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Need for correction

As published, final regulations (TD
9046) contains errors that may prove to
be misleading and are in need of
clarification.

Correction of Publication

= Accordingly, the publication of final
regulations (TD 9046), which was the
subject of FR Doc. 03—4958, is corrected
as follows:

§602.101 [Corrected]

= 1. On page 10178, column 2, in the first
table under § 602.101(b), the entry for
301.6112—1T in the table is corrected by
removing the OMB number ““1545—
1686” and adding new OMB numbers to
read as follows:

* * * * *
(b) * % %
CFR part or section where O,v%”crgmml
identifed and described No
* * * * *
301.6112-1T oovvvveeviieieeeeeeeieeeees 1545-0865
1545-1686
* * * * *

= 2. On page 10178, column 2, in the
second table under § 602.101(b), the
entry for 301.6112-1 in the table is cor-
rected by removing the OMB number
“1545-1686"" and adding new OMB
numbers to read as follows:

* * * * *
(b) E
CFR part or section where Ol\/(l:grcrgmrol
identified and described No
301.6112-1 ..ooveiiieieee 1545-0865
1545-1686
* * * * *

Cynthia E. Grigsby,

Chief, Regulations Unit, Associate Chief
Counsel, (Procedure & Administration).
[FR Doc. 03—-7733 Filed 4—-01-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 117
[CGD07-02-077]
RIN 1625-AA09

Drawbridge Operation Regulations;
Coronado Beach Bridge (SR 44),
Intracoastal Waterway, New Smyrna
Beach, FL

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is changing
the regulations governing the operation
of the Coronado Beach bridge (SR44),
Intracoastal Waterway, mile 845, New
Smyrna Beach, Florida. This rule
requires the bridge to open on signal,
except that from 7 a.m. until 7 p.m.,
each day of the week, the bridge need
only open on the hour, twenty minutes
past the hour and forty minutes past the
hour. This action is intended to improve
movement of vehicular traffic while not
unreasonably interfering with the
movement of vessel traffic.

DATES: This rule is effective May 2,
2003.

ADDRESSES: Comments and material
received from the public, as well as
documents indicated in this preamble as
being available in the docket, are part of
docket [CGD7-02—077] and are available
for inspection or copying at Commander
(obr) Seventh Coast Guard District, 909
SE 1st Ave, Miami, Florida 33131
between 7:30 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: MTr.
Barry Dragon, Project Manager, Seventh
Coast Guard District, Bridge Branch,
(305) 415-6743.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Regulatory Information

On August 7, 2002, we published a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
entitled Drawbridge Operation
Regulations; Coronado Beach Bridge (SR
44), Intracoastal Waterway, New
Smyrna Beach, Florida in the Federal
Register (67 FR 51157). We received
twenty-four letters commenting on the
proposed rule. No public hearing was
requested, and none was held.

Background and Purpose

On behalf of the City of New Smyrna
Beach, the New Smyrna Beach Police
Chief requested a change in regulations
governing the operation of the Coronado
Beach bridge (SR44) to ease vehicle

traffic congestion on the causeway
approaching the bridge and surrounding
beachside intersections and roadways.
The Coronado Beach bascule bridge is
part of a two-lane, narrow, undivided
arterial roadway. This roadway is
severely congested due to insufficient
vehicular capacity and year round
tourism. The existing regulation for this
bridge is published in 33 CFR 117.5 and
requires the bridge to open on signal.
The bridge has a vertical clearance of 24
feet at mean high water and a horizontal
clearance of 90 feet. This rule will
facilitate vehicle traffic by placing the
bridge on a predictable 20-minute
opening schedule from 7 a.m. until 7
p.m., each day of the week.

Discussion of Comments and Changes

We received twenty-four letters
concerning the proposed rule. Twenty-
two of the letters supported the
proposal. One letter from a commercial
fisherman requested that a fifteen-
minute schedule be adopted for
weekdays and that the bridge open on
signal for weekends, with exceptions for
U.S. documented vessels with Coast
Guard fishery and commercial towing
endorsements, and emergency and Coast
Guard vessels when the bridge should
open on signal. One letter from the
American Canadian Caribbean Line,
Inc., requested that scheduled passenger
vessels be exempt from the twenty-
minute schedule.

We have carefully considered the
comments and decided not to change
the proposed rule. We do not believe
that a five-minute difference in
scheduled bridge openings will
significantly impact vessel traffic and
the proposed rule meets the reasonable
needs of navigation in the waterways
surrounding the bridge. The Coast
Guard does not believe there is a
sufficient basis for excluding vessels
with Coast Guard fishery and
commercial towing endorsements from
the twenty-minute schedule.
Additionally, the weekend vessel traffic
does not increase significantly while the
vehicular traffic actually increases;
therefore, the twenty-minute schedule is
warranted for weekends too. Regularly
scheduled passenger vessels should
have no difficulties timing their
departure to make one of the twenty-
minute bridge openings.

Regulatory Evaluation

This rule is not a “significant
regulatory action” under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review, and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
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Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order. It is not “significant” under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Homeland Security
(DHS).

We expect the economic impact of
this rule to be so minimal that a full
Regulatory Evaluation under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
DHS is unnecessary because this rule
allows for three openings per hour from
7 a.m. until 7 p.m., each day, and
openings on signal at all other times.

Small Entities

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act
(5 U.S.C. 601-612), we have considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ““small entities” comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

This rule may affect the following
entities, some of which might be small
entities: the owners or operators of
vessels intending to transit under the
Coronado Beach bridge from the hours
of 7 a.m. until 7 p.m. daily, as well as
people who drive vehicles over the
bridge from 7 a.m. until 7 p.m. daily,
and local business owners. The Coast
Guard certifies under 5 U.S.C. 605(b)
that this rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because this
rule only slightly modifies the existing
bridge operation schedule, the
maximum waiting time for vessels to
pass will be twenty-minutes from 7 a.m.
until 7 p.m., daily, and the average cycle
time for a bridge opening is
approximately 6 minutes.

Assistance for Small Entities

Under section 213(a) of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Public Law 104—
121), we offered to assist small entities
in understanding the rule so that they
could better evaluate its effects on them
and participate in the rulemaking
process. Small businesses may send
comments on the actions of Federal
employees who enforce, or otherwise
determine compliance with, Federal
regulations to the Small Business and
Agriculture Regulatory Enforcement
Ombudsman and the Regional Small
Business Regulatory Fairness Boards.
The Ombudsman evaluates these
actions annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by

employees of the Coast Guard, call 1-
888-REG-FAIR (1-888-734—3247).

Collection of Information

This rule calls for no new collection
of information under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501—
3520).

Federalism

A rule has implications for federalism
under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this rule under that Order and have
determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531-1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector, of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Although this rule will not result in
such an expenditure, we do discuss the
effects of this rule elsewhere in this
preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not effect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not create an environmental risk to
health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does not have a substantial
direct effect on one or more Indian
tribes, on the relationship between the

Federal Government and Indian tribes,
or on the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a “‘significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Environment

We have analyzed this rule under
Commandant Instruction M16475.1D,
which guides the Coast Guard in
complying with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 U.S.C. 4321-4307f), and
have concluded that there are no factors
in this case that would limit the use of
a categorical exclusion under section
2.B.2 of the Instruction. Therefore, this
rule is categorically excluded, under
figure 2—1, paragraph (32)(e), of the
Instruction, from further environmental
documentation. Under figure 2—1,
paragraph (32)(e) of the Instruction, an
“Environmental Analysis Check List”
and a “Categorical Exclusion
Determination” are not required for this
rule.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117
Bridges.
» For the reasons discussed in the pre-

amble, the Coast Guard amends 33 CFR
Part 117 as follows:

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS

» 1. The authority citation for part 117
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; Department of
Homeland Security Delegation No. 0170; 33
CFR 1.05-1(g); Section 117.255 also issued
under authority of Pub. L. 102-587, 106 Stat.
5039.

m 2.In §117.261, add paragraph (h) to
read as follows:

§117.261 Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway
from St. Marys River to Key Largo.

* * * * *

(h) Coronado Beach bridge (SR 44),
mile 845 at New Smyrna Beach. The
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Coronado Beach bridge (SR 44), mile
845, shall open on signal, except that
from 7 a.m. until 7 p.m., each day of the
week, the draw need only open on the
hour, twenty minutes past the hour and

forty minutes past the hour.
* * * * *

Dated: March 21, 2003.
James S. Carmichael,

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Commander,
Seventh Coast Guard District.

[FR Doc. 03—-7996 Filed 4-1-03; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-15-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180
[OPP-2003-0046; FRL—7299-8]

S-Metolachlor; Pesticide Tolerance

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

SUMMARY: This regulation establishes a
tolerance for combined residues of S-
metolachlor Acetamid, 2-chloro-N-(2-
ethyl-6-methylphenyl)-N-(2-methoxy-1-
methylethyl)-, (S) and its metabolites,
determined as the derivatives, 2-(2-
ethyl-6-methylphenyl)amino-1-propanol
and 4-(2-ethyl-6-methylphenyl)-2-
hydroxy-5-methyl-3-morpholinone,
each expressed as the parent compound
S-metolachlor in or on the raw
agricultural commodities grass forage,
grass hay, spinach, sugar beet, sugar
beet molasses, sugar beet tops,
sunflower seed, sunflower meal, and
tomato. The Interregional Research
Project No. 4 (IR-4) and Syngenta Crop
Protection requested theses tolerances
under the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (FFDCA), as amended by
the Food Quality Protection Act of 1996
(FQPA).

DATES: This regulation is effective April
2, 2003. Objections and requests for
hearings, identified by docket ID
number OPP-2003-0046, must be
received on or before June 2, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Written objections and
hearing requests may be submitted
electronically, by mail, or through hand
delivery/courier. Follow the detailed
instructions as provided in Unit VI. of
the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joanne Miller, Registration Division
(7505C), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW.,Washington,
DC 20460-0001; telephone number:
(703) 305—6224; e-mail address:
miller.joanne@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. General Information
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 manufacture. Potentially
affected entities may include, but are
not limited to:

* Crop production (NAICS 111)

* Animal production (NAICS 112)

* Food manufacturing (NAICS 311)

* Pesticide manufacturing (32532)

This listing is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
affected by this action. Other types of
entities not listed in this unit could also
be affected. The North American
Industrial Classification System
(NAICS) codes have been provided to
assist you and others in determining
whether this action might apply to
certain entities. If you have any
questions regarding the applicability of
this action to a particular entity, consult
the person listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.

B. How Can I Get Copies of this
Document and Other Related
Information?

1. Docket. EPA has established an
official public docket for this action
under docket identification (ID) number
OPP-2003-0046. The official public
docket consists of the documents
specifically referenced in this action,
any public comments received, and
other information related to this action.
Although a part of the official docket,
the public docket does not include
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. The official public
docket is the collection of materials that
is available for public viewing at the
Public Information and Records
Integrity Branch (PIRIB), Rm. 119,
Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Hwy., Arlington, VA. This docket
facility is open from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.,
Monday through Friday, excluding legal
holidays. The docket telephone number
is (703) 305-5805.

2. Electronic access. You may access
this Federal Register document
electronically through the EPA Internet
under the “Federal Register” listings at
http://www.epa.gov/fedrgstr/. A
frequently updated electronic version of
40 CFR part 180 is available at http://
www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/
cfrhtml_00/Title_40/40cfr180_00.html, a
beta site currently under development.
To access the OPPTS Harmonized
Guidelines referenced in this document,

go directly to the guidelines at http://
www.epa.gov/opptsfrs/home/
guidelin.htm.

An electronic version of the public
docket is available through EPA’s
electronic public docket and comment
system, EPA Dockets. You may use EPA
Dockets at http://www.epa.gov/edocket/
to submit or view public comments,
access the index listing of the contents
of the official public docket, and to
access those documents in the public
docket that are available electronically.
Although not all docket materials may
be available electronically, you may still
access any of the publicly available
docket materials through the docket
facility identified in Unit I.B.1. Once in
the system, select ““search,” then key in
the appropriate docket ID number.

II. Background and Statutory Findings

In the Federal Register of January 29,
2003, (68 FR 4470-4475) (FRL—7281-3),
EPA issued a notice pursuant to section
408 of FFDCA, 21 U.S.C. 346a, as
amended by FQPA (Public Law 104—
170), announcing the filing of pesticide
petitions (PP 6E4638, 8E5011, 6F6751,
and 7F4897) by the Interregional
Research Project No. 4 (IR-4), and
Syngenta Crop Protection, New Jersey
Agricultural Experiment Station, P.O.
Box 231, Rutgers University, New
Brunswick, NJ 08903 and 410 Swing
Road, Greensboro, NC 27419. That
notice included a summary of the
petition prepared by IR-4 and Syngenta,
the registrant. There were no comments
received in response to the notice of
filing.

The petition requested that 40 CFR
180.368(a) be amended by establishing a
tolerance for combined residues of the
herbicide S-metolachlor Acetamid, 2-
chloro-N-(2-ethyl-6-methylphenyl)-N-(2-
methoxy-1-methylethyl)-, (S) and its
metabolites, determined as the
derivatives, 2-(2-ethyl-6-
methylphenyl)amino-1-propanol and 4-
(2-ethyl-6-methylphenyl)-2-hydroxy-5-
methyl-3-morpholinone, each expressed
as the parent compound in or on the
raw agricultural commodities grass
forage at 12.0 parts per million (ppm),
grass hay at 0.02 ppm, spinach at 0.5
ppm, sugar beet at 0.5 ppm, sugar beet
dried pulp at 1.0 ppm, sugar beet
molasses at 3.0 ppm, sugar beet tops at
15.0 ppm, sunflower at 0.5 ppm,
sunflower meal at 1.0 ppm, and tomato
at 0.1 ppm.

Section 408(b)(2)(A)(@) of the FFDCA
allows EPA to establish a tolerance (the
legal limit for a pesticide chemical
residue in or on a food) only if EPA
determines that the tolerance is “safe.”
Section 408(b)(2)(A)(ii) of the FFDCA
defines ““safe”” to mean that “there is a
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