- habilitation program will involve the
pruning of coffee trees and thelr treat-
ment with appropriate fungicides and
insecticides. The same pesticides will be
required to protect the new plantations.
The program is scheduled to start In
mid-September of 1977 at the end of the
coffee picking season and ATD is in the
process of making arrangements for the
air shipment of the required pesticides
and equipment fo arrive as soon as
possible,

The Broposed pesticides ‘are not regis-
tered with the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency (“EPA”) for the platréglpn
uses -as required under AID’s In

Pesticide Procedures published in the
FEeDERAL™ REGISTER on January 7, 1976

NOTICES

(41 FR 1287), The Current concept of
use registration by EPA involves identifi-
cation of the pesticide, the crop on which
it will be used and the specific pest
against which the pesticide will be used.
Because coffee {5 not grown in the United
States, EPA-registered Iabels of pesti-
cide products do not provide for applica-
tion to coffee. Therefore, the proposed
pesticides are not considered to be regis-
tered in the United States under the pro-
visions of AID's Interim Pesticide Pro-

cedures,

‘The following table sets forth the pro-
posed pesticides and the primary pests
and diseases of coffee for which they will
be used in Bolivia:

Crop Pesticide

Tests

Coffes.. Copper oxychlonde and copper sulfate, {approxi- Myoaﬁ dufcdﬁr, Cellelotelehturs ap., Cerecspita 8p.,

mately 3,000
Fenitrothion, (appmximately 3,000 kg).

Aph!ds Omb worms, Crickets, Grazhioppers,

In addition AID will provide twenty
(20) moforized backpack mist blowers
and six (6) motorized trailer-mounted
sprayers having & 300 gallon capacity.

Bases for determination. Both Copper
Oxychloride and Copper Sulfate are
régistered for general use by EPA, le,

> use by the general public, and the en-

vironmental impact of their use in the
United States is considered by EPA to
be minimal. Furthermore, they are of a
very low order of acute toxicity to hu-
mans and hence there are no significant
problems associated with their use in the
"~ United States. Although the climate and

' sociological conditions under which these

‘pesticides will be used in Bolivia differ
radically from U.S. conditions, the fungi-

- cides have been widely used throughout
"coffee growing areas .of Latin Amerjca

for the control of coffee diseases, and
there are no known Instances of any
toxicological or environmental problems
associated with their use. This statement
is supported by the ANACAFE in Guate~
mala, an institute which for many years
has enjoyed a scientific reputation of the
highest order among the coffee growers
of Latin America. )

Fenitrothion is currently registered
with EPA only for forestry use on fir and
spruce against the spruce budworm.
However, it is widely used through the
rest of the world for controlling chew-
ing and sucking insects on rice, orchard
Iruits, vegetables, cereals, and cotton and
. in public health programs for controlling
msect vectors of human disease. It has
" an acute oral ID,, (rat) of 500 me./ke.,
.and a dermal ID,, (rat) of 1300 mg./ke.

. By EPA standards this places fenitro-
“thion in the category.of pesticides re-
quiring the signal word “WARNING"” on
the label (in contrast to more hazardous
compounds which require the signal
words “DANGER” and “POISON").
Fenitrothion has been widely used under
climate and sociological conditions simi-
lar to those obtained in Bolivia without

" evidence of significant adverse environ-

mental or human health effects, e.g., in
the Sahelian Zone of Africa. ATD con-
sidered less toxic insecticides, but these

would be ineffective or have long term
residual effects.

Coffee trees in Bolivia are affected by
a variety of fungl such as AMyceria ctiri-
color, Collatotrichium sp. and Cercospora
sp., pink disease caused by Rhiizoctomia
sp., and chewing and sucking insects such
as aphids, grub worms, crickets and
grasshoppers. Experience in Bolivia and
elsewhere in the coffee growing areas of
Latin America indicates that unless these
pests and disease are controlled with
such insecticides and fungicides as are
being proposed in this project, produc-
tivity remains marginal, and the use of
such pesticides is therefore essential for
the production of an economically profit-
able crop. Use of these pesticides can
be expected fo appreciably increase the
income of small farmers producing coffee
and in the long run hopefully demon-
strate that coffee may be an economically
substitutable crop for coca. Hence, the
risks associated with the use of these
pesticides can be considered to be negli-
gible and are outweighed by the bene-
fits of using them on coffee.

The Assoclate Director for Sclence of
the EPA Reglistration Division has been
g.!onsulted and concurs in this determina-

on.,

Because of the urgency of supplying
the pesticides and pesticide equipment to
the Government of Bolivia so that the
program can be started soon after mid-
September, the end of the coffee picking
season, there was not sufficlent time for
the publication of a FEepErAL REGISTER
gotice of intent to make this determina-

on.

Determination. For the reasons set
forth above, I hereby approve under Sec-
tion (a) of ATD's Interim Pesticide Pro-
cedures the financing by AID of Copper
Oxychloride, Copper Sulfate, and Feni-
trothion for the uses indicated above and
determine that the benefits of using these
pesticides for the purposes intended out-
weigh the potential adverse effects and
that no preferable alternative is avail-
able, This determination has been made
in consultation with the EPA as required
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under Section (b) of ATD’s Inferim Pestl-
clde Procedures.

Dated: September 23, 1977.

Rozexr H. NOOTER,
Deputy Administrator, Agency
Jor International Develop-
ment.

[FR Doc.T7-30966 Piled 10-21-77;8:45 am]

[4910-60]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Materials Transportation Bureau
[Docket No. OPSO-37]

BOSTON GAS CO.
Denial of Petition for Reconsideration

By letter of August 2, 1977, the Boston
Gas Co., petitioned for reconsideration of
the final rulemaking action, Amend-
ment 192-28 (42 FR 35653, July 11, 1977,
which established a new §192.455(f)
governing corrosion control of metal al-
low fittings in plastic pipelines. After re-
viewing the petition and other relevant
considerations, the Materials Transpor-
tation Bureau (MTB) finds that suffi-
clent information or arguments have not
been presented to justify granting the
petition. Therefore, for the rtasons set
fﬁ&h below, the petition is hereby de-

Boston Gas made the following argu-
ments in support of its petition:

1, The regulation should not require
that & metal alloy fitting meet the pro-
vislons of both paragraph () (1)} and
paragraph (f)(2), as compliance with
elther one will provide safe service to the
consumer.

2. The final rule is more restrictive
than the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(41 FR 42221, Sepfember 27, 1976, be-
cause paragraph (f) (3) was not-includ-
ed in the Notice for public comment.

3. The requirements of paragraph (f)
(3) are not similar to §192.491, which
requires an operator to know the location
of cathodically protected piping, since
£192.455(2) allows metal fittings to be
installed without cathodic protection.

Boston Gas' first argument was the
subject of comments on the Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking and was consid-
cred by MTB in developing the final
rule. As stated in the preamble to
Amendment 192-28, MTB believes that
in view of the lack of performance data
available for the alloy fittings which
might be used, the variable corrosivity
conditions in which fittings might be in-
stalled, and the imprecise corrosivity
measurement techniques available, an
initial determination of protection af-
forded by alloyage under paragraph (f)
(1) may not provide a sufficient long-
term safeguard against corrosion. As an
additional safety factor, MTB believes
that as proposed the fitting must also be
"deslgneq” to prevent any leakage that
may be caused by localized corrosion.
The petition did not contain any new
{facts or arguments to counter this view.
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To. Hllustrate ifs point, Boston Gas
referred to a brass curkx valve, stating -
that it should be permitted in a plastic.
pipeline under paragraph (fJ (1) but that.
it is not “designed .to prevent leakage.
caused by localized corrosion pitting” as.
required: by paragraph ).(2).. MTB-
does not necessarily agree that such a-
fitting could not qualify for use since
the design of a metal fitting to prevent-
leakage caused by localized corrosion
pitting requires an engineering judg-.
ment. A. proper design may be accom-
plished in several ways, including selec-
tion of materials, wall thickness of the
fitting, or separation of the structural
housing of the fitting from the gas
carrying parts. MTB does not believe
that paragraph (£} (2) unreasonably re-
stricts the type of fitling that can be
used for compliance with § 192.455(f).

Regarding the second argument that
the final rule is more restrictive than the
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, MTB is
of the opinion that although. the terms
of paragraph (£).(3) were not included in
the Notice, its adoption is nevertheless
valid because the reason. for adoption,
the issue of long-term protection by al-
loyage alone, was. discussed in the
Notice. Also' of importance is. that the
Notice proposed to relax an existing re-
quirement, not fo impose an additional

NOTICES

one. Thus, evenr though § 192.455(f) may
be more, restrictive than proposed in
terms of an operator’s permissible activ-
ity, it is still fair to say that the final
rule is not more restrictive in terms of.
imposing a. greater regulatory burden

.on. anyone than previously existed.

In light of the variety of ways which
an operator might use to comply with
paragraph (£) (3), such as adding nota-
tions to- a. pipeline map, review of work
orders, or marking normally kept serv-
ice cards, MTB does not believe that an
operator should have difficulty in com-
pliance. In addition, since the purpose
of the requirement is to provide for pos-
sible future inspection or repair, an op-
erator need not know the exact location
of a fitting, but only the general loca-
tion, so that it can be dug up if a prob-
leny arises in the future.

As to the third argument, although
paragraph (f) (3) applies to fittings in-
stalled without cathodic protection, it
is consistent with § 192:491 in that both
requirements call for knowing the loca-
tion of piping protected against corro-
sion. Also in the absence of § 192.455(1),
an operator who installs a metal fitting
it a plastic pipeline with cathodic pro-
tection as required by §192.455(a)
would have to record. the fitting under
§192.491. Thus, paragraph (f)- is ne
more onerous than § 192.491.

(49 U.S.C. 1672, 49 CFR 1.53(a).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 17, 1971,

Joun F. FEARNSIDES,
. Acting Director,
Materials Transportation Bureo.

[FR Dee.77-30763 Filed 10-21-77;8:46 am|]

[ 4910-60 ]
APPLICATION GRANTS AND DENIALS

Hazardous Materials Regulations;
Exemptions .

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Eureau, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Grants and Denials
of Applications for Exemptions.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the pro«
cedures governing the application for,
and the processing of, exemptions from
the Department of Transportation's
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49
CFR Parbt 107, Subpart B), notice 18
hereby given of the exemptions granted
September 1977, The modes of transpor-
tation involved are identified by a hum-
ber in the “Nature of Exemption
‘Thereof’ portion of the table below ag
follows: 1—Motor vehicle, 2-—Rail
freight, 3—Cargo vessel, 4—Cargo~-only
aireraft, 5—Passenger-carrying aireraft,

Application numbers prefixed by the
letters EE represent applicationg for
Emergency Exemptions.

ﬁpp}l}gu- Exemption Applicant Regulation(s) Affected Nature of Exemption Thercof
on'No. A )
EENEWALS

1862-X DOT-E 1862 Gg&r Hydraulics, Inc., Los Angeles, 48 CFR 173.302()(1), 175.3._ To ship nitrogen in a single trip non-DOT Hydreulic accumulater. (Modcs

3305-X DOT-E 3305 neichhom gnmxcms Tne., White 49 CFR173.154()(14). .- T&‘rslgp f“‘?;";' )oxidizcrs in DOT speciffcation 128 fierbioard boxes,

odes 1 an

2307-P DOT-E 3307. Treco. Chmnicals Salt Lake City, 49 CFR173.154,173.182 ... To become a party ta exexplion 3307, (Sce application Ne. 3307-X.

. 'Utah* B.“L PRortner, Ine., Den- (Modes 1, 4, and 3.)

3330-X DOT-E 3330 Bnbcocfc a.nd lecux Co., Lynchburg, 49 CFR 173.214(d). . ....--.. To ship flammable solids in insuluatcd contuiners ovirpacked In a DOT
Va.;Teledyne Walr Chang .Albany specification 17C, 1711, or 37A metal drum, (Modes1 and 2.)
g_lj)rps.%lbana, élre:,r.; General Elce-

chenectady, N

3744-P DOT-E 3744 McKce'ssoxr Chemical, San- Francisco, 49 CFRI:‘.’!.%GOJ)W) ..... __ 'To become a party to exsinption 3744, (Sco appYdcation No. 3744-X.)

Calif.; 'l‘hompson-Hayward Chem- (Modes I and 2.) .
- feal lCo Xansas City, Kans.

3M1-X DOT-E3%41 Acrojet Solld Propubmn Co., Sacra- 49 CRF173. 23°afa)(") ....... To shipammonium pereliloratein Len-DUT s b cation aluminun perfas
men ; Kerr-McQee Chemix ble tanks. Modes1 and 2).

,al.Corp o Okhﬂiomx City, Qkla.. .

3902-P DOT-L 3592 D‘.nm&mélh Shamrock Corp ., Cleves 49 CFER173. I m Tgbewme a party to exemption 3602, (fce spplication Neo. 3002-X ) Mode
an io.

4052-X DOT-E 4052 The: Boeing Co., Scattle, Wash.; 49 CFB 173.34(d), 173. 306, To ship an serosol forniufation in DOT mccmcﬂti(n St scamless aluminum
g«i:;;hwest Airlines, Ine., St. l?aul, cylinders. (Modes 1, 2,4, and &.)

4105- DOT-E 4108 Pxﬂ’iaty;dCyIl‘uilgr Gases, Inc.,, Grand 49 CFR 173.315(8)..2 < aea-— Tobecome & party to excmption 4108, (“coAppL\miun No.4106-X.) (Mede

pids

4338-X DOT-E 4338 Stauﬁer ’Chemlcal Co., Westport, 49 CFR 1"3245(3), 173.247 To ship certamcomdveliquidsinDOTsprcmca(ion JE18C0and JAALMY

(8), 17. oylinders, and DO'T-51 portable tanks. (Mades1, 2, and 3,
4453-P DOT-E 4453 Explovlvcs Inc., Pittsfeld, m 49 (‘ERI"1 mﬂm To become a party to exemption 4463. (Sce Appllctmon No.4443-X. ) (Modo
4459-P °  DOT-E'4459 Dow Chemical Co, Midland, Mich._.. 49 CPR. 173.302(8)(1), To becomo a party to excmption 4469, (Seo applleation 446%=X ) (Medes
: o 1. 304(3)(1(),)(3)]73.328( 3)
()
4763-P DOT-E 4763 Worth Chemical Corp., Greensboro, 49 Ci‘R-l’n{ 234(8)(2) e e T;)becon&eaparty to exemplion 4763, (Seeapplication No. 4763-X.) (Mades
5778<X DOT-E 778 Lif-.o-i}en,‘Cmnbridge, b ¢ VU 49173 scof(}l) (1)(1';’3 .302(a) (4), Tc(: shi certaiél fammable gases in DOT specification 39 steel eylfnders,
N a, 1 Mo an

1923-X DOT-£ 5923 TUnjon Carbide Corp., Tarrytown, 49 CFR173.3M4. oo ... TO A.«xhixu:ertam flammable and nonflammatle gases in DOT speelfication
N.Y. 106A500X and 110A500-W-multiunit tank cartanke. (Modes 1 and 2’)

G007-X DOT-E 6007 Nuclear Products Co., El Montr, 49 CFR 173.391(b)(¢) to be To ship radloactive devices in accerdarnce with 48 CFR 173.301 (Madeat,
Calif.; Pennwalt. Corp., H’olmdol, Iflp e ss ran:poztgroup 2,3;4,and’5.)

N.J.; National Warehouse, Ine.,
Minnwpolis, Minn, .
os-r DOT-E 6016 Greeo Welding Supplies, Inc., Taren- 45 CFR:173.315(8) « oo cvvmann To become a party {o Excmption 6010. (Sce Applcation No. 6016-X)¢
tll{lm. Pa..c Livingston Oxygen Co., (mode1l).
odbsto;

Go71-X DOT-E 6071 ‘Walter. Kiddo &. Co Inc., Belleville; 49 CER 173.304, 173.305, Toshipnonflammable ressed gases in non-DO'T specification stadnless
N.T.; The Boeing 0. oy S e, 175.3. steel pressure vessel com:; ingwnh DOT Bpecitication 4DA with certain
i tas:gx.u’ }iorthwest‘ Airlines, Ine., exceptions. (modes 1, 2, 4, 5.

a1

6116-XC DOT-E GlIG Aﬁbccrp;. Bmﬂmoﬁaﬁ{:{;‘ E%Icr.ﬂ 49 CER.173.385(1), 175.3... ‘Tg =lix§ tem:gas grenadesin cumplismwwlth 49 CI'R-173.385(a) (1), (modca

oratories, Inc., urg, Pa.

6228-X DOT-E 6228 Airco Weldlng-’ Products, Sprmgﬂeld 49 CFR 173.301{(@) (#) - o To' shi'iracotyleneina manifolded nnlt((mlslstlnnol DOT Specification 8o
NJ.  Specification SAL cxlinders: (mode 1.)
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