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their assertions that effects are occurring
which are adverse to the public welfare,
and that these effects result from
pollutants associated with acid rain,
including NO2, SO2, and PM2.5. More
specifically, the petitioners assert that
reports such as the National Acid
Precipitation Assessment Program’s
(NAPAP) Biennial Report to Congress:
An Integrated Assessment and Nitrogen
Oxides: Impacts on Public Health and
the Environment (EPA452/R–97–002)
document continued and increasing
damage caused by acid deposition to the
lakes and forests in the Northeastern
States and other parts of the nation, as
well as other environmental effects (e.g.,
visibility impairment, eutrophication of
coastal estuaries, damage to vegetation
from tropospheric ozone and the
depletion of stratospheric ozone)
associated with these pollutants and
their transformation products.
Moreover, the petitioners assert that
damage is sufficiently serious and
widespread to be considered national in
scope, such that revised secondary
NAAQS are an appropriate approach for
addressing such effects.

Related Request From DOI
The DOI has requested in a letter to

the EPA Administrator, dated July 19,
2000, that EPA initiate rulemaking
within its various authorities under the
CAA that would provide appropriate
regulatory mechanisms by which states
could require protection of air quality
related values (AQRVs) in Federal Class
I areas (i.e., national parks and
wilderness areas) from both new and
existing sources of air pollution. More
specifically, the DOI asks that EPA
consider the use of the provisions of the
CAA dealing with prevention of
significant deterioration (PSD) to
promulgate a general rule that would
require affected States to revise their
State implementation plans (SIPs) to
remedy existing, and prevent future,
adverse AQRV impacts. The DOI letter
asserts that AQRVs are being adversely
affected by air pollution at numerous
national parks and wilderness areas,
with effects at various locations
including acidification of streams,
surface waters, and/or soils;
eutrophication of coastal water;
visibility impairment; and foliar injury
to vegetation. The DOI acknowledged
that revised secondary NAAQS might be
one approach to help mitigate the effects
of concern to Federal land managers
responsible for protection of AQRVs in
Class I areas, but proposes that EPA also
consider using the PSD provisions, as
well as other approaches identified in
its letter that could provide some
protection in the short-term, before

more general rulemaking can be
promulgated, to address localized
impacts specific to Class I areas.

Solicitation of Comments and
Information

The Administrative Procedure Act
(APA) does not require EPA to provide
notice and solicit public comment
before deciding upon its response to
petitions or other requests for
rulemaking. Nonetheless, EPA has
decided in this instance to solicit public
comment and additional information
and analyses relevant to the issues
raised by these requests. The EPA is
particularly interested in receiving
comments and information regarding:
(1) Any ongoing or planned research
that will become available in the peer-
reviewed literature in the near future on
the welfare effects of the pollutants
noted in the letters and their
atmospheric transformation products, or
on environmental responses to existing
emission control programs; (2) the scope
and magnitude of the impact on the
environment of welfare effects
associated with these pollutants and
their atmospheric transformation
products; (3) the variability in
geographic impacts, frequency, timing,
seasonal implications, severity, and
extent of the effects and differences in
site characteristics where those effects
occur; and (4) various alternative
approaches and mechanisms that may
be suitable for addressing these effects
consistent with EPA’s authority under
the CAA. The EPA will consider any
relevant comments and information
submitted in response to this notice,
together with information provided by
the petitioners and the DOI and
information in the existing records cited
in today’s notice, before making any
decision concerning a response to these
requests for rulemaking. If EPA decides
to respond to the States’ petition or
DOI’s request by commencing
rulemaking under the CAA, we will
publish a notice of proposed rulemaking
in the Federal Register, providing
further opportunity for public review
and comment before adopting any final
rules.

Dated: July 24, 2000.

John S. Seitz,
Director, Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards.
[FR Doc. 00–20121 Filed 8–8–00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP–30010; FRL–6598–5]

Time Extension for B.t. Corn and B.t.
Cotton Plant-Pesticides Expiring
Registrations; Registration Process
and Public Participation Opportunity

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

SUMMARY: EPA is currently engaged in a
comprehensive reassessment of the
time-limited registrations for all existing
Bacillus thuringiensis (B.t.) corn and
cotton plant-pesticides. This
reassessment has been designed to
assure that the decisions on the renewal
of these registrations are based on the
most current health and ecological data
(including recently reviewed non-target
impact data), and incorporates
recommendations made by the FIFRA
Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP). The
reassessment process has also been
designed to assure maximum
transparency of the decision making
process. In addition to consideration of
recommendations made by the SAP, this
reassessment will be guided by the
findings of the 1999 National Academy
of Sciences (NAS) report on Genetically
Modified Pest-Protected Plants and the
findings of the recently announced
Administration-wide biotechnology
review led jointly by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) and the
Office of Science and Technology Policy
(OSTP). This CEQ/OSTP review is
focused on the existing federal
regulatory review structures to assess
and regulate the environmental impacts
of products of biotechnology. It is EPA’s
intention to extend the existing B.t. corn
and cotton registrations until September
30, 2001. If not extended, these
registrations will expire in April and
January of 2001, respectively. EPA
believes that in order to bring the results
of all of the aforementioned activities to
bear on our final assessment and
renewal decisions, the additional time
gained by extending the current
registrations is necessary. EPA has
strengthened resistance management
requirements for both corn and cotton in
the past year and believes these
strengthened requirements, along with
the original registration conditions, are
more than adequate to be protective
during the extension period. This notice
sets forth the process that EPA intends
to follow to reach regulatory decisions
on the B.t. corn and B.t. cotton expiring
registrations and extension of the
existing B.t. product registrations. It also
provides information on EPA’s plans for
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finalizing core components of the Plant-
Pesticides Rule, that was proposed on
November 23, 1994.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Phil
Hutton, Biopesticides and Pollution
Prevention Division (7511C), Office of
Pesticide Programs, Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20460;
telephone number: (703) 308–8260; fax
number: (703) 308–7026; e-mail address:
hutton.phil@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does this Action Apply to Me?
This action is directed to the public

in general. This action may be of
particular interest to manufacturers/
producers, distributors, users, and other
persons interested in the registrations
listed below. This action may also be of
interest to other persons who have an
interest in the registration and/or the
use of B.t. corn and B.t. cotton plant-
pesticides regulated under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) and under the Federal
Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA).

Since other entities may also be
interested, the Agency has not
attempted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT section.

B. Affected EPA Plant-Pesticides and
Registrations

EPA plant-pesticides and registrations
affected by the time extensions and
reassessments are listed below.

Plant-Pesticide EPA Registration EPA Product Chemistry
Code

Bacillus thuringiensis CryIA(b)
Delta-endotoxin and the genetic material necessary for its produc-

tion (Plasmid Vector pCIB4431) in corn

Novartis Seeds 66736–1
Mycogen Corp. 68467–1

006458

Bacillus thuringiensis CryIA(b)
Delta-endotoxin and the genetic material necessary for its produc-

tion (Plasmid Vector pZ01502) in corn

Novartis Seeds 67979–1
Novartis Seeds 65268–1

006444

Bacillus thuringiensis CryIA(b)
Delta-endotoxin and the genetic material necessary for its produc-

tion in corn

Monsanto Crop. 524–489 006430

Bacillus thuringiensis subspecies tolworthi Cry9C protein and the
genetic material necessary for its production in corn

Aventis 264–669 006466

Bacillus thuringiensis kurstaki
Delta-endotoxin as produced by the CryIA(c) gene and its control-

ling sequences as expressed in cotton

Monsanto Corp. 524–478 006445

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

You may obtain electronic copies of
this document, and certain other related
documents (including copies of EPA’s
fact sheets on each registered B.t. plant-
pesticide, workshop proceedings on
resistance management, EPA technical
papers on regulation of agricultural
biotechnology including resistance
management for B.t. plant-pesticides,
ecological effects data requirements for
protein plant-pesticides, allergenicity
and health effects for protein plant-
pesticides, and Scientific Advisory
Panel reports from the EPA’s
Biopesticide Internet Home Page at
http://www.epa.gov/pesticides/
biopesticides and from the EPA’s
Scientific Advisory Panel Home Page at
http://www.epa.gov/scipoly/sap). 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/.

D. Opportunities for Public Comment

The process that EPA will follow for
the comprehensive reassessment of B.t.
plant-pesticides is set forth below in
Unit III.D. EPA encourages public
comments for the Agency’s
consideration during the comprehensive
reassessment of the existing B.t. corn
and B.t. cotton registrations. Throughout
the reassessment process, there will be
opportunities for public comment.

II. Actions Being Taken and Authority

A. What Action is the Agency Taking?

EPA is announcing its process for
conducting a comprehensive
reassessment of the B.t. corn and B.t.
cotton expiring registrations in order to
reach regulatory decisions related to
registration renewal. This process has
been designed to allow for appropriate
consideration of all relevant information
and to assure a robust public
participation process. EPA is
announcing its intent to extend existing

(B.t.) corn and cotton plant-pesticide
registrations to remain in effect until
September 30, 2001, providing time for
the Agency to consider the
recommendations of the SAP, the CEQ/
OSTP Biotechnology review and public
input. EPA is also announcing its plans
for finalizing core components of the
Plant-Pesticides Rule, that was proposed
on November 23, 1994 (59 FR 60495)
(FRL–4755–2).

B. What is the Agency’s Authority for
Taking This Action?

EPA’s comprehensive reassessments
of the expiring B.t. corn and cotton
plant-pesticides will be conducted
pursuant to its authority at section 3 of
FIFRA. Extension of the period of
registration for the expiring B.t. plant-
pesticide registrations will be granted
pursuant to section 3 of FIFRA.
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III. Background and Explanation of
Actions Being Taken

A. What is the History of B.t. Plant-
Pesticide Registrations?

Prior to registering B.t. plant-
pesticides and starting in the mid
1980’s, EPA held a series of scientific
and public meetings. Specifically, the
Agency organized public meetings of
the FIFRA Scientific Advisory Panel
(SAP) and the Biotechnology Scientific
Advisory Committee (BSAC) to consider
technical issues related to biotechnology
products that act as pesticides. The
focus of these meetings was to discuss
potential risks associated with this
technology, and to identify the
appropriate data requirements that
would allow EPA to assess any risks
associated with plant-pesticides. These
collaborative efforts resulted in the
development of a rigorous scientific
review process and appropriate data
requirements. Beginning in 1995, EPA
has registered 11 plant-pesticide
products. B.t. plant-pesticides are
registered in corn, cotton, and potato.
Two of the 11 original registrations have
been or are in the process of being
voluntarily canceled. Seven of the
original 11 plant-pesticide registrations
are for field corn, sweet corn, popcorn,
and cotton. The remaining two existing
registrations are for potatoes. These
seven B.t. corn and cotton plant-
pesticide registrations are time-limited
registrations, currently scheduled to
expire in April and January of 2001,
respectively. Data required by EPA
includes characterization of the active
ingredient (to date, all pesticidal
substances have been proteins) and the
genetic material including promoters,
etc. used to make the pesticidal
substance in the plant, information on
the donor organism and the host plant,
and extensive data on the protein itself.
In addition, studies are required on
toxicity to mammals, non-target
organisms and beneficial species, and
the fate of the substance in the
environment.

EPA has continued to hold SAP
meetings to periodically reevaluate the
data requirements applied to plant-
pesticides to ensure that all appropriate
health and safety aspects are covered in
light of any new data. Development of
insect resistance to B.t. microbial
pesticide products from the wide-spread
use of B.t. crops was one of the major
concerns that was expressed in these
early and subsequent public meetings.
In registering B.t. plant-pesticides, EPA
has taken extensive and unprecedented
measures to significantly reduce the
likelihood that insects exposed to B.t.
plant-pesticides will develop resistance.

Well before registration of the first B.t.
plant-pesticide in 1995, EPA engaged in
consultations regarding resistance
management for B.t. plant-pesticides
with the U.S. Department of Agriculture
(USDA), potential registrants,
academics, farmers, and public interest
groups. In addition, potential
registration applicants had been
conducting or sponsoring research on
the biology and ecology of the insect
pests, biology of resistance, and many
other aspects of effective resistance
management. As a condition of the
registrations, EPA required that all
applicants for B.t. plant-pesticide
registrations provide EPA with insect
resistance management (IRM) plans,
including monitoring and submission of
monitoring data. Subsequent to the
registration of the first B.t. crops in
1995, substantial information has been
developed that has enhanced EPA’s
understanding of the requirements of
IRM plans. Since 1995, EPA has
modified the structured refuge
requirements for B.t. crops as indicated
by the evolving science. Moreover, EPA
has mandated certain risk mitigation
measures to ensure that selection
pressure is effectively managed and the
risk of insect resistance development to
B.t. plant-pesticides is minimized. The
Agency has required or recommended
generation of specific research data,
development and implementation of
structured refuges, annual resistance
monitoring, remedial action plans,
grower education, and sales and
research reporting for certain B.t. crops
as part of the development and
implementation of long-term IRM
strategies.

EPA is working closely with
academia, other federal agencies, public
interest groups, industry, and growers to
continue to refine and implement
effective insect resistance plans, based
on the most current science, that
provide consistency, effectiveness, and
flexibility.

B. What is EPA’s Approach to Plant-
Pesticides?

EPA has been and remains fully
committed to assuring that the review,
assessment and registration of
biotechnology products meet the
stringent standards required by FIFRA
and the FFDCA, and are fully protective
of public health and the environment.
Prior to the 2000 growing season, EPA
worked with U.S. farmers and the
manufacturers of B.t. corn products, via
the Agricultural Biotechnology
Stewardship Working group, to put
strengthened resistance management
plans in place. This collaborative effort
was undertaken in response to the

availability of new information
regarding insect resistance and potential
non-target species impacts. EPA has
worked similarly with the B.t. cotton
registrant and cotton growers to put
strengthened resistance management
plans in place for the 2001 growing
season.

It is EPA’s goal to assure that we
continue to make our regulatory process
and decisions within a sound and
transparent process framework and that
we are fully informed by the most recent
and scientifically sound information.
The Agency will assure a transparent
and interactive review process for its
decisions and will make every effort to
involve all of our stakeholders—the
manufacturers, the growers, and the
public—to provide the public with
confidence in EPA’s regulatory
decisions and provide U.S. farmers with
the tools they need to continue to
produce a safe and healthy food supply.

C. What is the Rationale for the Action
the Agency is Taking?

EPA is conducting a comprehensive
reassessment of expiring B.t. corn and
cotton plant-pesticide registrations,
including pest management resistance
requirements, to ensure public health
and environmental protection. This
process will be scientifically based and
provide increased opportunities for
public comment and participation on
both EPA’s comprehensive risk
assessment and risk management
proposals. EPA intends to extend the
existing B.t. corn and cotton plant-
pesticide registrations to remain in
effect until September 30, 2001. Absent
extension, these registrations will expire
in April and January of 2001,
respectively. EPA will extend these
registrations to ensure that the
comprehensive reassessment can be
completed and subsequent regulatory
decisions made, prior to expiration of
the B.t. corn and cotton registrations.
EPA believes that such extensions are
appropriate and necessary to ensure that
farmers are provided with adequate time
to evaluate their options for the 2002
growing season. EPA plans to complete
risk assessment recommendations in the
late spring or early summer of 2001.
Without the extensions, farmers will
have inadequate information to make
their seed buying decisions for the 2002
growing season. The Agency also
believes that such extensions are
necessary to assure that there is no
confusion regarding the legal status of
these plant-pesticide products during
their normal use period. Moreover, by
extending these registrations, EPA may
more fully engage the public in the
comprehensive reassessment in a
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manner that will ensure that adequate
time and data are available to support a
thorough reassessment of original data;
ensure that newly submitted ecological
data are factored into the assessment;
provide ample time for scientific peer
review of EPA’s assessment by the SAP;
provide ample time for public review
and comment; allow consideration of
recommendations coming from the
recent NAS study of genetically-
modified pest-protected plants and the
recently announced Administration-
wide review of the adequacy of existing
regulatory structures to assess and
regulate potential environmental
impacts of biotechnology products.
Pursuant to its statutory obligations
under FIFRA, EPA has determined that
the extension of these registrations will
not cause unreasonable adverse effects
on the environment.

D. What Future Actions Will the Agency
be Taking?

EPA worked with U. S. farmers and
the manufacturers of B.t. corn products
to put in place strengthened insect
resistance management plans for the
2000 growing season. The Agency
believes these strengthened measures
are necessary and will continue for the
2001 growing season. EPA has also
worked with farmers and the B.t. cotton
registrant. The B.t. cotton product has
been recently amended to increase both
the size and proximity requirements of
the required refuge, along with
strengthening the educational program
for users. These measures provide for
increased protection from the potential
onset of resistance. In addition, the
Agency reserves the right to ensure that
any additional potential protections are
implemented for the 2001 season if
additional information is received that
would warrant such action.

Over the coming months, EPA will be
developing a comprehensive updated
risk assessment that will be used to
assess whether existing B.t. plant-
pesticide registrations should be
renewed, and if renewals are
appropriate whether they should be
with or without modification. That
assessment will include not only data
and information that was reviewed for
the original assessments, but will also
incorporate new data, including
recently submitted monarch butterfly
data, guidance from SAP meetings,
recommendations from the National
Academy of Sciences and the CEQ/
OSTP biotechnology review, and all
public comments. The NAS report
focused on investigating the risks and
benefits of genetically modified pest-
protected plants and the coordinated
federal framework for regulation of

biotechnology. The Administration-
wide review is a more focused effort,
assessing the present regulatory
framework for all federal agencies
involved with biotechnology. This inter-
agency review calls for the creation of
case studies that reflect the regulatory
processes of each of the federal agencies
involved in the registration and sale and
distribution of B.t. plant-pesticides and
other biotechnology products and will
be used to examine and possibly make
recommendations to strengthen existing
regulatory structures.

EPA expects to complete that
preliminary assessment by late summer
and have a rigorous public review of the
assessment. EPA will include in this
process an opportunity for the
manufacturers to provide EPA with
technical corrections to the preliminary
risk assessment. The registrants error
correction comments and corrective
actions taken by the Agency will be
placed in the docket established for B.t.
crops. After any corrections have been
made, EPA will invite public comment
on the risk assessment through the
Federal Register and the EPA website.
At that time the Agency will also
announce a date and place for an SAP
meeting. All public comments received
before the SAP meeting will be given to
the SAP for their consideration. The
public is encouraged to provide
comments at the SAP meeting. The
reassessment process has been designed
to assure maximum transparency of the
decision making process and the data
and information that underlie final
Agency decisions, and to assure that all
stakeholders have ample time for review
and participation in the process.

EPA’s final assessment, renewal
decisions and risk mitigation plans will
be completed after careful consideration
of all comments and after any
recommendations coming from the
Administration-wide review have been
evaluated. EPA intends to provide
appropriate opportunities for public
input on the risk management plans
before final decisions are announced.

It is EPA’s goal to adhere to a
transparent and interactive review
process. The Agency is committed to
working with all stakeholders to provide
the public with confidence in EPA’s
regulatory decisions and provides U.S.
farmers with the tools they need to
continue to produce a safe and healthy
food supply.

Up-to-date fact sheets for all affected
B.t. corn and B.t. cotton plant-pesticides
can be found on the Biopesticides web
page at http://www.epa.gov/pesticides/
biopesticides/ai/plant—pesticides.htm.

E. What are the Process and Schedule
for EPA’s Reassessment of Existing B.t.
Corn and B.t. Cotton Plant-Pesticides?

It is EPA’s goal to provide for an open
and transparent public process that
incorporates sound and current science,
public involvement, and balanced
decision making. As currently
envisioned, the major components of
this process and time frames for action
are as follows:

1. Comprehensive risk assessments.
EPA is currently in the process of
evaluating its scientific risk assessments
for B.t. products. This review will
incorporate all available scientific
information on B.t. products, including
results of recent scientific studies and
recommendations from various
individuals and organizations.
(Summer/Fall 2000)

2. Scientific Peer Review and public
comment. After completing our
scientific risk assessment, the Agency
will provide the registrants of the
products an opportunity to review the
risk assessment and suggest technical
corrections to the Agency. After any
corrections are made, EPA will release
the risk assessments and invite public
comment and scientific peer review.
That release will include EPA’s
regulatory assessment and the
underlying data, along with any
registrants error correction comments
and the corrective actions taken by the
Agency. All of these materials will be
placed in the docket established for B.t.
crops. (Fall 2000)

3. Recommendations from the
Scientific Advisory Panel, National
Academy of Sciences, public comments,
and the Administration-wide review.
Since there are many organizations
providing regulatory and scientific
recommendations to EPA, this period
will be used to consider and incorporate
as appropriate recommendations into
our revised risk assessment. This will
include recommendations from the
Scientific Advisory Panel on insect
resistance management, ecological and
public health aspects of our regulatory
program, along with consideration of
issues identified in the report released
by the National Academy of Sciences
titled: ‘‘Genetically Modified Pest-
Protected Plants, Science and
Regulation’’ and the Administration-
wide review. Any available
recommendation from the
Administration-wide review will also be
addressed at this time. (Fall 2000,
Winter 2000/1)

4. Revised risk assessments and
propose registration requirements. After
incorporating the appropriate
recommendations, the Agency will
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revise its risk assessments, and develop
registration decision documents for
future growing seasons. This will
include any strengthening measures for
issues including insect resistance
management, the protection of non-
target organisms, and other measures
necessary to ensure full public and
environmental safety. The Agency will
ask for public comment on the revised
risk assessment and any proposed
regulatory actions. (Winter 2000/1 to
Early Spring 2001)

5. Final decisions on B.t. registrations.
This will complete the scientific and
public process with EPA providing
decisions on the B.t. registrations for the
2002 growing season. At this time, EPA
will announce final regulatory
conclusions regarding these
registrations. (Late Spring to Summer
2001)

IV. Status of Plant-Pesticide Rule

In concert with the Agency’s
commitment to keeping interested
parties informed, EPA is taking this
opportunity to provide an update on the
plant-pesticide rules proposed on
November 23, 1994 (59 FR 60495).
While EPA continues to believe that
specific registration decisions can be
made while the generic process is being
developed, EPA is using this notice as
a vehicle for providing information on
the generic rules because many readers
of this notice are also interested in
EPA’s other plant-pesticide plans.

EPA plans to publish a final rule later
this year establishing the core
components of the Agency’s oversight of
certain plant-pesticides under FIFRA.
This final rule would amend EPA’s
regulations at 40 CFR 152.20 pertaining
to oversight of biological control agents.
Generally, this rule will clarify how
EPA will regulate genetically engineered
plant-pesticides while exempting
traditional plant breeding from EPA
oversight under FIFRA and FFDCA.

EPA also plans in that notice to solicit
public comment on the
recommendations in the National
Academy of Sciences report titled
‘‘Genetically Modified Pest-Protected
Plants: Science and Regulation’’ as they
relate to the parts of the rule that will
not be made final. In its report, the NAS
recommended that EPA reconsider its
proposed exemptions for: modifications
to sexually-compatible plants
accomplished using rDNA techniques;
viral coat proteins, and plant pesticides
that act primarily through non-toxic
modes of action (e.g., by affecting the
physical properties of plants).

List of Subjects
Environmental protection, Plant-

pesticides.
Dated: August 3, 2000.

Susan H. Wayland,
Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of
Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances.
[FR Doc. 00–20174 Filed 8–8–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[OPP–50870; FRL–6738–8]

Issuance of an Experimental Use
Permit

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

SUMMARY: EPA has granted an
experimental use permit (EUP) to the
following pesticide applicant. An EUP
permits use of a pesticide for
experimental or research purposes only
in accordance with the limitations in
the permit.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By
mail: Joanne I. Miller, Registration
Division (7505C), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.,
Washington, DC 20460. Office location,
telephone number, and e-mail address:
1921 Jefferson Davis Hwy., Rm. 241,
Crystal Mall #2, Arlington, VA; (703)
305–6224; e-mail address:
miller.joanne@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. General Information

A. Does This Action Apply to Me?

This action is directed to the public
in general. Although this action may be
of particular interest to those persons
who conduct or sponsor research on
pesticides, the Agency has not
attempted to describe all the specific
entities that may be affected by this
action. If you have any questions
regarding the information in this action,
consult the designated contact person
listed for the individual EUP.

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

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,’’

‘‘Regulations and Proposed Rules,’’ 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/.

II. EUP
EPA has issued the following EUP:

264–EUP–129. Issuance. Aventis
CropScience, P.O. Box 12014, 2 T.W.
Alexander Drive, Research Triangle
Park, NC 27709. This experimental use
permit allows the use of 280 pounds of
the herbicide isoxaflutole [5-
cyclopropyl-4-(2-methylsulfonyl-4-
trifluoromethylbenzoyl)isoxazole] on
2,000 acres of field corn to evaluate the
control of broadleaf and grass weeds
under a range of environmental
conditions. The program is authorized
only in the States of Michigan and
Pennsylvania. The experimental use
permit is effective from April 6, 2000, to
April 6, 2001. A tolerance has been
established for residues of the active
ingredient in or on field corn. (Joanne I.
Miller; Rm. 241, Crystal Mall #2;
telephone number: (703) 305–6224; e-
mail address: miller.joanne@epa.gov).

Persons wishing to review this EUP
are referred to the designated contact
person. Inquiries concerning this permit
should be directed to the person cited
above. It is suggested that interested
persons call before visiting the EPA
office, so that the appropriate file may
be made available for inspection
purposes from 8 a.m. to 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, excluding legal
holidays.

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136.

List of Subjects
Environmental protection,

Experimental use permits.

Dated: August 2, 2000.

James J. Jones,

Director, Registration Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs.

[FR Doc. 00–20026 Filed 8–8–00]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–S

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
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and Budget

July 31, 2000.
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