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land submitted to the Regional Ad-
ministrator a prop revision of the
Maryland State lementstion Plan
for the attainment and maintenance
. of national ambient air qunllty stan-
dards (NAAQS), The proposed revision

was defined in an Order lssued by the
Maryland Secreiary of the Depart-
ment of Health and Mental Hyglene
on July 8, 1978, The proposal consisted
of a request to grant an excepilon to
the Westvaco Corp., Luke, Md., from
Maryland’s sulfur-in-fuel regulation
(10.03.36.04B) which requires the use
of {uel containing 1% or less salfur by
weight, The purpose of this request
for an exception was to allow the
Westvaco Corp., to burn coal with a
higher sulfur content. At the same
time the Westvaco Corp., would be al-
lowed to emit up to 58 tons/day of
sulfur dioxide (80, from all Tuel
butning equipment. The State of
Maryland justified this request with
the following:

1., Westvaco desires {0 remain’ on.

coal firing, but has been unable to
secure an adegquate supply of 1 percent
sulfur coal.

2. Desulfurization alternatives were
not: yet available to the company, =

3. SBuch an exception would not
cause violation of federal or state stan.
dards in the vlcinity of the plani

The State of Maryland submitted
proof that a public hearing with ade-
quate public notice was held on May
26, 1975, pursuant to 40 CFR Part 51,
Requirements for Preparation, Adop-
tion, and Submittal of State Imple-
mentation Plans. =~

The State of Maryland, on behalf of

the Westvaco Corp., submitted a mod- -

eling analysis mtende_d to demonstrate
that the exception Treqguested would
not result in violations of NAAQS for
S0, Upon review of the analysis, EPA
determined that it was incorrect In a
number of respects and underprédicts
the impect of SO, emissions, There-
fore EPA concluded that the analysis
did not provide a demonsiration that
alr quality standards would be at-
talned or maintained it the exception
were to be approved as a SIP revision,
Subsequent meetings” were held with
the State of Marylahd and Westvaco
in attempts to resolvé differences be-
{ween the company’s modeling ap-
proach in support of the request for
exception and that which EPA be-
lieves to be appropriate. Although
some minor differences were resolved,
EPA maintained that, overall, the
modeling analysis did not demonstrate
that the SO, Hmitations specified in
the excention request will not violate
the NAAQS for 80,. Accordingly. EPA
informed the State of Maryland, in a
“Jetter dated February 28, 1977, that
‘the exception refuest was dndpprova.
ble as a revision of thé Maryland SIP.

On November 18, 1977, the State of
Maryland submitted to the Reglonal

| __;_.,yodd} _,-Limozm .@ _ |

PRO
Adminjstrator an Amendment to the

- aforementioned Secretarial Order.

This submittal alters the originally
proposéd revision of the SIP in that
the Westvaco Corp. would be limited
to 49 tons/day of 80, instead of 58
tons/day. Also, under the terms of the
Amendment, the ‘Westvaco Corp. con-
sents to its Installing two meteorologi-
cal stations and additional SO, moni-
fors. The stated purposes of the addi-
tional equipment is to provide infor-
mation regarding air quality levels and
to verify the adequacy of the 49 ton/
day emission limitation as determined
by the Company’'s modeling analysis,
or to establish with any new data, a

different emission limitation. After

evaluating the revised submittal, EPA
maintaing that the modeling analysis,
including the most current revision
dated June 14, 1977, does not demon-
strate that the 49 ton/day 80;: limita-

tion will not violate NAAQS for SO,

This determination is not altered by
an eviluation of information con-
talned in a February 2, 1978 report
forwarded directly to EPA by West-
vaco. Thus the agency believes that
the revised reqguest for an exception
on behalf of the Westvaco Corpora-
tion is alzo unapprovable as a revision
of the Maryland 8IP,

The State of Maryland submitted
proof that a public hearing on the
Amendment to the Secretarial Order
of July 8, 1975 was held on October 7,
1971, aftér adequate public notice,
pursuant to 40 CFR Part 51, Require-
ments for Preparation, Adoption and
Subinittal of State Implementation

This notice is to advise the public of
receipt of Maryland’s request for an
exception, and to request public com-
ment on it. Only comments received
before April 5, 1978, will be considered.
The Adminisirator's decision to ap-
prove or disapprove this proposed revi-
sion will be based on whether it meets
the requirements of Section 110 of the
Clean Air Act and EPA regulations in
40 CFR Part 51. .

Coples of the proposed revision, to-
gether with supporting documentation
and correspondence, are available for
public inspection during normal bust-
ness hours at the offices of:

U.8. Environmental Protection Agencv
Region III, Air Programs Branch, Curtis
Bufiding, Sixth and Walnut Streets, Phila-
delphia, Pa. 19106, ATTN: Mr. Harold
Prankford (3JAHL1). .

Maryland State Bureau of Air Quality and
Noise Control, 301 West Preston Street,
Baltimaore, Md. 21201, ATTN: Mr, George

Public Information Reference Unit, U.S. En-
vironmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW,, Washington, D.C. 20460.

All comments should be addressed
to:

Mr. Howard R. Helm (3JAHID), Chief, Air
Planning Branch, Environmental Protec-

}'!/:‘V!7 5?3”1

s

_

it s T gres

“Hoft Agen‘ ney, Reglon IIT, Curtis Bull?alng, '
‘Bixth and Walnut Streets, Philadeiphls,
Pa. 19108, ATTN: AHMGMD.
{42 US.C. 7401 et seq.)
Dated: February 27, 1978,
JACKE J, SCHRAMM,
_ Regional Administralor.
[FR Doc. 78-5707 Filed 3-3-78; 8:46 am)

[1505-011

(40 CFR Part 141]
[FRL 861-5]

INTERIM PRIMARY DRINKING WATER
REGULATIONS

_Control of Organic Chemical
Contaminants in Drhlklng Wﬂfer

C'orrecuou

In PR Doc., 78-3414 appearlng at
page 67566 in the issue for Thursday,
February 9, 1978, on page 5777, second
column, (¢) of §141.12 should read as
follows:

(2) Total trihalomethanes
Ethe sum of the concentrs-
tlons of bromodichloro-
methane, dibromochloro-
methane, {ribromomethane
(bromoform} and trichloro-
methane (chlorotorm)l 7 L0110 me/l

[65560-01] :
[40 CFR Part 180]
[FRL 863-4; PP TE2001/P84]

" PESTICIDE PROGRAMS

TOLERANCES AND  EXEMPTIONS
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE
CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI-
CULTURAL COMMODITIES

Proposed Tolerances for The Pesticide

————Chemical Malaibion
AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Pro-
grams, Environmental - Protection
Agenecy (EPA),

ACTION: Proposed rule,

‘SUMMARY: This notice proposes that
the Insecticide malathion be used on
birdsfoot trefoll. The proposal was
submitted by the Interregional Re-
gearch Project No. 4. This amendment
to the regulations would eztablish a
maximum permissible level for resi-
dues of malathion on birdsfoot trefoil.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before April §, 1978,

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Pederal
Register Section, Technical Services
Division (WH-669), Office of Pesticide

mmvoun.mmv,mcuo,lm
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Programs, EPA, Room 40],
Tower, 401 M Street S‘W Washington,
D.C. 20460,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mrs. Pairicin Critclﬂow, Regist:ratlop
Division (WH-567), Office of Pesti-
clde Programs, EPA, 202-755-2516.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMA‘I‘ION
Dr. C. C. Compton, Interregional Re-
search Project No. 4, New Jersey State
Agricultural Experiment Station, P.O,
.Box 231, Rutgers University, New
Brunswlck N.J. 08003, on behalf of
the IR-4 Technical ‘Committee and
the Agricultural Experiment Station
of New York has submitted a pesticlde
petition (PP TE2001) to the EPA. This
petition requests that the Administra-
tor propose that 40 CFR 180.11% be
amended by the establishment of &
- tolerance for residues of the insectl-
cide malathion {O,0-dimethyl dithio-
phosphate of diethyl mercaptosucein-
ate) in or on the raw agricultural com-
modity birdsfoot trefoil at 135 parts
_per million (bpm).

The data submitted In the petition
and all other relevant material have
been evaluated, The pesticide is con-
sidered useful for the purpose for
which the tolerance I sought, and it is
concluded that the tolerance of 13§
ppm established by amending 40 CFR
180.111 will protect the public health,

The toxicological dats considered in

support of the proposed tolerance in-’

cluded rat and mouse oral acute toxle-
ity determinations, recombinant assay
and reversion assay mutagenicity stud-
ies, a delayéd neurotoxocicity study, a
single-dose intraperitoneal teratology
study, & one-generation reproduction
study, two 2-year rat-feeding studies,
and & 47-day human-feeding study.
Since bhirdsfoot trefoil is not a human
food but a substitute forage crop for
alfalfs on which & tolerance is already
established and since tolerances are
also established In meat, milk, and
meat byproducts, the Toxicology
Branch concludes that there will be no
fncrease in residues contributed {o the
human diet resulting from the pro-
posed use, Oncogenic studies In two
species, a multigeneration reprodue-
tion study, and a teratology (feeling)
study, are lacking.

An adequate analytical method (gas
chromatography using electron cap-
ture detection) 1s avaitable for enforce-
ment. purposes, and the nature of the
residues {s adequately delineated. To-
lerances have previously been estab-
lished (40 CFR 180.111) for residues of
malathion on a variety of raw agricul-
tura]l commodities ranging from 13%
ppm to 0.1 ppm.

There is no reasonable expectation
of residues in eggs and poultry from
the proposed use, The established {o-
lerances for residues in meat and mitk

are adequate fo cover secondary regl-

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 44~MONDAY, MARCH 6, 1978

dues resulting from the’ proposeh use
ag delineated in 40 CFR 180.6(a)2).
It is proposed, therefore, that the

‘tolerance be establlshed as set forth

below.

‘ARy person who has reglstered. or
submitted an application for the regis-
tration of a pesticide under the Feder-
al Insecticlde, Pungicide, and Rodenti-
cide Act which contalns any of the in-
gredients listed herein may request, on
of before April 5, 1978, that this rule-
making proposal be referred to an ad-
visory committee in accordance with
section 408(e) of the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act.

Interested persons are- invited to
sabmit written comments on the pro-
posed regulation. The comments must
bear a notation indicating both the
subject and the. petition/document
control number, “PPTE2001/P64”. All
wrtien comments tiled in response to
this notice of proposed rulemaking
will be avallable for public inspection
in the office of the Federal Register
from 8:30 am. to 4 p.m. Monday
through Friday.

Dated; February 27, 1978.

Doveras D. Camrer,
Acting Direclor,
Registration Division,
STATUTORY AUTHORITY: Sec. 408(e), Federal
Food, Drug, and Coametic Act (21 US.C.
Jd6ale)).

it is proposed that Part 180, Subpal‘l.
C, sectign 180.111 be revised in its en-
tlrety by editorially reformatting the
section inte an alphabetized columanar
listing and aiphabetically inserting the
new tolerance of 135 ppm on blrdsfoot
trefoil, as follows:

$186.111 Malnthlon; tolerances for resi-

_dwes, . o

Tolerances are established for resi-
dues of the insecticide malathion
(0,0-dimethyl dithiophosphate of
diethyl mercaptosucclnate) in or on
the following raw agricultural com.
modities:

Purts per
Commodity million
Alfalls (PRE-B\
Almond hulls (PRE-H) ....cuumamssessssstomsenn
Almonds (PRE- aiid POBT-H) e

Beets (including tops) (PRE-HD vvivissn
Beets, sugar, roots (PRE-H).......
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Turnips (including tops) (FRE-H)
Vetch, hay (PRE-H).....

e

Watercrest (FRE-HD v
Wheat, grain (PRE— and POST

“The tolerance level shall nof be excecded in any
cut of meat or in any meat byproduct irom catéle,
gaate, hogs, horses, pouliry, or sheep,

-1FR Doc. 78-5716 Filetl 3-3-78; 8: 45 am)] -

[6560-01])
{40 CFR Part iso]
[FRL 863~5 PP 6E1741IP52]

TOLERANCES  AND EXEMPTIONS
FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE
CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI-
_CULTURAL COMMODITIES

Proposed Tolerances for the I’esﬁcldo
Chemlcal moxmmqo-_
mﬂhyl-l,?,«i-ﬂl‘ladia:éle _

AGENCY: Office of Pesticide Pro-

grams, Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Propoesed rule.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes that
a tolerance be established for residues

nnnnnnnnn

of the fungicide 5-ethoxy-3-trichloro- |

methyl-1,2,4-thiadiazole. The proposal
WaS submitted by the California State
Dept. of Pood and Agriculture. This

amendment will establish a maximum -

permissible level for résidues of the
. subject lungicide on avocados.

DATE; Comments must be received on
or before April 5, 1878,

ADDRESS COMMEN'I‘S TO: Federal
Register Section, Technical Services
Division (WH-—568), Office of Pesti-
ride Programs, EPA, Rm. 401, East
Tower, 401 M Street 8W., Washington,
D.C. 20480,
FOR F’URTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

Mrs, Pairicia Critchlow. Registra.tlon

Division (WH-587), Office of Pesti-
cide Programs, Environmental Pro-

tection Agency, 202-755-2516. -

PROPOSED RULES
BUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The California Btate Dept. of Food
and Agrlculture, Agricultural Chemi-
cals and Peed, 1220 N Street, Sacra-
mento, Calif, 95814, has submitted a
Destlcide petition (PP 6E1747) to the
EPA. The petition requests that the
Administrator propose that 40 CFR
Part 180 be amended by the establish-
ment of a tolerance for combined resi-
dues of the fungicide 5-ethoxy-3-trich-
loromethyl-1.2,4-thiadiazole and jts
monoacid metabolite  3-carboxy-5-
ethoxy-1,2,4-thiadazole in or on the
raw agricultural commodity avocados
et 0.15 part per million (ppm).

The data submitted in the petifion
and other relevant material have been
eveluated. The pesticide is considered
useful for the pufpose for which the
tolerance is sought. The toxicology
data considered in support of the pro-
posed 0.15 ppm tolerance were & two-
year rat and dog-feedi}xg studybwim
no-effect levels } o 8Qppm ased
on systemic effec{‘;[‘ in thé rat study
and 100 ppm based on the dog study, a
three-generation rat reproduction
study with an NEL of 80 ppm, and an
oral lethal dose (LD stusly in rats.
There is no reasonable expectation

of residues in eggs, meat, milk, or
poultry a8 delineated in 40 CFR

- 180.6(a)3). The nature of the residue

is adequately understood, and ade-
quate analytical methods (electron
capture gas-liguid chromatography

and Hguid chromatography using a UV

. . detector) sare available for enforce-

meént purposes, An interim tolerahce
hes previously been established (40
CFR 180.319) for residites of the sub-
Ject fungicide on eott.onseed at 0.3
ppm.

A second oncogenicity study and a
teratogenicity study are lacking. How-
ever, baged on: (1) The above informa-
tion considered by the Agency; (2} the
fact that there 13 no expectation of re-
sidues on avocados; and (3) the insig-
nificance of avocados in the diet, i is
concluded that the tolerance of 0.15
ppm established by amending 40 CFR
Part 180 would protect the public
health, Should any infermation devel-.
op to show adverse effects from the
fungicide on man or the envitonment,
the petliioner has agreed not to con-
test a revocation of the tolerance by
this Agency. It is proposed, therefore,
that the tolerance be established as
set forth below. '

Any person who has registered, or
submitted an application for the regis-
tration of a pesticide under the Feder:
81 Insccticide, Fungicide, and Rodenti-”
cide Act which contains any of the in-
-gredients listed herein may request, on
or before April 5, 1978 that this -rule-
making proposal be referred to an ad-

vigory committee in accordance with,

gection 408(e) of the Federal Food,

_Drug andCosmeﬁcAct

9165

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on the pro-
posed regulation. The comments must
bear 3 notation Indicating both the
subject and the petition/document
control number, “PP6E1T47/P62", All
written comments filed in response to
this notice of proposed rulemaking
will be available for public inspection
In the Office of the Federal Register
from 8:30 am. to 4 pm., Monday
through Friday.

Dated February 27, 1978.

Dovugras D. CAMPT,
Acting Director,
o _ Registration Division.
{Sec. 40B(e), Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act (21 T.B.C. 348a(e)))

It is proposed that Part 180, Subpart
, be amended by adding the new
§ 180.370 to read as follows:

$180.370 6-Bthoxy-3-trichloromethy)-1,2,4-
. thiadiazole; tolerances for residues.
“Tolerances are established for com-

bined residues of the fungicide 5-
ethoxy - 3 - t{richloromethyl - 1,2,4-

"thiadiszole and its monoacid metabo-

lite 3-carboxy-S-ethoxy-1,2.4-thiadia-
zole in or on the following raw agricui-
tural commodities:

Commodity:

A dos

Poris per
milton
0.16

" IFR DIoc. T8-6717 Fited 3-3-78; §:45 am)

[4910-14]
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Coast Gucu'd .

[46 CFR Pari 4)
[CCD 77-036)
VESSEL REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is con-
gidering amending the Marine Investi-
#ation regulations in order to elimi-
nate dual reporting requirements im-
posed upon certain vessels. Vessels
that do not held a Certificate of In-
spection and that are either numbered
under the provisions of the Federal
Boal Safety Act of 1971, or used by
their operators for recreational pur-
poses are presently subject to dual re-
porting requirements for accidents or
casualties. This proposed amendment
will ellminate the undue burden cur-
rently imposed upon the.owners of
these vessels.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before April 23, 1978,

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
submitted to Commandant (G-CMC/

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. MONDAY, MARCH 6, 1978
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81) (CGD T7-038), U.8, Coast Guard,
Washington, D.C. 20590. Comments
will be available for examination at
the Marine ety Councll (G-CMC/
81), Room 8117, Department of Trans-
portation, Nassif Building, 400 Sev-
ggglgo Street SW., Washington, D.C.

FPOR FURTHER INFORMATION_

CONTACT:

© Captain George K. Greiner, Marine
Safety Council (G-CMC/81), Room
8117, Department of Transportation,
Nasgif Building, 400 Seventh Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 205690, 202-
426-1477.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Interested persons are invited to par-

ticipate in this proposed rulemaking

by submitting written views, data, or
arguments. Each comment should in-
clude the name and address of the
person submitting the comment, refer-
ence this notice (CGD 77-036), identi-
fy the specific section of the proposal
to which each comment applies, and
give the reasons for each comment. All
comments recelved before the expira-
tion of the comment perlod will be
considered before final action is taken
on this proposal. No public hearing is
planned but one may be held at a tite
and place to be set in a later notice in
the FEDERAL REGISTER if requested in
writing by an interested person raising
8 genuine issue and desiring to com-
ment orally at a public hearing.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal persons involved In
drafting this proposel are: Licutenant
Anthony Regalbuto, Project Manager,
Office of Merchant Marine Safety,
and Edward J. Gill, Jr., Project Atior-
ney, Office of the Chief Counsel.

D1scUssION OF THE PROPOSED
REGULATIONS

An operator of a vessel that does not
hold a' Certificate of Inspection and
that is either numbered under the pro-
visions of the Federal Boat Safety Act
of 1971, or used by the operator for
recreational purposes, is required by

- 33 CFR 173.55 to submit Coast Guard
Form CQ-3865, Boating Accident
Report, or an equivalent form pre-
scribed by state authorities whenever
the vessel or equipment is involved in

occurrence specified in 33 CFR
1?3 $5. If such a vessel 1s Involved in a
casualty which meets the reporting
criteria in 46 CFR 4.05-1, then the op-
erator Is also reguired to submit Coast
Guard Form CQ-2682, Report of
Vessel Casualty or Accldent and Coast
Guard Form CG-924E, Report of Per-
sonal Injury. The reporting criteria
for 46 CFR 4.05-1 and 33 CFR 173.55
overlap whenever a vessel or Its equip-
ment iz involved in a casualty or Acci-
dent where there is loss of life, injury
causing any persons to remain inca-

PROPOSED RULES

pacitated for a period in excess of 72
hours, or actual physical damage to
property in excess of $1,500.00

In consideration of the foregoing, it
is proposed that part 4 of Title 46 of
the Code of Federal Regulations be
amended by adding a new §4.01-3 to
read as follows: -

$4.01-3 Reporting exclusion.

Vessels subject to 33 CFR, 173,51 are
excluded from the requirements of
Subpart 4.05.

(8ec. 10, 18 Stat, 128, as amended (33 US.C,
361); R.8. 4462, as amended (46 U.8.C. 416);
8ec. 17, 54 Stat. 164, as amended (46 US.C.
$26p); Sec. 6(bX1), 80 Stat. 537 (48 V.B.C.
1856(bX1); 48 CFR 1.46(b)).)

Nore.—The Coast Guard has determjned
that this decument does not contain a
major proposel requiring preparation of an
Eronomic

Impact Statement under Execu-’

tive Order 11821, as amended, and OMB Cir-
cular A-107. g
Dated; March 1, 1978,
O. W, SILER,

Admiral, U.S. Coast Guagrd,
. Commandant.

[FR Doc, 18-6709 Filed 3-3-78; 8:45 am])

[4910-22]
Federal Highway Administration

[49 CFR Part 93]

[BMCS Docket No MC-82; Notice No '18-5] .

PARTS AND ACCESSORIES
NECESSARY FOR SAFE OPERATIONS

I’rop;ugl Rulemuaking

AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of I’roposed Rule-
making,

SUMMARY: There is concern that the
Federal Moter Carrier Safety Regula-
tions (FMCSR) which are applicable
to users of commércial vehicles in in-
terstate and foreign commerce, and
the Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standards which are applicable to
manufacturers of new motor vehicles
and new vehicle equipment do not con-
form in certain instances resulting in
the appearance of inconsistency. This
document proposes changes to the
Federal Motor Carrier Safety Regula-
tions to coordinate the FMCSR and
the FMVSS, and also o resolve the in-
consistencles {n the regulations.

DATES: Comments must be received

on or before August 3, 1978.

ADDRESSES: BMCS Docket Number
MC-82, Bureau of Motor Carrler
Safety, Federal Highway Administra-

tlon, Room 3402, 400 Seventh. Street

SW., Washington, D.C. 20580.

All comments and suggestion.é re-
celved will be avaflable for examina-
tion at the above address between T:45

am. and 415 pm. .est, Monday

through Friday.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

- Mr. D. W. Morrison, Chief, Vehicle
Requirements Branch, u of

- Motor Carrier Safety, 202—426—1700
or Mrs. K. 8. Markman Attorney,
Office of the Chiet Cotmnsel, 20

. 426-0786, Federal Highway Admlnl&
tration, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20580, Offlce
hours are from 7:45 am. to 415 p.m.
e.s.t., Monday through Friday.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION;

The Federal Motor Carrier Safety

Regulations apply to users of commer-

cial vehicles In interstate or foreign

cornmerce, while the Pederal Motor

Vehicle SBafety Standards apply to

manufacturers of new vehicles and ve-

hicle equipment. Concern has been ex-
pressed that the two sets of regula-
tions do not conform in certain in-
stances, resulting in the a.ppearance of
inconsistency.

The principal reasons for the issu-

ance of this notice are to coordinate

the FMCSR and the FMVSS and {o
resolve Inconsistencies in the require-
ments where they may exist. In in-
stances in which_the two gets of regu-
lations, FMCSR and FMVSS, are not
complementary, confusion could arise
among commercial vehicle owners, op-
erators, and manufacturers as to

“which set of regulations should be ad-

hered to. The possibility exists that &
vehicle may be manufactured in accor-
dance with FMVSS requirements bui
once that same vehicle is put in oper-
ation, it may be In violation of a par-
ticular FMCSE. In order to eliminate
possible discrepancies, it is recom-
mended that 49 CFR 393.45, 393.46,
303.60 and 393.80 be amended, In
§393.45(aX6), the proposed change is
the Inclusion of FMVSS 106 as a re-
quirement for commercial vehicles in
use, In §393.46, the addition of a new
paragraph, §3903.46(e¢), is proposed.
The new paragraph, (e), would require
compliance with FPMVSS 106 where
applicable for vehicles manufactured
on &nd after April 1, 1979, In § 393.60,
the proposed change would amend
§ 393.60(a) by deleting the American

Safety Standard Code year of “1964"

and substituting in its place “1966"
and supplements through March 1969.
Changing the Safety Code reference
date in the subject FMCSR would
bring BMCS requirements Into line
with those of NHTSA. Presently, the
FMCSR, following 1964 Safej,y Code
guidelines, requires fewer samples of
glass t0 be used in vehicles’ windows
be subjected to the prescribed tests.

The newer guldelines, on which the
NHTSA régulations are based, include
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