * *
(5) * * *
(ii) * * *

Use classification Applicable criteria

Class C ..................... This classification is
assigned the addi-
tional criteria in:

Column B2—#10,
118, 126

Column D1—#15, 16,
44, 67, 68, 79, 80,
81, 88, 114, 116,
118.

* * * * *
(9) * * *
(i) * * *

Section (2)(A)—Special Aquatic Life
Use Waters

Section (2)(B)—Expected Aquatic Life
Use Waters

Section (2)(C)—Restricted Aquatic Life
Use Waters

Section (3)—Domestic Water Supply.
Section (4)—Food Procurement Use.

(ii) * * *

Use classification Applicable criteria

Sections (2)(A),
(2)(B), (2)(C), (4).

These classifications
are each assigned
criteria as follows:

Column B1, #2, 4
Column B2, #4
Column D2, #2, 12,

21, 29, 39, 46, 68,
79, 81, 86, 93, 104,
114, 118

Section (3) ................. This classification is
assigned all criteria
in:

Column D1, all ex-
cept #1, 9, 12, 14,
15, 17, 22, 33, 36,
39, 44, 75, 77, 79,
90, 112, 113, and
115.
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(iii) The Human Health Criteria shall
be applied at the State adopted 10¥6

risk level.
* * * * *
[FR Doc. 00–8957 Filed 4–11–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180

[OPP–300973A; FRL–6498–4]

RIN 2070–AB78

Ethoxylated Propoxylated (C12-C15)
Alcohols; Tolerance Exemption,
Technical Correction

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

SUMMARY: This document makes a
technical correction to the exemption
from the requirement of a tolerance for
residues of a range of polymers, α-alkyl
(C12-C15)-ω-hydroxypoly
(oxypropylene)poly(oxyethylene)
copolymers (where the
poly(oxypropylene) content is 3-60
moles and the poly(oxyethylene)
content is 5-80 moles, when used as an
inert ingredient (surfactant) in or on
growing crops, when applied to raw
agricultural commodities after harvest,
or to animals.
DATES: This technical correction is
effective April 12, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By
mail: Kathryn Boyle, Registration
Division (7505C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, Ariel Rios Bldg., 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460; telephone number: 703–305–
6304; and e-mail address:
boyle.kathryn@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

You may be potentially 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:

Cat-
egories NAICS Examples of poten-

tially affected entities

Industry 111 Crop production
112 Animal production
311 Food manufacturing
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
to certain entities. If you have questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

B. How Can I Get Additional
Information, Including Copies of This
Document and Other Related
Documents?

1. Electronically. You may obtain
electronic copies of this document, and
certain other related documents that
might be available electronically, from
the EPA Internet Home Page at http://
www.epa.gov/. To access this
document, on the Home Page select
‘‘Laws and Regulations’’ and then look
up the entry for this document under
the ‘‘Federal Register--Environmental
Documents.’’ You can also go directly to
the Federal Register listings at http://
www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/.

2. In person. The Agency has
established an official record for this
action under docket control number
OPP–300973A. The official record
consists of the documents specifically
referenced in this action, and other
information related to this action,
including any information claimed as
Confidential Business Information (CBI).
This official record includes the
documents that are physically located in
the docket, as well as the documents
that are referenced in those documents.
The public version of the official record
does not include any information
claimed as CBI. The public version of
the official record, which includes
printed, paper versions of any electronic
comments submitted during an
applicable comment period is available
for inspection in the Public Information
and Records Integrity Branch (PIRIB),
Rm. 119, Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson
Davis Hwy., Arlington, VA, from 8:30
a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The PIRIB
telephone number is (703) 305–5805.

II. What Action is EPA Taking?
In the Federal Register of May 26,

1999 (64 FR 28480) (FRL–6081–3), EPA
issued a notice pursuant to section 408
of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (FFDCA), 21 U.S.C. 346a, as
amended by the Food Quality Protection
Act (FQPA) (Public Law 104–170)

announcing the filing of a pesticide
tolerance petition (PP 8E4950) by
Omnichem S.A, Industrial Research
Park, 1348 Louvain-La-Neuve, Belgium.
This notice included a summary of the
petition prepared by the petitioner,
including a statement of the number
average molecular weight of the range of
polymers. There were no comments
received in response to the notice of
filing.

In the Federal Register of February
28, 2000 (65 FR 10401) (FRL–6491–3),
EPA issued a rule establishing an
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance for residues of a range of
polymers α-alkyl (C12-C15)-ω-
hydroxypoly (oxypropylene)poly
(oxyethylene)copolymers (where the
poly(oxypropylene) content is 3-60
moles and the poly(oxyethylene)
content is 5-80 moles in or on growing
crops, when applied to raw agricultural
commodities after harvest, or to animals
when used as an inert ingredient
(surfactant). The number average
molecular weight, which is routinely
included in the tolerance exemption
expression, was inadvertently omitted
from the tolerance exemption
expression in § 180.1001(c) and (e). This
rule corrects the tolerance exemption to
include the molecular weight as a
limitation.

III. Why is this Technical Correction
Issued as a Final Rule?

Section 553 of the Administrative
Procedure Act (APA), 5 U.S.C.
553(b)(B), provides that, when an
agency for good cause finds that notice
and public procedure are impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest, the agency may issue a rule
without providing notice and an
opportunity for public comment. EPA
has determined that there is good cause
for making today’s rule final without
prior proposal and opportunity for
comment, because EPA is amending the
tolerance exemption expression that
was previously issued to include the
number average molecular weight. The
preamble to the previously published
Final Rule discussed how the number
average molecular weeight was one of
the criteria for identifying low risk
polymers. Thus, notice and public
procedure are unnecessary. EPA finds
that this constitutes good cause under 5
U.S.C. 553(b)(B).

IV. Do Any of the Regulatory
Assessment Requirements Apply to this
Action?

No. This final rule implements a
technical amendment to the Code of
Federal Regulations to reflect a
technical correction to a previously
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