
the provisions of the regulation
deemed to be objectionable and the
grounds for the objections. If a hear-
ing is requested, the objections must
state the issues, for the hearing. A
hearing will, be granted if the objec-
tions are supported by grounds legally
sufficient to justify the relief sought.

Effective on February 8, 1979, Part
180 is amended as set forth below.

Dated: February 5, 1979.

(Sec. 408(d)(2), Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(d)(2))).

EnWIN L. JOHNSON,
Deputy Assistant Administrator

for Pesticide Pro orams.
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SUMMARY: This rule establishes an
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance for the inert ingredient 1,2-
benzsothiazolin-3-one. The proposal
was submitted by ICI United States.
This regulation permits the use of the
exempted ingredient in pesticide prod-
ucts.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective on Feb-
ruary 8, 1979.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

Mr. David L. Ritter, Hazard Evalua-
tion Divsioh (TS-769), Office of Pes-
ticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street,
SW, Washington DC (202-426-2680).
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ton, DC 20460. Such objections should
be submitted in quintuplicate and
should specify both the provisions of
the regulation deemed to be objection-
able and the grounds for the objec-
tions. If a hearing Is requested, the ob-
jections 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.

Effective on February 8, 1979, Part
180. Subpart D, Is amended as set
forth below.

Dated: February 5, 1979.
(Sec. 408(e). Federal Food. Drug. and Cos-
metic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(e)).

EDWiN , JOHNSON,
DeputyAssistant

Administrator
forPesticide Programs.

Part 180, subpart D, is amended by -
adding the new section 180.1044 to
read as follows.

§ 180.1044 1,2-Benzisothiazolin-3-one; ex-
emption from the requirement of a tol-
erance.

1,2-Benzisothiazolin-3-one is exempt
from the requirement of a tolerance
when -used as a preservative-stabilizer
in formulations of 5-butyl-2-(ethyla-
mino).6-methyl-4 (3H) pyrimidinone
when applied to the raw agricultural
commodity melons at no more than 0.1
percent of the formulation.

[FR Doc'9-4395 Filed 2-7-79; 8:45 am]

[6560-01-M]
SUBCHAPTER N-EFFLUENT GUIDELNES AND

STANDARDS

"FRL 1040-7]

PART 440-ORE MINING AND DRESS-
ING POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Clarification of Regulations
AGENCY: Environmefital Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Clarification of effluent
guideline limitations.
SUMMARY: This notice is to clarify
the scope and intent of the provisions
governing storm water -which were
promulgated as part of the effluent
guideline limitations for the Ore
Mining and Dressing Point Source
Category on July 11, 1978 (43 FR
29771). Its purpose is to make it clear
that those provisions do not apply to
diffuse storm water and runoff, but
apply only to point source discharges.
The agency believes this clarification
to be necessary because, after promul-
gation of the regulations, it was
brought to EPA's attention that the
provisions are capable of being inter-

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Section 180.342 is amended by alpha- On October 19, 1978, the EPA pub-

betically inserting almonds, almond lished a notice of proposed rulemaking
hulls, apples, pears, plums (fresh. in the Fsm nA REGrsTmt (43 FR 48658)
prunes) and sugar beet tops at 0.05 to amend 40 CFR 180 by exempting
ppm; sugar beet roots at 0.2 ppm; and from tolerance requirements the inert
sweet potatoes at 0.1 ppm in the table ingredient 1,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one
tcfread as follows: - in pesticide formulations of 0,0-

- diethyl O-(2-diethylamino-6-methyl-4-
§ 180.342.- Chorpyiifos;tolerances for resi- pyrimidinyl) phosphorothoate when

dues. applied to the raw agricultural com-.
modity melons at no more than 0.1-
percent of the formulation under pro-

P visions of Section 4(e) of the Federal
per Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. No re-

commodit, mifion quests for referral to an advisory com-
Almonds- .. ......... 0.05 mittee were received by the Agency
Almonds, hulls 0.05
Apples__ 0.05 with regard to this notice.

Two comments were received in re-
, • . • • sponse to the notice. One comment

corrected the formulation "0,0-
Beets, sugar, roots-.- . 0.2 diethyl 0-(2-diethylamino.6uiethyl-4-
Beetsuar. to ......... 0.05 pyrlmidinyl" to read "5-butyl-2-(ethy-

. . . . lanino)-6-methyl-4(3H)pyrimldinone"
and "1,3-Benzisothazolin-3-one" in

Pears__0.05 the proposed regulation to read "1,2-
Plums (fresh prunes) . 0.05 Benzisothiazolin-3-one." The other

comment requested that the restric-
* * * * * tions limiting 1,2-Benzisothiazolin-3-

Sweet potatoes 0.1 one to use in 5-butyl-2-(ethylamlno)6-
methyl-4(3H)pyrlmldlnone when ap-

. .. . plied to melons at no more than 0.1
percent of ,the formulation be re-

[FR Do. 79-4393 Filed 2-7-79; 8:45 am] moved.
After consideration of the comments

and evaluation of the data, the Agency
[6560-01M] has determined that the corrections

should be made as indicated but that
[FRL_1057-1; OPP-300017A] the restrictions should not be removed

because a broader use of 1,2-benzsoth-
PART 180-TOLERANCES AND EX- iazolin-3-one will require additional in-

EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES formation not available at this time,
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR Therefore, until such time as the addi-

tional information has been received
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM- and evaluated, It Is concluded that the
MODITIES exemption from the requirement of a

tolerance should be established as pro-
Exemption from Requirement of a posed in the FERAL REGIs= of Oc-

Tolerance for an Inert Ingredient in tober 19, 1978, with corrections and
d F o that the amendment to the regula-

Pesticide Formulations tions will protect the public health.

AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Pro- Any person .adversely affected by
grams, Environmental Protection this regulation may, on or before

March 12, 1979, file written objectionsAgency (EPA). with the Hearing Clerk, EPA, Room
ACTION: Final rule. M-3708, 401 M Street, SW., Washing-
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preted in a manner not consistent with
their intent.
DATE: The regulations in this part
were effective on July 11, 1978.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:.

Barry S. Neuman, Office of General
Counsel, Water and. S6id Waste Di-
vision (A-131), Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, 401 M Street SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20460, 202-755-
0753.
On July 11, 1978, effluent guideline

limitations were promulgated for the
Ore Mining and Dressing Point Source
Category. 43 FR. 29771 (1978). With re-
spect to the Base and Precious Metals
Subcategory established thereunder,
these regulations provide, in part:

"There shall be no discharge of process
waste water from mines and mills which
employ dump, heap, in- situ. or vat-leach
processes for the extraction of copper from
ores or ore waste materials [in net evapora-
tion areas]." 43: FR at 29775, §440.22(a)(3)
(1978).

The regulations also contain a provi-
sion of general applicability that:

"Any excess'water, resulting from rainfall
or snowmelt, discharged from facilities de-
signed, constructed and maintained to con-
tain or treat the volume of water which
would result from a 10-year 24 hour precipi-
tation event shall not. be subject to the limi-
tations set forth in 40 CFR 440." 43 FR at
29777-78, § 440.81(c) (1978).

The term "ten-year 24-hour precipi-
tation event" isdefined,'in turn, as:
"the maximum 24-hour precijitation event
with a probable re-occurrence interval of
once in 10 years as defined by the National
Weather Service and Technical Paper No.
40, 'Rainfall Frequency Atlas, of the U.S.,'May 1981, and subsequent amendments, or
equivalent regional or rainfall probability
information developed therefrom." 43 FR at
29778, § 440.82(d).

After the promulgation of the regu-
lations, it was suggested .that the
above provisions are ambiguous in sev-

'eral respects,. and that, when the pro--
visions are read together, they may be
interpreted in a. manner not consistent
with their intent. This clarification is
intended to remove such ambiguity.

The regulations are not intended to
require the operator to collect and
contain diffuse storm runoff which
would not otherwise be collected in or
does not otherwise drain into a point
source. Rather, the regulations are
concerned with water- that has been
collected. For example, the regulations
would apply to process water, impreg-
nated with metal values,, that the op-
erator has collected in holding facilli-
.ties after application to the leach
dump. The regulations re4ulre that
water containing such contaminated
leach solutions not be discharged..

RULES AND REGULATIONS

The regulations also are meant to
apply to - storm, precipitation and
runoff which may, on occasion,--drain
into or be channeled to the holding-fa-
cility, and commingle with the leach
solution. The regulations govern storm
,precipitation and runoff which enters
such a holding facility, and It is in this
context that the 10-year 24-hour
storm provision applies.

Taken together, then, the regula-
tionis are intended to require that, if &
holding facility in which contaminated
leach solution is held is designed, con-
structed and maintained to hold a
volume of water equal to (1) all proc-
ess water applied by the operator to
an active leach area plus, (2) a volume
of storm waterwhich, during a 10-year
24-hour storm. event, falls on the area
which drains into such holding facility
and precipitates-directly- on such faclll.ty, then 'any excess water discharged
from the holding facility as a. result of
the rainfall or snowmelt is not subject
to the no-discharge requirement and'
miy be discharged.

A question has also been raised with
respect to the interrelationship of the
10-year 24-hour storm provision. and,
effluent limitations governing mine
drainage set forth at. 43 FR. at 29775,
§ 440.22(a)ClI.

The term "mine drainage" is defined
as "any' water drained, pumped or si-
phoned from a mine." 43 FR at 29778,
§ 440. 82(e) C1978). The term "mine" is
defined as:
"an active mining- area, including all land
and property placed upon, under or above
the surface of such land, used in or result-
Ing from the work of extracting metal ore
'from its natpal deposits by- any means or
method 1" Id,; § 440.82(b).
"Active mining area", in turn, is
deifned as:

"A place where work or other activity re-
lated to the extraction, removal or recovery
of metal ore is being- conducted " Id.,§ 440.82(a). &
Thus, the regulations distinguish be-
tw een active mining areas and areas
where leaching activities are carried
on.

Under the regulations, mine drain-
age is intended, to include all water
which contacts an. "active mining area* * *" andwhich naturally flows into a
"point source"-that is, a discernible,
confined and discrete conveyance-or
is collected in, or channeled, or divert-
ed to, a point source as a result of acts
of the mine operator All water which
contacts an "active mining area * * *"
and. either does not flow, or is not
channeled by the operator, to a point
source, is considered, runoff, and it is
not the regulations' intent to require
the mine operator to collect and treat,
such runoff. -

This requirement, however; must
also be read in conjumction with the

10-year 24-hour storm provision set
forth, at §440.81(c). If an impound.
ment, holding or treatment facility Is
designed, constructed and maintained
to contain or treat the volume of mine
drainage which would result from a
10-year 24-hour precipitation event,,
excess water discharged from such fa-
cility as a result of rainfall or snow-
,melt is not subject to the regulations.
Again, "mine drainage" as used In the
preceding sentence means water which
contacts an "active mining area * * "
and either flows, or is diverted or
channeled by the operator to, a point
source.

Thus, the regulations were and are
not intended to require the mine oper-
ator to collect and treat diffuse runoff
which contacts an "active mining area
S* *" and is not presently discharged

from or collected in a point source.
The foregoing explanation applies to

the requirements of the promulgated
effluent limitations; the appropriate.
permitting authority, of course, re-
tains the authority, under various pro-
visions of the Clean Water Act, to
Impose more stringent requirements.
In addition, storm runoff not covered
by these regulations may be subject to
the provisions of Section 304(e) of the
Clean Wafer Act. ,

For further information contact:
Barry S. Neuman, Office of General
Counsel, Water and Solid Waste Divi-
sion (A-131), Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 401 M Street, S.W,
Washington, D.C. 20460, 202-755-0753,

Dated: February 2, 1979.
BARBARA BLUM,

ActingAdministrator.
[FR Doc. 'i9-4431 Piled 2-7-79; 8:45 am]

[6820-24-M]

-Title 41-Public Contracts and
Property Management

CHAPTER 101-FEDERAL PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS

SUBCHAPTER E-SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT

EFPMR Amdt. E-229]
PART 101-25-GENERAL

Subpart 101-25.3-Use Standards

AcQuIsrToN 'AnD UsE or Eiacnuo
TYPEwRITERs

AGENCY: '.General Services Adminis.
tration.

ACTION. Final rule.
SUMMARY: This regulation requires
agencies to establish definitive poli-
cies, procedures, and limitations for
the acquisition and use of electric
typewriters to ensure that agencies
procure only the lowest priced electrio
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