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provisions of the Clean Air Act and
applicable Federal regulations. See 42
U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a). Thus,
in reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. Accordingly, this
proposed action merely approves state
law as meeting Federal requirements
and does not impose additional
requirements beyond those imposed by
state law. For that reason, this proposed
action:

¢ Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to review by the Office of
Management and Budget under
Executive Orders 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993);

¢ Is not subject to Executive Order
14192 (90 FR 9065, February 6, 2025)
because SIP actions are exempt from
review under Executive Order 12866;

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e Is certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

e Does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Public Law 104—4);

¢ Does not have federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

e Is not subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997)
because it approves a state program;

¢ Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001); and

e Is not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the Clean Air Act.

In addition, the SIP is not approved
to apply on any Indian reservation land
or in any other area where EPA or an
Indian tribe has demonstrated that a
tribe has jurisdiction. In those areas of
Indian country, the rule does not have
tribal implications and will not impose
substantial direct costs on tribal
governments or preempt tribal law as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Incorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Lead,

Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur oxides, Volatile
organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: December 3, 2025.
Mark Sanborn,
Regional Administrator, EPA Region 1.
[FR Doc. 2025-22610 Filed 12—10-25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Part 180

[EPA-HQ-OPP-2025-0266; FRL-12991-01-
OCSPP]

RIN 2070-ZA16
Pesticide Tolerances; Implementing

Registration Review Decisions for
Certain Pesticides; Atrazine, et al.

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or Agency) is proposing to
implement several tolerance actions
under the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA) that the Agency
determined were necessary or
appropriate during the registration
review conducted under the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA). During registration review,
EPA reviews all aspects of a pesticide
case, including existing tolerances, to
ensure that the pesticide continues to
meet the standard for registration under
FIFRA. The pesticide tolerances and
active ingredients addressed in this
rulemaking are identified and discussed
in detail in Unit III. of this document.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 9, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2025-0266,
through https://www.regulations.gov.
Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments. Do not submit
electronically any information you
consider to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Additional instructions on commenting
or visiting the docket, along with more
information about dockets generally, is
available at https://www.epa.gov/
dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Alex
McKee, Pesticide Re-Evaluation

Division (7508M), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection

Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460—0001; telephone
number: (202) 566—1939; email address:
mckee.alex@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Executive Summary
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. The following
list of North American Industrial
Classification System (NAICS) codes is
not intended to be exhaustive, but rather
provides a guide to help readers
determine whether this document might
apply to them:

e Crop production (NAICS code 111).

e Animal production (NAICS code
112).

¢ Food manufacturing (NAICS code
311).

¢ Pesticide manufacturing (NAICS
code 32532).

If you have any questions regarding
the applicability of this proposed action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT.

B. What action is the Agency taking?

EPA is proposing several tolerance
actions that the Agency previously
determined were necessary or
appropriate during registration review
of the pesticide active ingredients
identified in Unit III. The tolerance
actions for each pesticide active
ingredient are described in Unit III. and
may include but are not limited to the
following types of actions:

¢ Revising tolerance expressions;

e Modifying commodity definitions;

¢ Updating crop groupings;

¢ Removing expired tolerances;

¢ Revoking tolerances that are no
longer needed; and

e Harmonizing tolerances with the
Codex Alimentarius Commission
(Codex) Maximum Residue Levels
(MRLs).

Although it may not have been
identified in the registration review of a
particular pesticide, this proposed rule
reflects the Agency’s 2019 adoption of
the Organization of Economic
Cooperation and Development (OECD)
Rounding Class Practice. More
information on the OECD Rounding
Class Practice can be found at https://
www.oecd.org/en/publications/mrl-
calculator-users-guide-and-white-
paper_9789264221567-en.html. Where
applicable, these adjustments are
proposed for specific pesticides as
indicated in Unit III.


https://www.epa.gov/dockets
https://www.epa.gov/dockets
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:mckee.alex@epa.gov
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/mrl-calculator-users-guide-and-white-paper_9789264221567-en.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/mrl-calculator-users-guide-and-white-paper_9789264221567-en.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/mrl-calculator-users-guide-and-white-paper_9789264221567-en.html
https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/mrl-calculator-users-guide-and-white-paper_9789264221567-en.html
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C. What is EPA’s authority for taking
this action?

Section 408(e) of the Federal Food,
Drug and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), 21
U.S.C. 346a(e), authorizes EPA to
establish, modify, or revoke tolerances
or exemptions from the requirement of
a tolerance on its own initiative.

Under FIFRA section 3(g), 7 U.S.C.
136a(g), EPA is required to periodically
review all registered pesticides and
determine if those pesticides continue
to meet the standard for registration
under FIFRA. As part of the registration
review of a pesticide, EPA also
evaluates the existing tolerances and
any tolerance changes identified as
necessary or appropriate during
registration review of a pesticide are
summarized in the registration review
decision documents for each pesticide
active ingredient or registration review
case (e.g., in the Proposed Interim
Decision (PID), Proposed Final Decision
(PFD), Interim Decision (ID) and Final
Decision (FD)). These documents can be
found in the public docket opened for
each pesticide undergoing registration
review. Additional information about
pesticide registration review is available
at https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-
reevaluation.

Prior to issuing the final regulation,
FFDCA section 408(e)(2) requires EPA
to issue a notice of proposed rulemaking
for a 60-day public comment period,
unless the Administrator for good cause
finds that it would be in the public
interest to have a shorter period and
states the reasons in the proposed
rulemaking.

D. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for EPA?

1. Submitting CBI. Do not submit CBI
to EPA through email or https://
www.regulations.gov. If you wish to
include CBI in your comment, please
follow the applicable instructions at
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets#rules and
clearly mark the information that you
claim to be CBI. Information so marked
will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.
When preparing and submitting your
comments, see the commenting tips at
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/
commenting-epa-dockets.

E. What can I do if I want the Agency
to maintain a tolerance that the Agency
proposes to revoke?

This proposed rule provides a 60-day
public comment period that allows any
person to state an interest in retaining

a tolerance proposed for revocation. If
EPA receives such a comment within
the 60-day period, EPA will not proceed
to revoke the tolerance immediately.
However, EPA will take steps to ensure
the submission of any needed
supporting data and will issue an order
in the Federal Register under FFDCA
section 408(f), if needed. If the data are
not submitted as required in the order,
EPA will take appropriate action under
FFDCA.

After considering comments that are
received in response to this proposed
rule, EPA will issue a final rule. At the
time of the final rule, you may file an
objection or request a hearing on the
action taken in the final rule. If you fail
to file an objection to the final rule
within the time period specified in the
final rule, you will have waived the
right to raise any issues resolved in the
final rule. After the filing deadline
specified in the final rule, issues
resolved in the final rule cannot be
raised again in any subsequent
proceedings.

II. Background
A. What is a tolerance?

A “‘tolerance” represents the
maximum level for residues of a
pesticide chemical legally allowed in or
on food, which includes raw
agricultural commodities and processed
foods and feed for animals. Under the
FFDCA, residues of a pesticide chemical
that are not covered by a tolerance or
exemption from the requirement of a
tolerance are considered unsafe. See 21
U.S.C. 346a(a)(1). Foods containing
unsafe residues are deemed adulterated
and may not be distributed in interstate
commerce. See 21 U.S.C. 331(a) and
342(a)(2)(B). Consequently, for a food-
use pesticide (i.e., a pesticide use that is
likely to result in residues in or on food)
to be sold and distributed in the United
States, the pesticide must not only have
appropriate tolerances or exemptions
under the FFDCA, but also must be
registered under FIFRA. Food-use
pesticides not registered in the United
States must have tolerances or
exemptions in order for commodities
treated with those pesticides to be
imported into the United States. For
additional information about tolerances,
go to https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-
tolerances/about-pesticide-tolerances.

B. Why does EPA consider international
residue limits?

When establishing a tolerance for
residues of a pesticide, EPA must
determine whether Codex has
established a MRL for that pesticide. See
21 U.S.C. 346a(b)(4). Additionally, as

part the registration review of a
pesticide (see Unit I1.C.), EPA
determines whether Codex or other
international MRLs exist for
commodities and chemicals for which
U.S. tolerances have been established.
Where appropriate, EPA’s intention is to
harmonize U.S. tolerances with those
international MRLs to facilitate trade.
EPA’s effort to harmonize with
international MRLs is summarized in
the tolerance reassessment section of the
individual Human Health Draft Risk
Assessments that support the pesticide
registration review.

C. What is registration review?

Under FIFRA section 3(g), 7 U.S.C.
136a(g), EPA is required to periodically
review all registered pesticides and
determine if those pesticides continue
to meet the standard for registration
under FIFRA. See also 40 CFR
155.40(a). The registration review
program is intended to make sure that,
as the ability to assess risk evolves and
as policies and practices change, all
registered pesticides can continue to be
used without causing unreasonable
adverse effects on human health and the
environment. As part of the registration
review of a pesticide, EPA also
evaluates whether existing tolerances
are safe, whether any changes to
existing tolerances are necessary or
appropriate, and whether any new
tolerances are necessary to cover
residues from registered pesticides. In
addition, any tolerance changes
identified as necessary or appropriate
during registration review of a pesticide
are summarized in the registration
review decision documents for each
pesticide active ingredient or
registration review case (e.g., in the
Proposed Interim Decision (PID),
Proposed Final Decision (PFD), Interim
Decision (ID) and Final Decision (FD)).
These documents can be found in the
public docket that has been opened for
each pesticide, which is available online
at https://www.regulations.gov, using
the docket ID number listed in Unit III.
for each pesticide active ingredient
included in this proposed action.
Additional information about pesticide
registration review is available at
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-
reevaluation.

D. EPA’s Safety Assessments

FFDCA section 408(b) authorizes EPA
to establish a tolerance, if the Agency
determines that a tolerance is safe;
FFDCA section 408(c) authorizes EPA to
establish an exemption from the
requirement of a tolerance if the Agency
determines that the exemption is safe.
See 21 U.S.C. 346a(b) and (c). If EPA


https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-tolerances/about-pesticide-tolerances
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-tolerances/about-pesticide-tolerances
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https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets#rules
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-reevaluation
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-reevaluation
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-reevaluation
https://www.epa.gov/pesticide-reevaluation

57420 Federal Register/Vol.

90, No. 236/ Thursday, December 11,

2025 /Proposed Rules

determines that a tolerance or
exemption is not safe, EPA must modify
or revoke that tolerance or exemption.
The FFDCA defines “‘safe’” to mean that
“there is a reasonable certainty that no
harm will result from aggregate
exposure to the pesticide chemical
residue, including all anticipated
dietary exposures and all other
exposures for which there is reliable
information.” 21 U.S.C.
346a(b)(2)(A)(ii), (c)(2)(A)(i). This
includes exposure through drinking
water and in residential settings but
does not include occupational exposure.
FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(C) requires
EPA to give special consideration to the
exposure of infants and children to the
pesticide chemical residue in
establishing a tolerance and to “ensure
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to infants and
children from aggregate exposure to the
pesticide chemical residuels.]”” 21
U.S.C. 346a(b)(2)(C). In addition,
FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(D) contains
several factors EPA must consider when
making determinations about
establishing, modifying, or revoking
tolerances. 21 U.S.C. 346a(b)(2)(D).
FFDCA section 408(c)(2)(B) requires that
EPA, when making determinations
about exemptions, to take into account,
among other things, the considerations
set forth in FFDCA section 408(b)(2)(C)
and (D). 21 U.S.C. 346a(c)(2)(B).

Furthermore, when establishing
tolerances or exemptions from the
requirement of a tolerance, FFDCA
sections 408(b)(3) and (c)(3) require that
there be a practical method for detecting
and measuring pesticide chemical
residue levels in or on food, unless in
the case of exemptions, EPA determines
that such method is not needed and
states the reasons therefore in the
rulemaking. 21 U.S.C. 346a(b) and (c).

Consistent with its obligations under
FIFRA section 3(g), 7 U.S.C. 136al(g),
and FFDCA section 408, 21 U.S.C. 346a,
EPA has reviewed the available
scientific data and other relevant
information on toxicity and exposure of
the individual chemicals represented in
this rulemaking. As part of registration
review, the Agency has published risk
assessments detailing the risks from
aggregate exposure, including to infants
and children, for each of the pesticides
represented herein. The chemical-
specific toxicity and exposure analyses,
which support the safety determinations
contained in Unit III., can be found in
the human health risk assessment
documents and related registration
review decision documents, which are
available in the public docket that has
been opened for each pesticide, as noted
in Unit III.

After considering all available
information, EPA has determined it is
appropriate based on the underlying
safety assessments to take the tolerance
actions being proposed in this
rulemaking and that adequate
enforcement methodology as described
in the supporting documents is
available to enforce the tolerance
expressions.

III. Proposed Tolerance Actions

EPA is proposing to take the specific
tolerance actions identified in this unit.
All tolerance values proposed in the
regulatory text of this rule, modified or
otherwise, are being proposed to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

A. 40 CFR 180.220; Atrazine; Case 0062
(Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2013-
0266)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

e Revising the tolerance expression in
paragraph (a) for atrazine to describe
more clearly the scope or coverage of
the tolerances and the method for
measuring compliance. Consistent with
EPA policy, the revised tolerance
expression would clarify that (1) as
provided in FFDCA section 408(a)(3),
the tolerances cover metabolites and
degradates of atrazine not specifically
mentioned; and (2) compliance with the
specified tolerance levels is to be
determined by measuring the specific
compounds mentioned in the tolerance
expression. The revisions to the
tolerance expression would not
substantively change the tolerances or,
in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues permitted by the
tolerances.

e Modifying the tolerance level in
paragraph (a) for “Corn, sweet, forage”
from 15 ppm to 1.5 ppm, which is
supported by the updated pre-harvest
interval. The Agency previously
reviewed crop field trial data conducted
on sweet corn, reflecting maximum use
rates of post-emergent applications of
atrazine and a 45-day pre-harvest
interval for forage. These data indicate
that a tolerance level of 1.5 ppm is
adequate to cover potential residues of
atrazine in/on corn, sweet, forage
following post-emergent application at
maximum registered use rates and a 45-
day pre-harvest interval for forage.
Because the proposed action would
lower the existing tolerance, EPA is
proposing to add an expiration date for
the existing tolerance of 180 days after
publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register.

e Updating the existing crop group
tolerance in paragraph (d) for indirect or
inadvertent residues of atrazine from

“Vegetable, leafy, except brassica, group
4" to the updated crop groups ‘‘Leaf
petiole vegetable subgroup 22B” and
“Leafy greens subgroup 4-16A” at the
same level, 0.25 ppm. The Agency is
also proposing to establish tolerances
for the following individual
commodities, which would otherwise
lose coverage under the updated crop
groupings: “Arugula”, “Celtuce”,
“Fennel, Florence, fresh leaves and
stalk”, “Cress, garden”’, and ““Cress,
upland” at 0.25 ppm.

40 CFR 180.40(j) states that “At
appropriate times, EPA will amend
tolerances for crop groups that have
been superseded by revised crop groups
to conform the pre-existing crop group
to the revised crop group.” EPA has
indicated in updates to its crop group
rulemakings that registration review is
one of those appropriate times. See, e.g.,
Tolerance Crop Grouping Program V (85
FR 70985) (November 6, 2020).

e Establishing new tolerances in
paragraph (d) for indirect or inadvertent
residues of atrazine in or on ‘‘Vegetable,
foliage of legume, group 7” at 0.5 ppm.
Rotational crop studies support the
establishment of this tolerance.

e Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

As discussed in Unit II.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
atrazine tolerances would be safe, i.e.,
there is a reasonable certainty that no
harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to atrazine residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

This proposed rule only proposes
atrazine tolerance actions which EPA
previously identified as necessary or
appropriate during registration review.
It does not serve as a response to the
petition that EPA received in February
2025 from the Center for Biological
Diversity, A Petition to Make America
Healthy Again by Eliminating
Extraordinarily Toxic Pesticides From
Food (available at https://www.epa.gov/
system/files/documents/2025-07/maha_
petition.pdf), which asks, in part, that
EPA revoke all tolerances for residues of
atrazine. That petition is currently
under review by the Agency.

B. 40 CFR 180.226; Diquat; Case 0288
(Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2009-
0846)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

e Revising the commodity definitions
in paragraph (a)(2) from “Vegetable,
brassica, leafy, group 5 to “Vegetable,
Brassica, leafy, group 5” and
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“Vegetable, leafy, except brassica, group
4 to “‘Vegetable, leafy, except Brassica,
group 4.” These revisions of commodity
definitions would help facilitate
efficient commodity searches and would
not substantively change the tolerance
or, in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues in or on the commodity
listed in the regulation.

e Updating existing crop group
tolerances in paragraph (a)(2) from
“Berry group 13" to “Berry and small
fruit, group 13-07", “Cotton, undelinted
seed” to “Oilseeds, group 20", “Fruit,
citrus, group 10" to “Fruit, citrus, group
10-10”, “Fruit, pome, group 11" to
“Fruit, pome, group 11-10"", “Fruit,
stone, group 12” to “Fruit, stone, group
12—-12”, and “Nut, tree, group 14” to
“Nut, tree, group 14—12”. The Agency
also proposes to remove tolerances for
the individual commodities
“Cranberry”, “Grape”, and
“Strawberry”’, which would be covered
under the updated crop group ‘“Berry
and small fruit, group 13-07"" at the
same level, 0.05 ppm.

40 CFR 180.40(j) states that “At
appropriate times, EPA will amend
tolerances for crop groups that have
been superseded by revised crop groups
to conform the pre-existing crop group
to the revised crop group.” EPA has
indicated in updates to its crop group
rulemakings that registration review is
one of those appropriate times. See, e.g.,
Tolerance Crop Grouping Program V (85
FR 70985) (November 6, 2020).

¢ Revoking the tolerance from
paragraph (a)(3) for “Soybean, hulls” at
0.6 ppm, because domestic use of diquat
on soybeans was cancelled. Because the
proposed action would revoke the
existing tolerance, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.

e Establishing a new tolerance in
paragraph (a)(1) for “Clover, seed” at 2
ppm. This was recommended in the
2002 Tolerance Reassessment Eligibility
Document (TRED) based on the
registered use on clover grown for seed.

e Establishing new tolerances in
paragraph (a)(2) for “Animal feed,
nongrass, group 18, forage”, ““Animal
feed, nongrass, group 18, hay”, and
“Herb and spice, group 19" at 0.2 ppm,
and for “Vegetable, bulb, group 3" and
“Vegetable, leaves of root and tuber,
group 2’ at 0.02 ppm. Translation of
available commodity data support the
establishment of these tolerances.

¢ Moving the tolerances for
“Banana”, and “Coffee, bean, green”
from paragraph (a)(3) to paragraph
(a)(1), moving the tolerances for ‘‘Potato,
granules/flakes” and “Potato, chips”
from paragraph (a)(4) to paragraph

(a)(1), and moving and establishing an
expiration date for the tolerance for
“Soybean, hulls” from paragraph (a)(3)
to paragraph (a)(1).

¢ Moditying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention is to harmonize U.S.
tolerances with international MRLs to
facilitate trade. EPA has identified
opportunities to harmonize with Codex
MRLs for diquat and is proposing to
harmonize tolerances for bananas and
coffee from 0.05 ppm to 0.02 ppm as
there are no U.S. registrations for these
crop uses. Tolerances for residues in/on
banana and coffee were established at
the limit of quantitation, which was
0.05 ppm at the time of the petitions for
the tolerances in/on banana and coffee
in 1995. The Agency determined that
the 0.02 ppm level reflects the limit of
quantitation of the current enforcement
method. Because the proposed action
would lower the existing tolerances,
EPA is proposing to add an expiration
date for the existing tolerance of 180
days after publication of the final rule
in the Federal Register.

As discussed in Unit II.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the diquat
tolerances would be safe, i.e., there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to the general population, or
specifically to infants and children,
from aggregate exposure to diquat
residues. Adequate enforcement
methodology is available.

C. 40 CFR 180.318; MCPB; Case 2365
(Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2014-
0181)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

e Revising the tolerance expression in
paragraph (a) for MCPB to describe more
clearly the scope or coverage of the
tolerances and the method for
measuring compliance. Consistent with
EPA policy, the revised tolerance
expression would clarify that (1) as
provided in FFDCA section 408(a)(3),
the tolerances cover metabolites and
degradates of MCPB not specifically
mentioned; and (2) compliance with the
specified tolerance levels is to be
determined by measuring the specific
compounds mentioned in the tolerance
expression. The revisions to the
tolerance expression would not
substantively change the tolerances or,
in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues permitted by the
tolerances.

e Revising the commodity definition
and modifying the tolerance levels in
paragraph (a) from “Pea’ at 0.1 ppm to

“Pea, dry, seed” at 0.03 ppm, ‘“‘Pea,
edible, podded” at 0.02 ppm, and ‘“Pea,
succulent, shelled”” at 0.02 ppm, which
is supported by field trial data. As part
of registration review, the Agency
reviewed crop field trials conducted on
pea, which reflect registered use
patterns of MPCB. These data indicate
that a tolerance level of 0.03 ppm is
adequate to cover potential residues of
MCPB in/on pea, dry, seed following
application at maximum registered use
rates. Additionally, the tolerance level
of 0.02 ppm for residues in/on ‘Pea,
edible podded” and ‘‘Pea, succulent,
shelled” is based on the limit of
quantification, as no residues were
detected in these commodities in the
reviewed field trial data. Because the
proposed action would lower the
existing tolerance, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.

¢ Revising the commodity definitions
in paragraph (a) from “Peppermint,
tops” to “Peppermint, fresh leaves” and
“Spearmint, tops” to “Spearmint, fresh
leaves”. These revisions of commodity
definitions would help facilitate
efficient commodity searches and would
not substantively change the tolerance
or, in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues in or on the commodity
listed in the regulation.

¢ Revising the title to “MCPB” in 40
CFR 180.318 to more accurately reflect
the chemical covered by the tolerances
in that section.

¢ Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

As discussed in Unit I1.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the MCPB
tolerances would be safe, i.e., there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to the general population, or
specifically to infants and children,
from aggregate exposure to MCPB
residues. Adequate enforcement
methodology is available.

D. 40 CFR 180.328; Napropamide; Case
2450 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-
2016-0019)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

¢ Revising the tolerance expression in
paragraph (a) for napropamide to
describe more clearly the scope or
coverage of the tolerances and the
method for measuring compliance.
Consistent with EPA policy, the revised
tolerance expression would clarify that
(1) as provided in FFDCA section
408(a)(3), the tolerances cover
metabolites and degradates of
napropamide not specifically
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mentioned; and (2) compliance with the
specified tolerance levels is to be
determined by measuring the specific
compounds mentioned in the tolerance
expression. The revisions to the
tolerance expression would not
substantively change the tolerances or,
in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues permitted by the
tolerances.

e Revising the commodity definitions
in paragraph (a) from “Spearmint, tops”
to “Spearmint, fresh leaves” and
“Peppermint, tops” to “Peppermint,
fresh leaves”. These revisions of the
commodity definitions would help
facilitate efficient commodity searches
and would not substantively change the
tolerances or, in any way, modify the
permissible level of residues in or on
the commodities listed in the regulation.

¢ Updating existing crop group
tolerances in paragraph (a) from
“Vegetable, fruiting, Group 8” and “Nut,
tree, Group 14” to the updated crop
groups ‘““Vegetable, fruiting, Group 8—
10” and “Nut, tree, Group 14-12" at the
same level, 0.1 ppm. The Agency also
proposes to remove the tolerance for the
individual commodity “Almond, hulls”,
which would be covered under the
updated crop grouping “Nut, tree,
Group 14-12" at the same level, 0.1

m.

e Updating existing crop group
tolerances in paragraph (a) from
“Vegetable, Brassica, leafy, group 5 to
“Brassica, leafy greens, subgroup 4—
16B”, “Vegetable, brassica, head and
stem, group 5-16”, and “Stalk and stem
vegetable subgroup 22A” at the same
level, 0.1 ppm. The Agency also
proposes to remove the tolerance for the
individual commodity “Asparagus”,
which would be covered under the
updated crop groupings at the same
level, 0.1 ppm.

e Updating existing crop group
tolerances in paragraph (a) from “Berry
group 13” to “Berry, low growing,
subgroup 13-07G”, “Bushberry
subgroup 13—-07B”, “Caneberry
Subgroup 13-07A”, and “Fruit, small,
vine climbing, subgroup 13-07D” at the
same level, 0.1 ppm. The Agency also
proposes to remove the tolerances for
the individual commodities
“Cranberry”, “Grape”, “Kiwifruit”, and
“Strawberry”’, which would be covered
under the updated crop groupings at the
same level, 0.1 ppm.

40 CFR 180.40(j) states that “At
appropriate times, EPA will amend
tolerances for crop groups that have
been superseded by revised crop groups
to conform the pre-existing crop group
to the revised crop group.” EPA has
indicated in updates to its crop group
rulemakings that registration review is

one of those appropriate times. See, e.g.,
Tolerance Crop Grouping Program V (85
FR 70985) (November 6, 2020).

As discussed in Unit I1.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
napropamide tolerances would be safe,
i.e., there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to napropamide residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

E. 40 CFR 180.339; MCPA; Case 0017
(Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2014—
0180)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

¢ Modifying the tolerance levels in
paragraph (a) for “Pea, field, hay” from
0.1 ppm to 1.5 ppm and ‘“Pea, field,
vines” from 0.1 to 0.6 ppm, based on
updated field trial data and OECD
calculations.

¢ Revising the commodity definition
in paragraph (a) from “Pea, succulent”
to “Pea, succulent shelled”. The
revision of commodity definition would
help facilitate efficient commodity
searches and would not substantively
change the tolerance or, in any way,
modify the permissible level of residues
in or on the commodity listed in the
regulation.

¢ Revising the commodity definition
in paragraph (a) from “Pea, dry” to
“Pea, dry, seed” and modifying the
tolerance level from 0.1 ppm to 0.01
ppm, based on updated field trial data
and OECD calculations. As part of
registration review, the Agency
reviewed crop field trials conducted on
dry pea, which reflect registered use
patterns of MCPA. These data indicate
that a tolerance level of 0.01 ppm is
adequate to cover potential residues of
MCPA in/on pea, dry, seed following
application at maximum registered use
rates. The revision of the commodity
definition and permissible tolerance
level would help facilitate efficient
commodity searches as well as
harmonize the tolerance level with
Codex. Because the proposed action
would lower the existing tolerance, EPA
is proposing to add an expiration date
for the existing tolerance of 180 days
after publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register.

¢ Establishing new crop group
tolerances in paragraph (a) for “Grass,
forage, fodder, and hay, group 17,
forage” at 500 ppm, and “Grass, forage,
fodder, and hay, group 17, hay” at 200
ppm, based on updated OECD
calculations. The Agency also proposes
to remove the tolerances for the

individual commodities ““Grass, forage”
at 300 ppm and “Grass, hay” at 20 ppm,
which would be covered under the
updated crop grouping. The
establishment of the new crop group
tolerance for “Grass, forage, fodder, and
hay, group 17, forage” at 500 ppm
would help facilitate efficient
commodity searches as well as
harmonize permissible levels with
Codex.

40 CFR 180.40(j) states that “At
appropriate times, EPA will amend
tolerances for crop groups that have
been superseded by revised crop groups
to conform the pre-existing crop group
to the revised crop group.” EPA has
indicated in updates to its crop group
rulemakings that registration review is
one of those appropriate times. See, e.g.,
Tolerance Crop Grouping Program V (85
FR 70985) (November 6, 2020).

e Revoking the tolerances in
paragraph (a) for “‘Hog, fat”, “Hog,
meat”’, and “Hog, meat byproducts”. An
updated dietary burden calculation
showed no reasonable expectation of
finite residues in hog commodities (see
40 CFR 180.6(a)(3)). Because the
proposed action would revoke the
existing tolerances, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerances of June 9, 2026.

e Modifying tolerances by removing
trailing zeros to reflect current OECD
rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention to harmonize U.S. tolerances
with international MRLs to facilitate
trade. EPA has identified opportunities
to harmonize with Codex MRLs for
MCPA and is proposing to modify the
following tolerance values in paragraph
(a) to do so: “Oat, straw” from 25 ppm
to 50 ppm, “Rye, forage” from 20 ppm
to 50 ppm, ‘“Rye, straw” from 25 ppm
to 50 ppm, ‘“Wheat, forage” from 20
ppm to 50 ppm, and “Wheat, straw”
from 25 ppm to 50 ppm.

In addition to harmonizing with
Codex, EPA is proposing to modify the
following tolerance values based on
updated OECD calculations: ‘“Barley,
grain” from 1 ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Oat,
grain” from 1 ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Oat,
hay” from 115 ppm to 50 ppm, “Rye,
grain” from 1 ppm to 0.2 ppm, ‘“Wheat,
grain” from 1.0 ppm to 0.2 ppm, and
“Wheat, hay” from 115 ppm to 50 ppm.
As part of registration review, the
Agency reviewed crop field trials
conducted at an exaggerated application
rate on wheat, which reflect registered
uses of MCPA. These data indicate that
tolerance levels of 0.2 ppm and 50 ppm
are adequate to cover potential residues
of MCPA in/on wheat, grain and wheat,
hay, respectively, following application
at maximum registered use rates. These
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tolerance levels have been translated to
other small cereal grains, including
barley, oat, and rye. Because the
proposed action would lower the
existing tolerances, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.

In addition to harmonizing with
Codex, EPA is proposing to modify the
following tolerance values based on an
updated dietary burden calculations:
“Cattle, fat” from 0.1 ppm to 0.2 ppm,
“Cattle, meat byproducts” from 0.1 ppm
to 3 ppm, “Goat, fat” from 0.1 ppm to
0.2 ppm, “Goat, meat byproducts” from
0.1 ppm to 3 ppm, “Horse, fat” from 0.1
ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Horse, meat
byproducts” from 0.1 ppm to 3 ppm,
“Milk” from 0.1 ppm to 0.04 ppm,
“Sheep, fat” from 0.1 ppm to 0.2 ppm,
and ““Sheep, meat byproducts” from 0.1
ppm to 3 ppm. Because the proposed
action would lower the existing
tolerance for “Milk”, EPA is proposing
to establish an expiration date for the
existing tolerance of EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.
The updated tolerance level is based on
livestock feeding studies and updated
dietary burden calculations, which
incorporates residues from updated crop
field trial data reviewed under
registration review.

In addition to harmonizing with
Codex, EPA is proposing to modify the
tolerance value for “Flax, seed” from 0.1
ppm to 0.01 ppm, based on updated
residue data. As part of registration
review, the Agency reviewed crop field
trials conducted on flax, which reflect
registered use patterns of MCPA. These
data indicate that a tolerance level of
0.01 ppm is adequate to cover potential
residues of MCPA in/on flax, seed
following application at maximum
registered use rates. Because the
proposed action would lower the
existing tolerance, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.

As discussed in Unit I1.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the MCPA
tolerances would be safe, i.e., there is a
reasonable certainty that no harm will
result to the general population, or
specifically to infants and children,
from aggregate exposure to MCPA
residues. Adequate enforcement
methodology is available.

F. 40 CFR 180.409; Pirimiphos-Methyl;
Case 2535 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OPP-2009-0056)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

e Revising the tolerance expression in
paragraph (a) for pirimiphos-methyl to
describe more clearly the scope or
coverage of the tolerances and the
method for measuring compliance.
Consistent with EPA policy, the revised
tolerance expression would clarify that
(1) as provided in FFDCA section
408(a)(3), the tolerances cover
metabolites and degradates of
pirimiphos-methyl not specifically
mentioned; and (2) compliance with the
specified tolerance levels is to be
determined by measuring the specific
compounds mentioned in the tolerance
expression. The revisions to the
tolerance expression would not
substantively change the tolerances or,
in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues permitted by the
tolerances.

¢ Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention is to harmonize U.S.
tolerances with international MRLs to
facilitate trade. EPA has identified
opportunities to harmonize with Codex
MRLs for pirimiphos-methyl and is
proposing to modify tolerance levels for
the following commodities to do so:
“Cattle, fat”” from 0.02 ppm to 0.01 ppm,
““Cattle, meat byproducts” from 0.02
ppm to 0.01 ppm, “Corn, field, grain”
from 8 ppm to 7 ppm, “Corn, pop,
grain” from 8 ppm to 7 ppm, “Goat, fat”
from 0.02 ppm to 0.01 ppm, “Goat, meat
byproducts” from 0.02 ppm to 0.01
ppm, ‘“Hog, fat” from 0.02 ppm to 0.01
ppm, ‘“Hog, meat byproducts” from 0.02
ppm to 0.01 ppm, “Horse, fat” from 0.02
ppm to 0.01 ppm, “Horse, meat
byproducts” from 0.02 ppm to 0.01
ppm, “‘Poultry, fat” from 0.02 ppm to
0.01 ppm, “Sheep, fat”” from 0.02 ppm
to 0.01 ppm, “Sheep, meat byproducts”
from 0.02 ppm to 0.01 ppm, and
“Sorghum, grain, grain”’ from 8 ppm to
7 ppm. The Agency is proposing the
revisions to “Corn, field, grain”’, “Corn,
pop, grain”, and ““Sorghum, grain,
grain” based on the maximum
application rate of pirimiphos-methyl
on corn and sorghum grain and
pesticide monitoring data showing little,
if any, residues in or on corn and
sorghum grain. For the livestock
tolerances, the Agency concluded that
the decreased tolerance level is
sufficient to cover anticipated residues
in or on “Cattle, fat”, “Cattle, meat
byproducts”, “Goat, fat”, “Goat, meat
byproducts”, “Hog, fat”, “Hog, meat

byproducts”, “Horse, fat”, “‘Horse, meat
byproducts”, “Poultry, fat”, “Sheep,
fat”, and ““Sheep, meat byproducts”
based on the calculated dietary burden
and available residue chemistry data.
Because the proposed action would
lower the existing tolerances, EPA is
proposing to add an expiration date for
the existing tolerance of 180 days after
publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register.

As discussed in Unit IL.D, based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
pirimiphos-methyl tolerances would be
safe, i.e., there is a reasonable certainty
that no harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to pirimiphos-methyl residues.
Adequate enforcement methodology is
available.

G. 40 CFR 180.411; Fluazifop-P-Butyl;
Case 2285 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-
OPP-2014-0779)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

¢ Revising the tolerance expressions
in paragraphs (a) and (c) for fluazifop-
P-butyl to describe more clearly the
scope or coverage of the tolerances and
the method for measuring compliance.
Consistent with EPA policy, the revised
tolerance expression would clarify that
(1) as provided in FFDCA section
408(a)(3), the tolerances cover
metabolites and degradates of fluazifop-
P-butyl not specifically mentioned; and
(2) compliance with the specified
tolerance levels is to be determined by
measuring the specific compounds
mentioned in the tolerance expression.
The revisions to the tolerance
expression would not substantively
change the tolerances or, in any way,
modify the permissible level of residues
permitted by the tolerances.

¢ Removing the tolerances from
paragraph (a) for “Fruit, citrus, group
10’ at 0.03 ppm and “Fruit, stone” at
0.05 ppm. These tolerances were time-
limited to allow a reasonable interval for
producers to adapt to the requirement
when the current crop group tolerances
were established and expired on June
26, 2023.

e Removing the tolerance from
paragraph (a) for “Citrus, juice” at 0.06
ppm. Based on a new citrus processing
study, EPA determined that any
residues in this commodity would be
covered by the “Fruit, citrus, group 10—
10" tolerance of 0.01 ppm. Because the
proposed action would lower the
tolerance level for this commodity, EPA
is proposing to add an expiration date
for the existing tolerance of 180 days
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after publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register.

¢ Modifying tolerance levels in
paragraph (a) for “Citrus, dried pulp”
from 0.40 to 0.06 ppm, “Citrus, oil”
from 30.0 to 0.05 ppm, and ‘““‘Soybean,
seed” from 2.5 to 4 ppm. While the
existing tolerances for these citrus
commodities were based on theoretical
concentration factors, EPA is proposing
to modify the tolerances based on a new
citrus processing study. Likewise, EPA
is proposing to modify the tolerance for
“Soybean, seed” based on new data on
soybean residues. Because the proposed
action would lower the existing
tolerances for the citrus commodities,
EPA is proposing to add an expiration
date for the existing tolerance of 180
days after publication of the final rule
in the Federal Register.

¢ Revising the commodity definitions
and modifying the tolerance levels in
paragraph (a) from “Beans, dry, seed” at
50 ppm to “Bean, dry, seed” at 40 ppm,
and from ‘“Pecans” at 0.05 ppm to
“Pecan” at 0.01 ppm. For “Bean, dry,
seed”, the Agency determined that the
U.S. tolerance was determined using the
North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) calculator, while the Codex
MRL was determined using the
Organisation for Economic Co-operation
and Development (OECD) calculator. As
the Agency currently relies on the OECD
calculator and the Codex MRL was
determined using the same dataset as
the U.S. tolerance, the tolerance should
be lowered to harmonize with Codex.
For “Pecan”, the Agency determined
that the 0.01 ppm level reflects the limit
of quantitation of the current
enforcement method. This level is
appropriate as there are no detects in
the field trial data, residue translocation
into tree/vine fruit is not expected based
on the registered use pattern, and
suitably sensitive analytical
enforcement methods are available, so
the tolerances should be lowered to
harmonize with Codex. The revisions of
the commodity definitions and
permissible tolerance levels would help
facilitate efficient commodity searches
as well as harmonize the tolerance
levels with Codex. Because the
proposed action would lower the
existing tolerances, EPA is proposing to
add an expiration date for the existing
tolerance of 180 days after publication
of the final rule in the Federal Register.

e Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention to harmonize U.S. tolerances
with international MRLs to facilitate
trade. EPA has identified opportunities
to harmonize with Codex MRLs for
fluazifop-P-butyl and is proposing to

modify the following tolerance values in
paragraphs (a) and (c) to do so: “Beet,
sugar, roots”” from 0.25 ppm to 0.5 ppm,
“Cattle, fat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09 ppm,
“Cattle, meat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09
ppm, ‘“‘Cattle, meat byproducts” from
0.05 ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Coffee, bean”
from 0.1 ppm to 0.01 ppm, “Cotton,
undelinted seed” from 1 ppm to 0.7
ppm, “Egg” from 0.05 ppm to 0.03 ppm,
“Goat, fat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09 ppm,
“Goat, meat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09
ppm, “Goat, meat byproducts” from
0.05 ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Hog, fat” from
0.05 ppm to 0.09 ppm, “Hog, meat”
from 0.05 ppm to 0.09 ppm, ‘“Hog, meat
byproducts” from 0.05 ppm to 0.2 ppm,
“Horse, fat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09 ppm,
“Horse, meat” from 0.05 ppm to 0.09
ppm, “‘Horse, meat byproducts” from
0.05 ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Milk” from 0.05
ppm to 0.2 ppm, “Poultry, fat” from
0.05 ppm to 0.03 ppm, ‘“‘Poultry, meat”
from 0.05 ppm to 0.03 ppm, ‘Poultry,
meat byproducts” from 0.05 ppm to 0.2
ppm, ‘“‘Sheep, fat” from 0.05 ppm to
0.09 ppm, “Sheep, meat” from 0.05 ppm
to 0.09 ppm, and “Sheep, meat
byproducts” from 0.05 ppm to 0.2 ppm.
For “Coffee, bean”, the Agency
determined that the 0.01 ppm level
reflects the limit of quantitation of the
current enforcement method. This level
is appropriate as there are no detects in
the field trial data, residue translocation
into tree/vine fruit is not expected based
on the registered use pattern, and
suitably sensitive analytical
enforcement methods are available, so
the tolerances should be lowered to
harmonize with Codex, For “Cotton,
undelinted seed”, the same dataset was
used to establish the U.S. tolerance (1.0
ppm) and the Codex MRL (0.7 ppm).
The difference in levels appears to
result from a difference in the residue
value determined from the trial with the
highest residue and should be lowered
to the same level as the Codex MRL so
it is more representative. For “Egg”,
“Poultry, fat”, and “Poultry meat”, the
U.S. tolerances are currently higher due
to differences in the livestock method
limit of quantitation (LOQ) when the
levels were determined and should be
lowered as they now share the same
LOQ as the Codex MRLs. Because the
proposed action would lower the
existing tolerances for “Coffee, bean”,
“Cotton, undelinted seed”, “Egg”,
“Poultry, fat”, and “Poultry, meat”, EPA
is proposing to add an expiration date
for the existing tolerance of 180 days
after publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register.

As discussed in Unit I1.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that

the proposed amendments to the
fluazifop tolerances would be safe, i.e.,
there is a reasonable certainty that no
harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to fluazifop residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

H. 40 CFR 180.458; Clethodim; Case
7226 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-
2008-0658).

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerances by:

e Updating existing individual and
crop group tolerances in paragraph (a)
from “Flax, seed” at 0.6 ppm and
“Rapeseed subgroup 20A, except flax
seed” at 0.50 ppm to the crop group
“Rapeseed subgroup 20A” at 0.6 ppm.
Upon establishment of the new crop
group, and to prevent redundancy, the
Agency proposes to remove tolerances
that will be unnecessary once they are
superseded by the tolerances
established for the new crop group,
including the tolerances for ‘“Flax, seed”
and “Rapeseed subgroup 20A, except
flax seed” that will now be covered
under the updated crop grouping
“Rapeseed subgroup 20A.”

¢ Removing the tolerance from
paragraph (a) for “Kohlrabi” at 3 ppm.
This tolerance was time-limited to allow
a reasonable interval for producers to
adapt to the requirement when the
current crop group tolerances were
established and expired on October 12,
2018.

e Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention to harmonize U.S. tolerances
with those international MRLs to
facilitate trade. EPA has identified
opportunities to harmonize with Codex
MRLs for clethodim and is proposing to
increase the tolerance for “Peanut” from
3.0 ppm to 5 ppm.

As discussed in Unit II.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
clethodim tolerances would be safe, i.e.,
there is a reasonable certainty that no
harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to clethodim residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

L. 40 CFR 180.572; Bifenazate; Case
7609 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-
2012-0633)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerance by:

¢ Revising the tolerance expressions
in paragraphs (a)(1), (a)(2), and (c) for
bifenazate to describe more clearly the
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scope or coverage of the tolerances and
the method for measuring compliance.
Consistent with EPA policy, the revised
tolerance expression would clarify that
(1) as provided in FFDCA section
408(a)(3), the tolerances cover
metabolites and degradates of bifenazate
not specifically mentioned; and (2)
compliance with the specified tolerance
levels is to be determined by measuring
the specific compounds mentioned in
the tolerance expression. The revisions
to the tolerance expression would not
substantively change the tolerances or,
in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues permitted by the
tolerances.

¢ Revising the commodity definitions
in paragraph (a) from “Bean, dry seed”
to “Bean, dry, seed”, “Berry, low-
growing subgroup 13-07G” to “Berry,
low-growing, subgroup 13-07G”, “Black
sapote” to “Sapote, black”, “Fruit,
small, vine climbing subgroup 13—-07F,
except fuzzy kiwifruit” to “Fruit, small,
vine climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit,
subgroup 13-07F”, “Herb, subgroup
19A, except chervil and chive” to “Herb
subgroup 19A, except chervil and
chive”, “Peppermint, tops” to
“Peppermint, fresh leaves”, “Soybean,
succulent shelled” to “Soybean,
vegetable, succulent shelled””, and
“Spearmint, tops” to “Spearmint, fresh
leaves.” These revisions of commodity
definitions would help facilitate
efficient commodity searches and would
not substantively change the tolerance
or, in any way, modify the permissible
level of residues in or on the commodity
listed in the regulation.

¢ Removing the tolerances from
paragraph (a) for the individual
commodities “Grape” at 0.75 ppm and
“Okra” at 2 ppm. These commodities
are covered by the existing crop group
tolerances ‘‘Fruit, small, vine climbing
subgroup 13-07F, except fuzzy
kiwifruit,” at 1.0 ppm and ““Vegetable,
fruiting, group 8—10" at 4.0 ppm,
respectively, and they would continue
to be covered under the revisions
proposed in this rule.

¢ Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

As discussed in Unit II.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
bifenazate tolerances would be safe, i.e.,
there is a reasonable certainty that no
harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to bifenazate residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

J. 40 CFR 180.620; Etofenprox; Case
7407 (Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPP-
2007-0804)

EPA is proposing to amend the
current tolerance by:

¢ Revising the tolerance expression in
newly designated paragraph (a)(1) for
etofenprox to describe more clearly the
scope or coverage of the tolerances and
the method for measuring compliance.
Consistent with EPA policy, the revised
tolerance expression would clarify that
(1) as provided in FFDCA section
408(a)(3), the tolerances cover
metabolites and degradates of
etofenprox not specifically mentioned;
and (2) compliance with the specified
tolerance levels is to be determined by
measuring the specific compounds
mentioned in the tolerance expression.
The revisions to the tolerance
expression would not substantively
change the tolerances or, in any way,
modify the permissible level of residues
permitted by the tolerances.

o Establishing a tolerance of 5 ppm
under a newly designated paragraph
(a)(2) for residues of etofenprox in or on
all food/feed items resulting from use of
etofenprox as a wide-area mosquito
adulticide.

¢ Modifying tolerances to reflect
current OECD rounding practices.

Where appropriate, it is the Agency’s
intention is to harmonize U.S.
tolerances with those international
MRLs to facilitate trade. EPA has
identified opportunities to harmonize
with Codex MRLs for etofenprox and is
proposing to harmonize the U.S.
tolerances for ““Cattle, meat”, “Goat,
meat”, “Horse, meat”, and ““Sheep,
meat”’, all from 0.40 ppm to 0.5 ppm
and “Hog, meat” from 0.20 ppm to 0.5
ppm.

As discussed in Unit II.D., based on
the supporting registration review
documents, EPA has determined that
the proposed amendments to the
etofenprox tolerances would be safe,
i.e., there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to the general
population, or specifically to infants
and children, from aggregate exposure
to etofenprox residues. Adequate
enforcement methodology is available.

IV. Proposed Effective and Expiration
Date(s)

EPA is proposing that these tolerance
actions would be effective on the date
of publication of the final rule in the
Federal Register. For actions in the final
rule that lower or revoke existing
tolerances, EPA is proposing to add an
expiration date for the existing tolerance
of 180 days (approximately six months)
after the date of publication of the final

rule in the Federal Register, to allow a
reasonable interval for producers in
exporting members of the World Trade
Organization’s (WTQ’s) Sanitary and
Phytosanitary (SPS) Measures
Agreement to adapt to the requirements.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Additional information about these
statutes and Executive Orders can be
found at https://www.epa.gov/laws-
regulations/laws-and-executive-orders.

A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory
Planning and Review

This action is exempt from review
under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), because it
proposes to establish or modify a
pesticide tolerance or a tolerance
exemption under FFDCA section 408.
This exemption also applies to tolerance
revocations for which extraordinary
circumstances do not exist. As such,
this exemption applies to the tolerance
revocations in this proposed rule
because the Agency knows of no
extraordinary circumstances that
warrant reconsideration of this
exemption for those proposed tolerance
revocations.

B. Executive Order 14192: Unleashing
Prosperity Through Deregulation

Executive Order 14192 (90 FR 9065,
February 6, 2025) does not apply
because this tolerance action under
FFDCA section 408 is exempted from
review under Executive Order 12866.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA)

This action does not impose an
information collection burden under the
PRA 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., because it
does not contain any information
collection activities.

D. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)

I certify that this action will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the RFA, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq. In
making this determination, EPA
concludes that the impact of concern for
this action is any significant adverse
economic impact on small entities and
that the Agency is certifying that this
action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because the
action has no net burden on small
entities subject to this rulemaking. This
determination takes into account an
EPA analysis for tolerance
establishments and modifications that
published in the Federal Register of
May 4, 1981 (46 FR 24950) (FRL-1809—
5) and for tolerance revocations on
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December 17, 1997 (62 FR 66020) (FRL—
5753—1). Additionally, in a 2001
memorandum, EPA determined that
eight conditions must all be satisfied in
order for an import tolerance or
tolerance exemption revocation to
adversely affect a significant number of
small entity importers, and that there is
a negligible joint probability of all eight
conditions holding simultaneously with
respect to any particular revocation. See
Memorandum from Denise Keehner,
Division Director, Biological and
Economic Analysis Division, Office of
Pesticide Programs, entitled “RFA/
SBREFA Certification for Import
Tolerance Revocation” and dated May
25, 2001, which is available in docket ID
No. EPA-HQ-OPP-2005-0322 at
https://www.regulations.gov.

Any comments about the Agency’s
determination for this rulemaking
should be submitted to EPA along with
comments on the proposed rule and will
be addressed in the final rule.

E. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
(UMRA)

This action does not contain an
unfunded mandate of $100 million or
more (in 1995 dollars and adjusted
annually for inflation) as described in
UMRA, 2 U.S.C. 1531-1538, and does
not significantly or uniquely affect small
governments. The action imposes no
enforceable duty on any State, local or
Tribal governments or the private sector.

F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

This action does not have federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), because it 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.

G. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

This action does not have tribal
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000), because it will not have
substantial direct effects on tribal
governments, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
the Indian Tribes, or on the distribution
of power and responsibilities between
the Federal Government and Indian
Tribes.

H. Executive Order 13045: Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23,
1997) because it is not a significant
regulatory action under section 3(f)(1) of
Executive Order 12866 (See Unit V.A.),
and because EPA does not believe the
environmental health or safety risks
addressed by this action present a
disproportionate risk to children.
However, EPA’s 2021 Policy on
Children’s Health applies to this action.
This rule proposes tolerance actions
under the FFDCA, which requires EPA
to give special consideration to
exposure of infants and children to the
pesticide chemical residue in
establishing a tolerance and to “ensure
that there is a reasonable certainty that
no harm will result to infants and
children from aggregate exposure to the
pesticide chemical residue . . .”
(FFDCA 408(b)(2)(C)). The Agency’s
consideration is documented in the
pesticide-specific registration review
documents, located in each chemical
docket at https://www.regulations.gov.

I. Executive Order 13211: Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution or Use

This action is not subject to Executive
Order 13211 (66 FR 28355) (May 22,
2001) because it is not a significant

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

regulatory action under Executive Order
12866.

J. National Technology Transfer
Advancement Act (NTTAA)

This action does not involve technical
standards that would require Agency
consideration under NTTAA section
12(d), 15 U.S.C. 272.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Agricultural commodities, Pesticides
and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: December 3, 2025.
Edward Messina,
Director, Office of Pesticide Programs.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, EPA is proposing to amend
40 CFR chapter I as follows:

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND
EXEMPTIONS FOR PESTICIDE
CHEMICAL RESIDUES IN FOOD

m 1. The authority citation for part 180
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U.S.C. 321(q), 346a and 371.

m 2. Amend § 180.220 by revising and
replacing § 180.220 to read as follows:

§180.220 Atrazine; tolerances for
residues.

(a) General. Tolerances are
established for residues of the herbicide
atrazine, including its metabolites and
degradates, in or on the commodities in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance
with the tolerance levels specified in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be
determined by measuring only the sum
of atrazine, 6-chloro-N-ethyl-N'"-(1-
methylethyl)-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-diamine,
its metabolites 2-amino-4-chloro-6-
isopropylamino-s-triazine, 2-amino-4-
chloro-6-ethylamino-s-triazine, and 2,4-
diamino-6-chloro-s-triazine, calculated
as the stoichiometric equivalent of
atrazine, in or on the commodity.

Commodity

Parts per million

Cattle, fat
Cattle, meat
Cattle, meat byproducts ....
Corn, field, forage .............
Corn, field, grain
Corn, field, stover ...
Corn, pop, forage ....
Corn, pop, grain ......

(7071 T oo T T (o 1YY TSRS PR

Corn, sweet, forage
Corn, sweet, forage

Corn, sweet, kernel plus cob with husks removed ..

0.02

[ g TR =T TR (01T SRR SSS 2
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)—Continued

Commodity Parts per million

[ oY= | P - L OSSPSR 0.02
Goat, meat 0.02
Goat, MEAL DYPIOGUCES .....oiiiiiiiiiiii ettt ettt a ettt e e ae e e bt e e b e e e bt e s ae e et e e ebs e e bt e e ae e e beesan e et e e e sneesanesaneenanan 0.02
[T T (o] - To LY PSPPSR 4
[T = TS o - 1Y PP SUPRURRRN 4
(T = U U T U PR T 0.05
[ (o] £=T= T - S OO TR U PP URT PRSPPI 0.02
L (0T =TT 4= | OO P TP 0.02
[ (o1 E= T T 0 4 T=T= T o)/ o] (oo [F o] - TSRO UURP 0.02
IVITK et R et R e eR e e e eRe RS eR e R e e R e eR e e Rt e Re e Rt eRe e Rt eRe e e e eRe e e e aRe e R e e aReeaeenrenaeenrenneenrenne 0.02
NUE, MACATAMIA ... ittt ettt ettt et e e e bt e e bt e st e e eh e e e bt e b s e e bt e sae e et e e eab e e e bt e san e e s ae e et e e beeeneesaneennen 0.2
ST 1T =T o T - PSSP P SRR PPR 0.02
ST =TT o T4 Y- | PP UPRURRRN 0.02
Sheep, MEAE DYPIOTUCES ...ttt h ettt e s h et et e e bt e e bt e sae e et e e ehs e e bt e eaeeeabe e e abeebeeenbeenaeesateeneeas 0.02
SOrghum, fOrage, FOTAGE ....coiuiiiiiiiii ettt ettt e e ae e bt e b e e e bt e sae e et e e e ae e e bt e eae e e be e s b e et e e e aneesanesaneenenas 0.25
Yo (oo 00 g e[ = U1 TR (o] Vo L= OSSO P SO PP 0.25
S TeT o a1V 4T ] 2=T1 o o =T TP 0.2
Yo (o a0 g e[ = U1 TRE=1 (oYY PSPPSR PP 0.5
SUGAICANE, CAME ...ttt ettt ettt b et e bt e e ae e et e e e he e e bt e sae e et e e eab e e b e e ea bt e be e oab e e be e eas e e she e et e e ebe e eab e e ebe e e bt e nan e et e e etn e e beesaneeteen 0.2
LT R (o T = Vo = PRSP PTRTPPPOE 1.5
WWHEAE, GFaIN ..ttt ettt b e e b e e e et e e e he e et e et b e e bt e ehe e et e e e he e e b e e e he e e bt na et e bt e ea bt e e b e e eaneenae e ereeeaee e 0.1
R AT =T LA =TSP P PSP PPRPOPRPPON 5
WHEAL, SITAW ....eeiiiiiiiiiieei ettt e ettt e e e ettt e e e e e e s eaataeeeeeeeeaaasseeeeeaeaaasseaeeeaeeaaassseeeaeee e nsssseeeeeeesanssseseeaeeeannsaeeeeeeeeansnrnnes 0.5

1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER)].

(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions. degradates, in or on the commodities in  its metabolites, 6-chloro-2-N-(1-
[Reserved] Table 2 to Paragraph (d). Compliance methylethyl)-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-diamine,

(9) TOI?TGHCBS with regional with the tolerance levels specified in 6-chloro-2-N-ethyl-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-
registrations. [Reserved|] Table 2 to Paragraph (d) is to be diamine, and 6-chloro-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-

T (ld) Indirect and igl‘?d}‘l’egt‘ént r eg{dues, determined by measuring only the sum  diamine, calculated as the
olerances are established for indirect of atrazine, 6-chloro-N-ethyl-N"-(1- stoichiometric equivalent of atrazine, in

or 1n§dve}"tent r('a51d.ues of the herblclde methylethyl)-1,3,5-triazine-2,4-diamine, or on the commodity.
atrazine, including its metabolites and

TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPH (d)

Commodity Parts per million
N 11T 101 - TN 0.25
CeltUCE ..o 0.25
Fennel, Florence, fresh leaves and stalk ... 0.25
[T (o [T W ol =TT OSSOSO PPR 0.25
Leaf petiole vegetable subgroup 22B 0.25
Leafy greens subgroup 4-16A ............. 0.25
Upland Cress ......ccoocveeceiiiiieiieeieeieecieee 0.25
Vegetable, foliage of legume, group 7 0.5
m 3. Amend § 180.226 by: m c. Revising and republishing §180.226 Diquat; tolerances for residues.
m a. Adding the heading “Table 1 to paragraph (a)(2)(i); and (@) * * *
Paragraph (a)(1)” to the table in m d. Removing paragraphs (a)(3) and
paragraph (a)(1); (a)(4) in their entirety. () * * *
m b. Revising and republishing the table The revisions and additions read as
in paragraph (a)(1); follows:

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(1)

Commodity Parts per million
Alfalfa, seed 3
Bananal2 ... 0.05
Bananal ....... 0.02
Cattle, fat ...... 0.05
Cattle, meat 0.05
(O Lu (LT =T o)/ o] o T 1 o1 TSRS PP 0.05
Canola, meal ........ccoceeeueeee 6
Canola, seed .... 2
(0710 )Y =T P =T=T =T PSPPSR PP 2
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(1)—Continued

Commodity Parts per million

Coffee, DEAN, GIrEEN T2 L. ettt b et e oo h e et e e bt e e bt e e bt e et e e ebe e e bt e eb et e bt e nar e et e e tn e e r e e naneeneen 0.05
Coffee, bean, green .... 0.02
0T PP 0.05
(L= A - ST 0.05
[ 1o T= 1 o 41T | SO PP SRR 0.05
(Lo Lo 42T Ul o) o] o o [F o (-SSP PR PRPPO 0.05
[ (oo TN =Y ST OO OO TP TR TOP PR URTUPPR PP 0.05
L[ o T 4 1T TP SPPOPRPPP 0.05
HOQG, MEAL DYPIOTUCTS ... oottt sttt e et b e e et e e b e e e bt e be e e bt e sae e st e e e ae e e be e e saeesanesaneenanas 0.05
L (0T €T - ST U PP PRSPPSO 0.05
HOPSE, MEAL ...ttt e e e e ettt e e e e e e ataeaeeeeeeasasseeeeeaesaaassseeeeeeeeansasseeeeseeansssaeeseaeeaansssseeeeeeaassseneeaeeaannns 0.05
HOISE, MEAL DYPIOGUCTS ...t et e st e e e e e s s et e st e e e s ane e e e e an e e e e sn e e e ene e e e nbe e e e naneeeennnnean 0.05
Y1 OSSOSO PRSPPSO 0.02
Pea and bean, dry and shelled, except soybean, Subgroup BC T ...........iiiiiiiiiiieiie ettt see e 0.9
Lo = | (o OO T TP PO USRS U RO PP URTOPPPPR 0.1
[ e= Y (o T o1 o1 SO OP PP URRPTRRN 0.5
POtato, GranUIES/TIAKES .........ooiiiiiiii ettt sttt e et h e et e e bt bt e b e b e e e et e e e b e e e ene e 0.5
Lo T (Y - | RO PR T ROSPPR 0.05
[0 1U 10/ 44T RS RTRRN 0.05
POUItry, MeEat DYPIOGUCES .......cooiiiiiiiiiiiii ettt e e et e e et et e e e st e e e e se e e e e s e e e s a s e e e e sse e e e anee e e nneeeeanneeensreeennneeenas 0.05
ST LT o T - PPN 0.05
ST g TCT T o T4 1T | PSPPSR PP 0.05
Sheep, MEAL DYPIOTUCTS ........oiiiiiii ittt et a e e bt sae e et e e e he e e bt e sae e e bt e s bt et e e e aneesanesaneenanas 0.05
S T0) Yo=Y Lo TR o TU PSPPSR PPO 0.6

1There are no U.S. registrations for this commodity.

2This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER)].

(2) canals, streams, and rivers which are the user, in or on the commodities in

(i) Tolerances are established for slow-moving or quiescent in programs Table 2 to Paragraph (a)(2). Compliance
residues of the herbicide diquat, of the Corp of Engineers or other Federal with the tolerance levels specified
including its metabolites and or State public agencies and to ponds, below is to be determined by measuring
degradates, derived from application of  lakes and drainage ditches only where only diquat (6,7-dihydrodipyrido[1,2-
the dibromide salt to ponds, lakes, there is little or no outflow of water and  4:2”,1"-¢|]pyrazinediium).
reservoirs, marshes, drainage ditches, which are totally under the control of

TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(2)(i)
Commodity Parts per million

Animal feed, NONGrass, GroUP 18, TOTAGE .....coiuiiriiiiiieiie ittt ettt h et bt sae e et e e ab e e bt e sateebeeeabe e bt e enbeesaeesabeennnas 0.2
Animal feed, nongrass, group 18, hay 0.2
0oz T [ RSP PTTPTO 0.2
Berry and small fruit, GroUp 13—07 ...ttt ettt b e et e h ettt e b et e e bt n e b e a e nae e nr e enas 0.05
FiSh e 2
Fruit, citrus, group 10-10 .... 0.05
Fruit, pome, group 11-10 .... 0.02
Fruit, STONE, GroUP 12—12 .ottt h et e e b e e bt e s e et et e e e a bt e b e e e as e e ae e e bt e e be e e b e e nane e bt eeabeenreeenneens 0.02
Grain, cereal, forage, fodder and Straw, GrOUD 16 .........coiiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt ettt sae e st e esbe e e bt e sbeeeaeesaeeeeeesenas 0.02
GIrain, CEIEAI, GrOUP 15 ...ttt ettt ettt e et e e b et s b e e e he e e bt e b e e e bt e she e et e e ebe e e bt e eaeeebeenabeebeeeaneesaeesaneeenes 0.02
Grass, forage, fodder and hay, GrOUD 17 ...ttt bt sttt e e ab e e bt e eate e be e e abe e bt e e nneesaeesaeeennnas 0.2
Herb and SPICE, GrOUP 1O ...ttt s e et e sa e e e bt e e he e e bt e st e e bt e e bt e sb et sane e s ae e e bt e e bne e reenareeenan 0.2
[ (o] oo [ T=Te [ oo T 1= RO P SRR PPRPPP 0.2
NUL, TrEE, GrOUP 1412 . ettt e et s bt e et e e sh e e e b e e e bt e e bt e sas e e be e eab e e sb et sas e e s an e et e e e bneeebeesaneeanes 0.02
(@1 151=T=Y o Lo o TUT o 1= 0 TSP PP 0.2
S 4= 1 PP UPS PP 20
S T0 Lo LT (o= LT o7 Ly PSPPSR RPPPO 0.2
Vegetable, Brassica, leafy, QroUD 5 ..o e 0.05
Vegetable, DUID, GrOUDP 3 ... et e e sttt e e s e e s b et e e ebe e e e eae e e e e ame e e e e Re e e e e R et e e e R et e e nnr e e e e nr e e e e e e e nannee 0.02
Vegetable, CUCUIDIt, roUD O ..o e e e s 0.02
Vegetable, foliage Of I8GUME, GrOUD 7 ...ttt h e bt ettt e e ab e e bt e eate e bt e e abeeabeeenbeesaeesateenaeas 0.2
Vegetable, fruiting, group 8—10 ... e e 0.05
Vegetable, leafy, €XCEePt BraSSiCa, QrOUP 4 .......ooceeiuiaiieaeie et ettt et et ee bt e st e e bt e a e e e bt e sate et e e ease e bt e sateesbeeeabe e bt e enseesaeeenseenenas 0.05
Vegetable, leaves of root and tUDEI, GroUP 2 .......ooiiiiiiii e ettt a et 0.02
Vegetable, [8QUME, GrOUD B .......ooiiiiiiiiiieeieie ettt e st e e eae et e e se e e e e s et e e sate e e e aas e e e e ame e e e e ase e e e ense e e e anneeeennneeeanreeeannneenannee 0.05
Vegetable, root and tuber, group 1, @XCEPt POLAIO .....cc.eiiiiiiiiiie e e 0.02
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(i) * * = §180.318 MCPB; tolerances for residues. determined by measuring only the sum
* * * * * (a) General. Tolerances are of MCPB, 4-(4-chloro-2-
m 4. Amend § 180.318 by: established for residues of the herbicide = methylphenoxy)butanoic acid and
® a. Revising the section heading toread ~ MCPB, including its metabolites and MCPA, (4-chloro-2-
“MCPB; tolerance for residues.”’; and degradates, in or on the commodities in  methylphenoxy)acetic acid, calculated
m b. Revising and republishing Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance as the stoichiometric equivalent of
paragraph (a). with the tolerance levels specified in MCPB, in or on the commodity.

The revisions read as follows: Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

Commodity Parts per million
=T OO T TP PSP U RO PP URTOPPPPR 0.1
Pea, dry, seed ........... 0.03
Pea, edible, podded 0.02
Pea, SUCCUIENT, SNEIIEA .........oeii e e s s 0.02
Peppermint, frESh IEAVES ......c..oi ittt sttt e e et e h e e e et e ae e e bt e e b e e e bt nan e et e e e b e reeeane e 0.2
SPEAIMINT, TIESN IEAVES .....coniiieiee ettt e a ettt e e a e e et e e b et e bt e sae e et e e ehe e e bt e eaeeeabeeeabe e bt e enneesaeesateenenas 0.2
1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER)].
* * * * * §180.328 Napropamide; tolerances for with the tolerance levels specified in
m 5. Amend § 180.328 by revising and residues. Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be
republishing paragraph (a) to read as (a}]ﬂGeﬁie(zi“af]. Toleffiances fare d determme-d by measuring only
fOllOWSZ gsta l.S e : Or resi u.es OI napropamiae, napropamlde (N’N_dlethyl_z_(l_
including its metabolites and naphthalenyloxy)propionamide) in or
degradates, in or on the commodities in  op the commodity.
Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance
TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)
Commodity Parts per million
AT T TR T 1O PTPRO 0.1
Asparagus 0.1
Basil ... 0.1
Berry, low growing, sUbgroup 13—07G ........c.cciiiiiiiiii e e 0.1
Brassica, leafy greens, SUDGrOUD 4—T8B .........coiiiiiiiiiiiie ettt sttt et h e e et e e bt e e bt e sae e eabeesab e e bt e e et e naeesateenneas 0.1
Bushberry subgroup 13—07B ...t sttt b et e e b e bt e bt e bt s et bt e b e e a e e e e nr e aanas 0.1
[OF= a1 oLt VAW oo o T o B K 0 PSPPSR PP 0.1
(00 1=To 0T (=T=T o N o= o T 0.1
(07 Ta o114 TSP P SRR PP 0.1
Fruit, small, vine climbing, subgroup 13—07D .........ccociiiiiiiii e e 0.1
(= o1 TSRS PPP 0.1
GIWITTUTE ettt ettt et e bt e bt s et e et e e e s b e e h e e eat e e eh e e e b e e b et e bt e sat e et e e eab e e ebe e e s e e san s et e e e baeeebeesaneetnan 0.1
1YL= Uy o] =4 TP SPP P PRPPP 0.1
NUL, TrEE, GrOUP 1412 . et b et e e s h e e et e e eh st e b e e e he e e bt e sat e e be e e e bt e sb et s aneesan e e bt e e bneenbeesaneeaenes 0.1
PEPPErMINt, frESN IEAVES ... ittt h ettt ea et et e e e a bt oo bt e ea bt e ehe e e bt e e beeeabeesabeebeeenbeenneeanneens 0.1
PEISIMIMON ...ttt et sttt e e h bt oo bt e st e e be e e b e e b et e bt e nae e et e e ea bt e b et e as e e ae e e bt e be e e b e e nan e et e e eabeenbeeenneens 0.1
LT TU o= 4 PP 0.1
RROSEIMAIY ...ttt h ettt at et eeh e e bt e s ae e e bt e e e b e e ebe e e e st e Sae e et e e eh st e b e e e ae e e be e e bt e be e e bt e nae e et e e e b e e nreeeane e 0.1
ST 1Yo 2 =TU 4410 =Y PSPPSR PP 0.1
SAVOIY, WINTET .iiiieiiii ettt ettt et e e ettt e e st eee e aaaeeeaasseeeaabeaeaaseee e aaeeeeeaaseee e sseeeaaeseeeease e e e amseeeaaneeeeamseeeeamseee e nbeeeaanseeaaneeeeanneeeannnen 0.1
SPEAIMINT, TIESN IEAVES .....eineiieiie ettt ettt a ettt e e a et e bt e e h et e bt e sae e et e e ehb e e bt e eaeeeabeesabe e bt e enbeesaeesnteenneas 0.1
Stalk and stem vegetable SUDGroUD 22A ... ... e e 0.1
5y =11 o T=T PSPPSR PP 0.1
RS T= T ] €= (o T o o] £ TSP 0.1
Vegetable, brassica, head and stem, group 5-16 0.1
Vegetable, brassica, leafy, group 5 ..........cc.cce. 0.1
Vegetable, fruiting, GroUDP 8—T10 ... .ottt a ettt e s ae e et e e s h e e e ab e e sae e et e e eab e e bt e saee e bt e sabe e bt e enbeenneesateeneeas 0.1
* * * * * §180.339 MCPA; tolerances for residues.  with the tolerance levels specified in
m 6. Amend § 180.339 by revising and (a) General. Tolerances are Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be

republishing the section to read as
follows:

established for residues of the herbicide = determined by measuring only MCPA,
MCPA, including its metabolites and 2-(4-chloro-2-methylphenoxy)acetic

degradates, in or on the commodities in  acid, in or on the commodity.

Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance



57430 Federal Register/Vol. 90, No. 236 / Thursday, December 11, 2025/Proposed Rules

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

Commodity

Parts per million

P L= £ T (o] =T 1= R T OO TP U RO OO TP PRTOPRPRTPPPTION
Alfalfa, hay
Barley, grain’
|22 T [= Vo = o I TR PP SRR PRPPP
Barley, hay .....
Barley, straw ..
(0221 4 ([T - SO
(O Lu (LT (=Y PSPPSR
Cattle, meat byproducts ..
Clover, forage .......cccccc....
(7 oY g 4 - PSPPI
[T Y= o RO PR T RORPPR
Flax, seed
Goat, fat ......
[ 1o Y= L o 1 41T OO PUPPRR PRSP
(Lo Lo 42T Ul o) o] o o [F o -SSP PR PRPP
Grain, aspirated fractions ..........cccocceeiiiiiinieenne
Grass, forage, fodder and hay, group 17, forage
Grass, forage, fodder and hay, group 17, NAY .......cociiiiiiiii ettt et sr e e
[ (0T AN = LSRR PP
Hog, meat™ ...
Hog, meat byproducts ..
[ [0 £ TN = | RSSO UPPTOS
[ (TS T T 4 T= T | PRSP OPRPTPP
Horse, meat byproducts .
Lespedeza, forage ..........
LESPEABZA, NAY ...ttt eh b e e a et e b e et e bt e e bt e e b et s bt e s et e bt e n e e e nareeanes
Y11 ST RTPTPROPRPURTPRNE
Milk .o
Oat, forage
Oat, grain
(O Ao | - 11 o PSPPSR PP
Oat, hay' ...
Oat, hay ......
[ LA (= 1TSS PRSPPI
=T o | RO PR SOOI
Pea, dry, seed ...
Pea, field, hay ....
oY I (=1 o OV o T=T S PER O U PUPPTRRTRPPNE
Pea, succulent shelled
Rye, forage
Rye, grain® ...
Rye, grain
Rye, straw
Sheep, fat ......
Sheep, meat
Sheep, MEAE DYPIOTUCTS ........oiiiiiii ittt ettt b e e bt s et e et e e e ae e e bt e sae e e bt e sab e et e e e aneesanesaneenanas
L=z e [ =T TSP PSP PPRPOPRPON
Trefoil, forage .
Trefoil, hay .....
Vetch, forage
RV L= o T 0 F= PO OPPRPUPRPPN
Wheat, forage ....

Wheat, grain? ....

Wheat, grain
Wheat, hay 1
Wheat, hay .....
Wheat, straw
Wheatgrass, intermediate, fOragE ........oiiiiiiiie ettt et b e et et s bt ser e r e
Wheatgrass, iNtermMediale, Grain .........oooi it e e e e e e e s s e e e s b e e e e e an e e e e sn e e e e nn e e e nr e e e e enr e e e e nreeeanee
Wheatgrass, intermediate, hay ...
Wheatgrass, intermediate, straw

0.5

1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER].

(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions. (d) Indirect or inadvertent residues. m 7. Amend § 180.409 by revising and
[Reserved]. [Reserved]. republishing paragraph (a) to read as
(c) Tolerances with regional * * * * * follows:

registrations. [Reserved].
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§180.409 Pirimiphos-methyl; tolerances
for residues.

(a) General. Tolerances are
established for residues of the
insecticide pirimiphos-methyl,
including its metabolites and

degradates, in or on the commodities in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance
with the tolerance levels specified in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be
determined by measuring only

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

pirimiphos-methyl (O-[2-
(diethylamino)-6-methyl-4-
pyrimidinyl]O,0-dimethyl
phosphorothioate) in or on the
commodity.

Commodity Parts per million
(072 4 ([T - LSS PPPPRPP 0.02
(0= L1 (LT - PSPPSR PP 0.01
(07 L (ST (=X L o) o] (o o (U 1o £ LR 0.02
(O Lu (LT =T o)/ o] o T L1 o1 PSPPSR PP 0.01
(7o) 10 TR i (=1 o I o 2= 11 o RO T OO T OO TSP E O P PR URTUPP PP 8
(7011 TR0 =1 o o =11 o KPP UPR PP 7
(7o) 10 T oTo] e T | = U1 s LT T U TP R PP POV SRR PRI 8
(70110 TR oo T T | - U1 o [PPSO P PR PRPP 7
[ oY= | AU - L LSOO 0.02
Goat, fat .....ccceeeerivrieennne 0.01
Goat, meat byproducts ' ... 0.02
Goat, meat byproducts 0.01
Grain, aspirated frACHONS ...ttt sttt e e et e e e e ab e e e e ta e e e ste e e e eat e e e e aae e e e e aeeeeembeeeeanseeeeamseeaaaneeeaanneeeaannen 20
[ (oY AN = LSRR PPO 0.02
[ (oo TN =Y ST OO TSP URTUPPPPTO 0.01
[ foTe I oY=Vl o)/ o] o T L1 o1 =L OSSPSR 0.02
HOQG, MEAL DYPIOTUCTS ... .ottt sttt eh e e b e e et e e bt e e bt et e e e bt e sae e st e e s an e e bt e e sneesaeesaneenanas 0.01
[ (oL £=T= TR - LSRR PP 0.02
[ (0] £ TN - | RSO EPPTON 0.01
[ (oY T 44 T=Y L o) o fo o [0 To3 £ TSRS PP 0.02
[ (o £ T T 0 4 T=T= T o)/ o] (oo [F o] -SSR URP 0.01
Lo T (Y - | LU PP T ROSRPPR 0.02
[0 1U 1 /0 - | RS RTRRN 0.01
ST LT =T o T - LSS P PR PRPP 0.02
ST LT o T - PSPPI 0.01
Sheep, MEAE DYPIOTUCES T .. ..ottt ettt h ettt e h e e e bt e a e e ea bt e sae e e b e e eas e e b e e eaeeeabeesabeebeeenbeenneesateenees 0.02
Sheep, MEAL DYPIOTUCES .....eiiiiiii ittt ettt e e sttt e e sate e e e abee e s esee e eabeeeeaaseeeaaaeeeeaaseeeeenseeeaanseeeaamseeaaaneeeeanneeeennnen 0.01
STe (o o010 g Te [ =110 Ao =1 o NSRS PPO 8
S TeT o a1V o T ] 2=T1 o o =T T 7

1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER].

* * * * *

m 8. Amend § 180.411 by:

m a. Revising and republishing
paragraph (a);

m b. Revising the title of paragraph (b);

m c. Revising the introductory text in
paragraph (c);

m d. Revising the entry “Coffee, bean” in
the table in paragraph (c); and

m e. Adding an additional entry for
“Coffee, bean” in the table in paragraph

(c).

The revisions and addition read as
follows:

§180.411
residues.
(a) General. Tolerances are
established for residues of the herbicide
fluazifop-P-butyl, butyl (2R)-2-[4-[[5-
(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinyl]oxylphenoxy]propanoate,
including its metabolites and
degradates, in or on the commodities in

Fluazifop-P-butyl; tolerances for

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

Table 1 to Paragraph (a). Compliance
with the tolerance levels specified in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a) is to be
determined by measuring only those
fluazifop-P-butyl residues convertible to
fluazifop, butyl 2-[4-[[5-
(trifluoromethyl)-2-
pyridinyl]oxylphenoxylpropanoic acid,
expressed as fluazifop, in or on the
commodity.

Commodity Parts per million
BANANA ... bt et e e h et et eh e b e e b et e b e e e et e b e e e bt e e b et e et e e he e e bt e et ae e reenareennn 0.01
Bean, dry, seed ...... 40
Beans, dry, seed 50
Beet, SUGAr, ArEA PUID . .ottt et sh e e et e e sh et e b e e h e e e bt e e et e bt e e bt e e b et e n e e ae e e bt e n e e he e naneeanas 1
BEEL, SUQAN, MOIASSES ... .eeiiiiiiieeieiii ettt ettt ettt e ettt e e s bt e e e ab e e e e see e e e ne e e e s asee e e amse e e 2asse e e eas s e e e aane e e e mneeeenneeeeaseeeesaseeeeanneeeannneean 3.5
=TS AT o =T (oo - RSP ST PP RRP 0.5
Berry, low growing, sUbgroup 13—07G ........c.cciiiiiiiii i e s 3
Brassica, leafy greens, subgroup 4—16B ..o e e e 15
BUShDErry SUDGrOUP 13—07B ...ttt et e e e e s e e e s e e e s s e e e sas s e e e s ane e e e mnee e e nne e e enn e e e nnneeenaneeeennnnean 0.3
Caneberry SUDGrOUD T3—07A ... ittt h ettt e e a et e bt e e bt e e bt e sae e et e e e be e e b e e eae e e bt e nan e e bt e e an e e e re e naneenaeas 0.08
[OF=14 (o] AN (oo ¢TSS PPPRSPR 2
(0= L1 (LT 7= ST P PSP PPPTOI 0.09
(0= L1 ([T o (=Y OO SO P PP TP PP 0.09
(O Lu (LT =T\ o)/ o] {o T L1 o1 PSPPSR PPO 0.2
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)—Continued

Commodity Parts per million
CRIVES, AIHEA JAVES ....eoeiiiieiieiee ettt e ettt e e e e e et aaeeeee e e s s baeeeeeeeeaassaeeeeeeeaaasssseeeeesaaasssaeseeaesaansssseeeesesanssnneeaasan 40
Chives, fresh leaves 4
(@711 gV Lo 11T N o1V | T T T T OO TOP TR O PPV RTUPPPPRO 0.40
(071 (DT 14 1T N o TV | o TSSO P SRR 0.06
CIEIUS, JUICE T ettt ettt et ettt e oottt e et b ee e e st e e e sans e e e aaee e e e as e e e o ss e e e ot e eeeeas e e e e aaseeeamneeeeambeeeeemseeeennseeeanneeeaanneeeeanneeeannnen 0.06
(111 T | SRS PRURP 30.0
(714U Lo | SO PUPPRRRPPPPSPP 0.05
(0701100 a Mo 10 I o)/ o] (oo [F o (=TSP URR PP 1.5
[07e] 4 (o] g T = 10 T=Te 1o ]| IO PP PSPPSR 1.3
(07011 (o] o Vg T [=1 g1 C=To JR=T=T=T TP T TR TPR TP 1
COttoN, UNAEINTEA SEEA .....ooiiiiiiiii ettt ettt e e a et b e e e b e e e bt e sae e et e e e ab e e b e e saeeebe e e b e e ebeeesneesaeesaneenanas 0.7
o o L TP SOOI 0.05
0T PR 0.03
ENAIVE o e bR s e e e e b e e b sa e e b e re e sae s 6
Fruit, CItTUS, GrOUDP TO—T0 ..ottt ettt h e et be e et e e bt e e bt e sae e et e e e e bt e e b e e eas e e sbe e e bt e e beeebee st e e bt e eabeenrneanneens 0.01
Fruit, small vine climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit, SUDGroup 13—07F .......ooiiiiiiiiii e 0.03
Fruit, STONE, GrOUP 12—12 ..ottt ettt e e b e e b e s a et et e e e a bt e e bt e e as e e eae e e bt e e be e e b e e nan e et e e eabeenreeeaneens 0.01
(L= A - ST U TP 0.09
Goat, meat .......ccoceeuee. 0.09
Goat, meat byproducts . 0.2
Hog, fat .....cccociviieiins 0.09
L[ To T 4 11T PP SPPPPRPOPP 0.09
Hog, meat byproducts 0.2
L (0T €T - ST U PP PRSPPSO 0.09
[ (0] =T 41T | SRRSO PPPRN 0.09
HOISE, MEAL DYPIOGUCTS ...ttt e s a e e e e s et e st s e e e s ane e e e e mne e e ene e e e ene e e e nne e e e naneeeennneean 0.2
Leaf petiole vegetable SuDGroup 22B ..o e 3
(I 0 Lo = = Vo OO PTN 3
(Y 4 (0 [T YR [T | RSO PPPTOS 5
IVITK et R et R e eR e e e eRe RS eR e R e e R e eR e e Rt e Re e Rt eRe e Rt eRe e e e eRe e e e aRe e R e e aReeaeenrenaeenrenneenrenne 0.2
[0 g B Vo= To F= g - USSP PPPPTON 0.1
(@31 Te) o T o111 =10 oo oYU o R e 0 7 PSPPSR PP 0.5
Onion, green, SUDGIOUP S—07B .......oociiiiiiiie ettt ettt ettt e a et e e bt e e bt e sae e et e e e be e e bt e e ae e e bt e e b e e b e e e n e e e aeesreeeanan 15
(= T2 ORISR UPRRN 0.01
=T Lo [V O TP T O USRS U RO PP RTOPPPPR 1.5
PEANUL, MEAI ... e et h e s e e b e e b e n e 2.2
[d=Tor o T O T O PO PRSPPSO PP PRTORPPPR 0.01
PECANS T .o E R R e Rt e e Rt eR e Rt e R e e R e e Re e Rt e R e e r e Re e n R e e e nreenenreenenreene e 0.05
[0 1U 1 /R - | RS TRRN 0.03
POUIIY, MEAL ...ttt e et e e a e e e bt e e e et et e e eae et e e st e e e e R e e e e aRe e e e R e e e e see e e e nse e e e nneeeenneeenasreeennneeens 0.03
POUItry, MEat DYPIOGUCES .....couiiiiiiiiiet ettt h et et st e et e e e e bt e b e e et e e sbe e e bt e be e e b e e saneebeeesbeenneeeaneens 0.2
0] £ (o TSSOSO R PPRURPPTNE 1
[ e= 1 o T 010 1SRRI 2
POtato, GranUIES/TIAKES 2 ...ttt ettt bt e h et e bt e oa et e b e e ea bt e e ae e e a et e ehe e e be e he e e be e nae e et e eenbeenneeenneens 4
ST LT o T - PSPPI 0.09
ST LT o Ty 1T | PSPPSR PP 0.09
Sheep, MEAL DYPIOTUCES .....eiiiiiii ittt e ettt e e sttt e e sate e e e aeeeessseeeaaseeeeaaseeeaaaeeeeaaseeeeembeeeaanbeeeaamseeaaaneeeeanneeeannnen 0.2
S T0) Yo=Y Lo T oY= PSPPSR 4
Vegetable, Brassica, head and stem, group 5—16 ..........ccoiiiiiiiiiiii e 30
Vegetable, tuberous and corm, except potato, SUDGrOUP 1D ...ccooiiiiiiiiii e 15
1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER)].
2There are no U.S. registrations.
(b) Section 18 emergency exemptions. pyridinyl]Joxylphenoxy]propanoate, those fluazifop-P-butyl residues
[Reserved]. including its metabolites and convertible to fluazifop2-[4-[[5-
(c) Tolerances with regional degradates, in or on the commodities (trifluoromethyl)-2-
registrations. Tolerances are established listed in Table 2 to Paragraph (c). pyridinyl]oxy]phenoxy|propanoic acid,
for residues of the herbicide fluazifop- Compliance with the tolerance levels expressed as fluazifop, in or on the
P-butyl, butyl (2R)-2-[4-[[5- specified in Table 2 to Paragraph (c) is commodity.
(trifluoromethyl)-2- to be determined by measuring only
TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPH (C)
Commodity Parts per million
(0703 (=TT o 1Y Lo [P RRROUPPPURPTRRRORPNt 0.1
(0701 1=T = o= 1 o PP TR 0.01
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TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPH (c)—Continued

Commodity

Parts per million

* * * * * *

*

1This tolerance expires on [DATE 180 DAYS AFTER DATE OF PUBLICATION OF THE FINAL RULE IN THE FEDERAL REGISTER].

* * * * * m b. Revising and republishing the table = §180.458 Clethodim; tolerances for
m 9. Amend §180.458 byl in paragraph (a). residues.

® a. Adding t},l,e heading T.able Lto The revisions and additions read as (a) * * *

Paragraph (a)” to the table in paragraph follows:

(a); and ’

TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)

Commodity

Parts per million

P12 = T (o] =T =SSP TSP UUPRRURRPN
Alfalfa, hay
Y T oo TR o T 1RO PPUPPTRRRROPPNE
ATHICNOKE, GIODE ...ttt a ettt et et e e b et et e e ehe e et e e he e e bt nae e et e e e e bt e b e e e an e e nar e nneenteeenne
Berry, low growing, subgroup 13-07G, except cranberry .
Beet, sugar, molasses .........cccooveriiiiieniiiiee e
=TS A= TU o =T g (oo - TR RE PRSP
2 T=T ] =T o =T g (o] o1 PSRRI
Brassica, leafy, greens, subgroup 4-16B
Bushberry subgroup 13-07B ...................
Caneberry subgroup 13-07A ..
Canola, meal ..
Cattle, fat .......
Cattle, meat .......cceeeu.
Cattle, meat byproducts ..
Clover, forage ....
Clover, hay ...............
Corn, field, forage ....
Corn, field, grain ......
Corn, field, stover ....
Cotton, meal ......ccccocevvveeenne.
Cottonseed subgroup 20C ....
Cranberry .....ccccceveeveneennennens
| =To o [T OO URPRUTPPTN
L E DO 4 =Y | SRRSO PUPPRTRPPNE
Fruit, pome, group 11-10
Fruit, stone, group 12-12
[ oY= | U - L SRS PRSPPI
[ oY= | A 41T SO PR PPPPSRR
Goat, meat byproducts
Herb subgroup 19A ...
Hog, fat .....cccocevveennen.
Hog, meat ...................
Hog, meat byproducts
Hop, dried cones ........
Horse, fat .................
Horse, meat ...
Horse, meat byproducts ....................
Leaf petiole vegetable subgroup 22B
Leafy greens subgroup 4-16A ..........
MEION SUDGIOUDP GA ... e e b e a e h e e e s R e e e e s R e e e e s R e e e e e R e e e e R e R e e e e nn e nne e
1SS
Nut, tree, group 14-12
OKIa .eeeeieeieeee e
(@31 Te) o T o111 T8 oo oYU o TR 20 7 PSSP PPR
(O3] Te] o Mo (=Y T T [ (o TUT o B 0 4 = TSRS PP
Peanut ........cccoooiieiiiiiiiieee

Peanut, hay ....
Peanut, meal .........
Peppermint, tops .........
Potato, granules/flakes
Poultry, fat ........ccccceeeee
Poultry, meat ..........cccocceeeee.
Poultry, meat byproducts ......
Radish, tops .......cccccoeiinenenne
Rapeseed SUDGIOUP 20A ... oottt e e st e e st e e s e e e e e be e e e e e et e e aae et e e ene et e e R e et e e Re et e Re e e e nr et e e ne e e e nreenanneeenanreeenas
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)—Continued

Commodity Parts per million
SAIOWET, MEAI ... .ot e e e ettt et e e e e e e aae et eee e e e e staeeeeeeeaaassaeeeeeeesaasasseeeeeeaaassanseeeesaansnsaeeeeeeeannnreneeaaean 10
Sheep, fat 0.2
ST =TT T4 Y- | PSPPI 0.2
ST o T4 Tt 0} oo o L1 o SO P PR PRPPO 0.2
510}/ o1=T: 1o H T T OO T TSSO T RSO PP URTUPPR PP 10
ST o1 T a0l | A (o] o PSPPSR PP 5
Squash/cuCUMDBEr SUDGIOUP OB ...ttt b e st et e e ab e e e bt e st e e ae e e bt e beeeaeesanesaneeeanas 0.5
Stalk and stem vegetable SUDGrOUD 22A ... . ettt ettt h e et ae e b bt e ne e nae et naeas 1.7
SEEVIA, AIHEA IBAVES ....eeiiiiiieiieiee ettt e e e ettt e e e e e e et aeeeeee e e e e sbaeeeeeeeeaassaeeeaeeeaaasasseeeeeeaaassaeseeeesaansssseeeenesanssnneeaasan 12
ST g g o T U U TP 10
SuNflower SUBGIOUP 20B  .........ooii e e e 5
Vegetable, brassica, head and Stem, groUP 516 .......ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e e e e s st e s sare e e e e e e e e e e e sannee 3
Vegetable, fruiting, group 8—10, ©XCEPE OKIa ......c.oiiiiiiiiiiiiei ittt et e a e s et e e e s ae e sneenanes 1
Vegetable, legume, group 6, €XCePt SOYDEAN .......cooiiiiiiiie e 3.5
Vegetable, root, except sugar beet, SUDGroUp 1B ......cc.oiiiiiiii e e 1
Vegetable, tuberous and corm, SUDGIOUP TC ...ttt b ettt st bt e st e e be e st e e bt e e nneesaeesateenneas 1
* * * * * m e. Add the table heading “Table 3 to including its metabolites and
m 10. Amend § 180.572 by: Paragraph (c)” to the table in paragraph  degradates, in or on the commodities
m a. Revising and republishing (c). o o listed in Table 1 to Paragraph (a)(1).

aracraph (@)(1): The revisions and additions read as Compliance with the tolerance levels
p b i p ) th’ troductory text i follows: specified in Table 1 to Paragraph (a)(1)
- ev1}sllr[1g)(2ﬁ troduetory text i §180.572 Bifenazate; tolerances for is to be deter.mmed by measuring 01113]
paragraph {ajl); residues. the sum of bifenazate and its metabolite,
HC. Addlng the table heading “Table 2 (a] Genera]. diazinecarboxylic acid, 2_(4_methoxy_
to Paragraph (a)(2)” to the table in (1) Tolerances are established for [1,1"-biphenyl]-3-yl), 1-methylethyl
paragraph (a)(2); residues of the insecticide bifenazate (1-  ester, (calculated as the stoichiometric
m d. Revising the introductory text in methylethyl 2-(4-methoxy[1,1’- equivalent of bifenazate) in or on the
paragraph (c); and biphenyl]-3-yl)hydrazinecarboxylate), commodity.
TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(1)

Commodity Parts per million
FaXe =Y (o] PP U PR PRPUPRPRTPPPOE 0.9
Y gt oo R o U SRRSO PPPUUPTRRRROPPNE 15
APPIE, WEE POIMACE ...ttt ettt ettt et e bt e et e e s he e et e et e e e bt e she e et e e sae e e st e ebe e e bt e sae e et e e eab e e ebeeeaneesbeeeareenaneeane 1.2
Fa =T 010} - T TP RSO PP PR OPRRPRPTPPPRION 1.6
F Vo1 Lo [o TP T PO U PO PRTOPRRPRPTOPPION 7
=22 T e ==Y T o TR SR PR 0.6
Berry, 1ow-growing, SUDGrOUP 13—07G .....cc.oiiiiiiiiieiieteiee ettt b ettt a et sae et e ea e e s e eb e e s e ebees s e nbeeae et e naeentenanenenne 15
T o= PSPPSR PR RPTRRR 1.6
CanEDEITY SUDGIOUD T3—07A ... ittt ettt e ettt e eae e e be e tee e beeaaeeaaseeaas e e seaaaee e seeaaeeeseeamse e beeemeeaaneeenbeaseaenseesneesnseeaseas 5
L= 0T ) TSP 7
(0711 = ST P PSPPSR UPTPRRPP 0.1
(074 1=Y (10010 )7 RSP P TS UPPPPO 1.6
(0701 (o 0 e 10 o)/ oo o [0 o1 =TT TSP OOU PR RPRPRUPP 35
(07011 (o] o TR0 T [=1 g1 C=To JR=T=T=T TSP 0.75
(OU ] c=T (o =TT o L= TSP U SR PPRTPP 1.6
=1 o = PSPPSR 0.9
Fruit, POME, GroUP 1110 ..ottt h e e b e e e bt e s ae e et e e e h b e e s b e e e as e e e be e s bt e et e e e be e san e et e e s b e e nanesane e 0.7
Fruit, small, vine climbing, except fuzzy kiwifruit, SUDGroup 13—07F .......cooiiiiiiiii e 1
Fruit, stone, group 12, @XCEPE PIUM ......oiii ettt e e s e bt e s e e e b e sar e et e e s b e e saeeeaee e 2.5
(T = P - TSP 0.1
[T =T o T T = ][ [P SRRRPR 1.2
LT o= TSP 0.9
Herb subgroup 19A, except chervil and ChiVe ... e e 300
[ (oo TN = PSPPSR PP 0.1
[ (o] o e [ 1=Te [ oo T g =Y RSP P PP 15
L 0T €T - SRS P TSRO 0.1
1= 1o - LT TP OO TSP RO PP URTOPPRPR 1.6
JADOLICADA ... e e 0.9
[TV F=1 o RO TR P PO URUPTO PRI 5
YT RSP E ST RSP 5
L1 =T g Lo o RO OO P PP UR PP 7
A8 1 (== o 0o R PP ST PP RRPR 0.2
PAPAYA ...ttt h e b e et h e b e e b e e e b e e e e et e e h e e e b e e e e e e he e e bt e b e e e b e nae e et e esa e e e e eaae e 7
Lo TS TS 1o 01 U ST TRR PR 0.9
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(1)—Continued

Commodity

Parts per million

Pea and bean, succulent shelled, subgroup 6B

Peppermint, fresh leaves
Pistachio

PIUIML e 0.2

U1 =TT o PRSP PUPPTRRTRPPRE

Rambutan
Sapodilla
Sapote, black ........
Sapote, mamey
Sheep, fat
SOUISOP ..oiiieiiie ittt
Soybean, vegetable, succulent shelled ......
Spanish lIme .......ccociiviiii,
Spearmint, fresh leaves ..
Star apple
Starfruit ..........
Strawberry ......
Sugar apple
Vegetable, cucurbit, group 9 .....

Vegetable, fruiting, group 8—10 ......cccccevvevrenne
Vegetable, legume, edible-podded, subgroup 6A ....
Vegetable, tuberous and corm, subgroup 1C ...
WWAX JAMDU <.ttt ettt e bt e e h bt e s bt e et e et e e e bt e ehe e et e e e h e e e b e e he e e bt na et et e e e ab e e b e e e aneenhe e nreenaeeeane

o =0

O« N9 o 9O«
OCLUOROODUONTOUIND 2 NNNGO

o

o o

(2) Tolerances are established for
residues of the insecticide bifenazate (1-
methylethyl 2-(4-methoxy[1,1’-
biphenyl]-3-yl) hydrazinecarboxylate),
including its metabolites and
degradates, in or on the commodities

listed in Table 2 to Paragraph (a)(2).
Compliance with the tolerance levels
specified in Table 2 to Paragraph (a)(2)
is to be determined by measuring only
the sum of bifenazate and its
metabolites diazinecarboxylic acid, 2-(4-

TABLE 2 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(2)

methoxy-[1,1"-biphenyl]-3-yl), 1-
methylethyl ester; 1,1’-biphenyl, 4-o0l;
and 1,1”-biphenyl, 4-oxysulfonic acid
(calculated as the stoichiometric
equivalent of bifenazate) in or on the
commodity.

Commodity Parts per million
(b) * * * yl)hydrazinecarboxylate), including its =~ sum of bifenazate and its metabolite,

(c) Tolerances with regional
registrations. Tolerances with regional
registration, as defined in § 180.1(1), are
established for residues of the
insecticide bifenazate (1-methylethyl 2-
(4-methoxy[1,1’-biphenyl]-3-

metabolites and degradates, in or on the
commodities in Table 3 to Paragraph (c).
Compliance with the tolerance levels
specified in Table 3 to Paragraph (c) is
to be determined by measuring only the

TABLE 3 TO PARAGRAPH (c)

diazinecarboxylic acid, 2-(4-methoxy-
[1,1-biphenyl]-3-yl), 1-methylethyl
ester, (calculated as the stoichiometric
equivalent of bifenazate) in or on the
commodity.

Commodity

Parts per million

* * * * *

m 11. Amend § 180.620 by revising and
republishing paragraph (a) to read as
follows:

§180.620 Etofenprox; tolerances for
residues.

(a) General.

(1) Tolerances are established for
residues of the insecticide etofenprox,
including its metabolites and
degradates, in or on the commodities in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a)(1). Compliance
with the tolerance levels specified in
Table 1 to Paragraph (a)(1) is to be

determined by measuring only
etofenprox, 1-[[2-(4-ethoxyphenyl)-2-
methylpropoxylmethyl]-3-
phenoxybenzene in or on the
commodity.
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TABLE 1 TO PARAGRAPH (a)(1)
Commodity Parts per million

(0= L1 (=T - PSPPSR PPO 10
Cattle, meat .................... 0.5
Cattle, meat byproducts .. 10
o o [T 0.4
Fungi, edible, group 21 3
[ To T R - LSRR 10
Goat, meat .......ccoceveveennn 0.5
Goat, meat byproducts ... 10
Hog, fat ..o 4
Hog, meat ...t 0.5
Hog, meat byproducts . 4
Horse, fat ......cccocoeeens 10
Horse, meat .................... 0.5
Horse, meat byproducts . 10
MilK e, 0.6
Poultry, fat 1
Poultry, meat 0.01
Poultry, meat byproducts ... 1
Rice, grain .......cccccoveveennnen. 0.01
Sheep, fat ............. 10
Sheep, meat .......cccceene 0.5
Sheep, meat byproducts 10

(2) A tolerance of 5 parts per million
is established for residues of the
insecticide etofenprox, including its
metabolites and degradates, in or on all
food/feed items (other than those
covered by a higher tolerance as a result
of use on growing crop(s)) when
etofenprox is used as a wide-area
mosquito adulticide. Compliance with
the tolerance levels specified in this
paragraph (a)(2) is to be determined by
measuring only etofenprox,1-[[2-(4-
ethoxyphenyl)-2
methylpropoxylmethyl]-3-
phenoxybenzene in or on the food/feed
item.

[FR Doc. 2025-22519 Filed 12-10-25; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 248
[EPA-R06-RCRA-2025-3129; FRL—-13097—-
01-R6]

No-Migration Variance From Land
Disposal Restrictions for Clean
Harbors Lone Mountain, Oklahoma

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of proposal to grant.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to grant,
with conditions, no-migration variances
for nine categories/groups of wastes,
containing up to a combined 100
temporary disposal units (“put piles”) at
any one time, from the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)

Land Disposal Restrictions (LDR)
standards at Clean Harbors’ Lone
Mountain (Clean Harbors) commercial
treatment, storage and disposal facility
(TSDF) in Waynoka, Oklahoma. These
variances will allow Clean Harbors to
temporarily store treated hazardous
wastes that are awaiting LDR
compliance verification in put piles
within its Subtitle C (hazardous waste)
landfill. The petitioner demonstrated, to
a reasonable degree of certainty, that
there will be no migration of hazardous
constituents from the put piles for as
long as the wastes remain hazardous.
Additionally, once LDR compliance is
verified, the put piles will be disposed
within the onsite RCRA hazardous
waste landfill area and will be subject
to the conditions set out in the
Compliance Monitoring Plan section of
this document.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before January 12, 2026.

ADDRESSES: You may send comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R06—
RCRA-2025-3129, by any of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal:
https://www.regulations.gov (our
preferred method). Follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.

e Email: Mustafa.golam@epa.gov.
Include Docket ID No. EPA-R06—RCRA-
2025-3129 in the subject line of the
message.

¢ Courier/Hand Delivery: Golam
Mustafa, Land, Chemicals and
Redevelopment Division, EPA Region 6,
1201 Elm Street, Dallas, Texas 75270,
Mail Code: R6LCR-RP, telephone
number: (214) 665—6576. Courier or
hand deliveries are only accepted

during the Regional Office’s normal
hours of operation. The public is
advised to call in advance to verify the
business hours. Special arrangements
should be made of deliveries of boxed
information.

e Instructions: All submissions must
include the Docket ID No. EPA-R06—
RCRA-2025-3129 for this proposed
approval. Comments received may be
posted without change to https://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on sending
comments and additional information,
see the “Public Participation” heading
of the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section of this document.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Golam Mustafa, Land, Chemicals and
Redevelopment Division, EPA Region 6,
1201 Elm Street, Dallas, Texas 75270,
Mail Code: R6LCR-RP, telephone
number: (214) 665—-6576; and email:
Mustafa.golam@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Public Participation
A. Docket

EPA has established a docket for this
action under Docket ID No. EPA-R06—
RCRA-2025-3129. All documents in the
docket are listed in the https://
www.regulations.gov index.

B. Written Comments

Submit your comments, identified by
Docket ID No. EPA-R06—-RCRA-2025—
3129, at https://www.regulations.gov
(our preferred method), or the other
methods identified in the ADDRESSES
section. Once submitted, comments


https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
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