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II. What Action is EPA Taking?

EPA is extending the public comment
period on the proposal for a public
participation process for pesticide
tolerance reassessment and
reregistration. This proposed public
participation process was developed
with USDA.

Public comment received as a result
of this notice will be considered by EPA
and USDA and a final public
participation process will be developed
and released to the public in a notice
published in the Federal Register.
Implementation of the final public
participation process will begin
according to a schedule established and
published in the final notice.

III. Do Any Regulatory Assessment
Requirements Apply to this Action?

No. This action is not a rulemaking,
it merely extends the date by which
public comments must be submitted to
EPA on a proposed pesticide public
participation process that previously
published in the Federal Register of
March 15, 2000 (65 FR 14199) (FRL—
6496-2).

List of Subjects
Environmental protection, Chemicals,
Pesticides and pests.

Dated: April 21, 2000.
Joseph J. Merenda Jr.,
Acting Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. 00-10590 Filed 4—27-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6586-6]

Draft General NPDES Permit for
Seafood Processors in Alaska in
Waters of the United States; General
NPDES Permit No. AK-G52-0000

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 10.
ACTION: Notice; correction.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 10, published a
document in the Federal Register of
April 21, 2000, concerning a notice of a
draft general NPDES permit. The
document contained an incorrect
number for the total allowable residues
of offal to be discharged.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Florence Carroll, 206-553—1760.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of April
21, 2000, in FR Doc. 00-10037, on page
21432, in the third column, correct the

last sentence in the third paragraph of
the SUMMARY section to read:

The total allowable residues of offal for
permittees covered under the proposed
permit must not exceed ten million pounds
per year (based on deposition modeling using
EPA’s Water Quality Analysis Simulation
Program).

Dated: April 21, 2000.

Randall F. Smith,

Director, Office of Water.

[FR Doc. 00-10646 Filed 4-27-00; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6213-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6586-9]

Notice of Availability of Letter From
EPA to the State of New York Pursuant
to Section 118 of the Clean Water Act
and the Water Quality Guidance for the
Great Lakes System

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of availability.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given of a
letter written from Region 2 of the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
to the State of New York finding that for
the most part the State has adopted
water quality standards and National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permits program revisions
which are consistent with section 118(c)
of the Clean Water Act and 40 CFR part
132. However, there are certain
provisions adopted as part of the State’s
water quality standards and NPDES
permits programs that are inconsistent
with section 118(c) of the Clean Water
Act and 40 CFR part 132. EPA’s findings
are described in a letter dated April 11,
2000 to New York State. EPA invites
public comment on all aspects of this
letter, particularly on the findings in the
letter and on the course of action that
EPA proposes to take if the State fails to
adequately address EPA’s findings.
DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by June 12, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
submitted to Wayne F. Jackson,
Community and Ecosystems Protection
Branch, Division of Environmental
Planning and Protection, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 2, 290 Broadway, New York,
New York, 10007. In the alternative,
EPA will accept comments
electronically. Comments should be sent
to the following Internet E-mail address:
jackson.wayne@epa.gov. Electronic
comments must be submitted in an
ASCII file avoiding the use of special

characters and any form of encryption.
EPA will print electronic comments in
hard-copy paper form for the official
administrative record. EPA will attempt
to clarify electronic comments if there is
an apparent error in transmission.
Comments provided electronically will
be considered timely if they are
submitted electronically by 11:59 p.m.
(Eastern time) June 12, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Wayne F. Jackson, Community and
Ecosystems Protection Branch, Division
of Environmental Planning and
Protection, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 2, 290
Broadway, New York, New York, 10007,
or telephone him at (212) 637-3807.

Copies of the April 11, 2000 letter
described above are available upon
request by contacting Mr. Jackson. The
April 11, 2000 letter and materials
submitted by New York in support of its
submission that EPA relied upon in
preparing the letter (i.e., the docket) are
available for review by appointment at:
EPA, Region 2, 290 Broadway, New
York, New York (telephone 212-637—
3807); and the New York State
Department of Environmental
Conservation, 50 Wolf Road, Room 310
C, Albany, New York. To access the
docket material in New York, call Mr.
Jackson at (212) 637—3807 between 8
a.m. and 4:30 p.m. (Eastern time)
(Monday-Friday); in Albany, New York,
call Teresa Deihsner at 518—-457—-7937
between 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. (Eastern
time) (Monday-Friday).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March
23, 1995, EPA published the Final
Water Quality Guidance for the Great
Lakes System (Guidance) pursuant to
section 118(c)(2) of the Clean Water Act,
33 U.S.C. 1268(c)(2). (March 23, 1995,
60 FR 15366). The Guidance, which was
codified at 40 CFR part 132, requires the
Great Lakes States to adopt and submit
to EPA for approval water quality
criteria, methodologies, policies and
procedures that are consistent with the
Guidance. 40 CFR 132.4 & 132.5. EPA is
required to approve of the State’s
submission within 90 days or notify the
State that EPA has determined that all
or part of the submission is inconsistent
with the Clean Water Act or the
Guidance and identify any necessary
changes to obtain EPA approval. If the
State fails to make the necessary
changes within 90 days, EPA must
publish a notice in the Federal Register
identifying the approved and
disapproved elements of the submission
and a final rule identifying the
provisions of Part 132 that shall apply
for discharges within the State.
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EPA reviewed the submission from
New York State for consistency with the
Guidance in accordance with 40 CFR
131 and 132.5. EPA determined that for
the most part the State of New York has
adopted water quality standards and
NPDES permits program revisions
which are consistent with section 118(c)
of the Clean Water Act and 40 CFR part
132. However, there are certain parts of
the State’s submission that are
inconsistent with the requirements of
the Clean Water Act or 40 CFR part 132
and will be subject to EPA disapproval
if not corrected. On April 11, 2000, in
a letter from EPA Region 2 to the New
York State Department of
Environmental Conservation, EPA
described in detail those provisions
determined to be inconsistent with the
Guidance and subject to disapproval if
not remedied by the State. The
inconsistencies relate to the following
components of the State’s submission in
conformance with section 118(c) of the
CWA and 40 CFR part 132: (1)
Application of the State’s chronic
aquatic life water quality criteria in
certain waters of the Great Lakes Basin;
(2) water quality criteria for mercury for
the protection of wildlife; (3) Procedure
3 of Appendix F of the Guidance for
developing total maximum daily loads
and so-called “phased” total maximum
daily loads; (4) Procedure 5 for
determining reasonable potential to
exceed water quality standards for both
industrial and municipal dischargers,
including the use of fish tissue data, and
the consideration of intake credits; (5)
Procedure 6 for determining reasonable
potential for whole effluent toxicity, and
including limits in the permit when a
determination of reasonable potential
for whole effluent toxicity has been
made; (6) Procedure 7 for expressing
water quality-based effluent limits
(WQBELSs) in terms of both mass and
concentration; (7) Procedure 8 for
including calculated WQBELSs in the
permit when the WQBEL is below the
quantification level, the need to require
a pollution minimization plan in all
such cases; and, (8) Procedure 9 for
limiting the availability of compliance
schedules to existing discharges to the
Great Lakes Basin. Based on our review
to date, EPA believes that, with the
above exceptions, the submission by
New York is consistent with the
Guidance. Today, EPA is soliciting
public comment regarding all aspects of
the April 11, 2000 letter. In particular,
EPA solicits comments on the
provisions identified in the April 11,
2000 letter as being inconsistent with
the CWA and the Guidance, on EPA’s
proposed course of action if New York

State fails to remedy those
inconsistencies, and on EPA’s belief that
the remainder of the State’s submission
is consistent with the Guidance. EPA’s
letter also describes the provisions of
the Guidance that EPA would identify
in a final rule as applying to discharges
in the New York portion of the Basin if
the identified inconsistencies are not
addressed by the State. EPA may decide
to identify in such a rule the provisions
described in our letter, or other relevant
provisions of the Guidance that the
Agency determines upon completion of
this process to be appropriate, and the
Agency broadly solicits comment
regarding what provisions would be
appropriate to identify in such a rule.

During the next 90 days, EPA intends
to continue working with New York
State to address the inconsistencies
identified in the April 11, 2000 letter. If
the State fails to remedy any of the
inconsistencies identified in the letter,
EPA will publish a notice in the Federal
Register identifying the disapproved
elements and the corresponding
portions of Part 132 that will apply to
waters within the Great Lakes Basin in
New York State.

William J. Muszynski,

Acting Regional Administrator, Region 2.
[FR Doc. 00-10657 Filed 4—27—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Technological Advisory Council
Meeting

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5
U.S.C. App. 2, Pub. L. 92-463, as
amended, this notice advises interested
persons of the fifth meeting of the
Technological Advisory Council
(“Council”’), which will be held at the
Federal Communications Commission
in Washington, DC.

DATES: Wednesday, June 28, 2000 at 10
a.m.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th St., SW, Room
TW-C305, Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kent
Nilsson at knilsson@fcc.gov or 202—
418-0845.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Council was established by the Federal
Communications Commission to
provide a means by which a diverse
array of recognized technical experts

from a variety of interests such as
industry, academia, government,
citizens groups, etc., can provide advice
to the FCC on innovation in the
communications industry.

The purpose of this fifth meeting will
be to hear and discuss the progress of
the three focus groups established by
the Council to consider the issues the
FCC presented to it at its April 30, 1999
meeting.

These issues include: (1) The current
state of the art for software defined
radios, cognitive radios, and similar
devices, future developments for these
technologies, and ways that the
availability of such technologies might
affect the FCC’s traditional approaches
to spectrum management; and the
current state of knowledge of
electromagnetic noise levels and the
effects of such noise on the reliability of
existing and future communications
systems; (2) the current technical trends
in telecommunications services,
changes that might decrease, rather than
increase, the accessibility of
telecommunications services by persons
with disabilities and ways the FCC
might best communicate to designers of
emerging telecommunications network
architectures, the requirements for
accessibility; and (3) the
telecommunications common carrier
network interconnection scenarios that
are likely to develop, including the
technical aspects of cross network (i.e.,
end-to-end) interconnection, quality of
service, network management,
reliability, and operations issues, as
well as the deployment of new
technologies such as dense wave
division multiplexing and high speed
packet/cell switching. The Council may
also consider such other issues as come
before the Council at the meeting.

Members of the general public may
attend the meeting. The Federal
Communications Commission will
attempt to accommodate as many
persons as possible. However,
admittance will be limited to the seating
available. Depending on the Council’s
progress at this meeting, public
participation may be permitted at the
discretion of the Council’s Chairman.
Interested persons may submit written
comments to David Farber, the
Council’s Designated Federal Officer,
before the meeting either by e-mail
(dfarber@fcc.gov) or by U.S. mail to
David Farber, Chief Technologist, Room
7—C155, Office of Engineering &
Technology, Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20554.
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