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power beyond WAPA’s P-DP
transmission system. WAPA may assist
new contractors in obtaining third-party
transmission arrangements for delivery
of firm power allocated during the
forthcoming marketing period. WAPA
will determine the use of its
transmission resources concurrently
with further development of the
products and services under this
Proposed 2028 Plan. A list of designated
delivery points will be provided with
the Call for Resource Pool Applications.
WAPA will market surplus transmission
capacity on P-DP under WAPA’s Open
Access Transmission Tariff and other
applicable arrangements.

Legal Authorities

WAPA developed this Proposed 2028
Plan in accordance with its power
marketing authorities pursuant to the
Department of Energy Organization Act
(42 U.S.C. 7101, et seq.); the
Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902 (32
Stat. 388), as amended and
supplemented by subsequent
enactments, particularly section 9(c) of
the Reclamation Project Act of 1939 (43
U.S.C. 485(c)); and other acts
specifically applicable to P-DP.

Procedural Requirements

Review Under the Paperwork Reduction
Act

In accordance with the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1980 (44 U.S.C. 3501,
et seq.), WAPA has received approval
from the Office of Management and
Budget for the collection of customer
information under control number
1910-5136.

Environmental Compliance

WAPA has determined this action fits
within the following categorical
exclusions listed in appendix B to
subpart D of 10 CFR part 1021: B4.1
(Contracts, policies, and marketing and
allocation plans for electric power) and
B4.4 (Power marketing services and
activities). Categorically excluded
projects and activities do not require
preparation of either an environmental
impact statement or an environmental
assessment.9A copy of the categorical
exclusion determination is available on
WAPA’s website under the 2024
accordion menu at www.wapa.gov/
about-wapa/regions/dsw/environment.

9The determination was done in compliance with
NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321-4347); the Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations for
implementing NEPA (40 CFR parts 1500-1508); and
DOE NEPA Implementing Procedures and
Guidelines (10 CFR part 1021).

Determination Under Executive Order
12866

WAPA has an exemption from
centralized regulatory review under
Executive Order 12866; accordingly, no
clearance of this notice by the Office of
Management and Budget is required.
Signing Authority

This document of the Department of
Energy was signed on May 13, 2024, by
Tracey A. LeBeau, Administrator,
Western Area Power Administration.
For administrative purposes only, and
in compliance with requirements of the
Office of the Federal Register, the
undersigned DOE Federal Register
Liaison Officer has been authorized to
sign and submit the document in
electronic format for publication, as an
official document of the Department of
Energy. This administrative process in
no way alters the legal effect of this
document upon publication in the
Federal Register.

Signed in Washington, DC, on May 15,
2024.

Treena V. Garrett,

Federal Register Liaison Officer, U.S.
Department of Energy.

[FR Doc. 2024-10997 Filed 5-17-24; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPPT-2024-0073; FRL—11760—-
02-OCSPP]

Di-isodecyl Phthalate (DIDP) and Di-
isononyl Phthalate (DINP); Science
Advisory Committee on Chemicals
(SACC) Peer Review of Draft
Documents; Notice of SACC Meeting;
Availability; and Request for Comment

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA or “Agency”) is
announcing the availability of and
soliciting public comment on the draft
manufacturer-requested risk evaluation
for Di-isodecyl Phthalate (DIDP) and the
draft physical chemical, fate, and hazard
assessments for Di-isononyl Phthalate
(DINP) prepared under the Toxic
Substances Control Act (TSCA). The
draft documents will also be submitted
to the Science Advisory Committee on
Chemicals (SACC) for peer review. EPA
is also announcing that there will be
two virtual public meetings of the
SACC: On July 23, 2024, for the SACC
to consider the scope and clarity of the
draft charge questions for the peer
review; and on July 30—August 2, 2024,
for the SACC to consider the draft

u ubli
documents and public comments for
peer review.

DATES:
Virtual Preparatory Public Meeting

Comments: Submit written comments
on the scope and clarity of the charge
questions on or before noon (12:00 p.m.
EDT) on July 19, 2024.

Registration: To request time to
present oral comments, you must
register by noon (12:00 p.m. EDT) on
July 19, 2024. For those not making oral
comments, registration will remain open
through the end of the meeting on July
19, 2024.

Meeting date: July 23, 2024, 1 p.m. to
4 p.m. (EDT).

Virtual Peer Review Public Meeting

Comments: Submit comments on or
before July 19, 2024.

Registration: To request time to
present oral comments, you must
register by noon, July 26, 2024. For
those not making oral comments,
registration will remain open through
the end of the meeting.

Meeting dates: July 30—August 2,
2024, 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. (EDT).

Special Accommodations

To allow sufficient time for EPA to
process your request before the
applicable meeting, please submit your
requests at least ten business days in
advance of the meeting.

See unit III. of SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION.

ADDRESSES:

Comments: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPPT-2024-0073,
through the Federal eRulemaking Portal
at 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 and visiting
the docket is available at https://
www.epa.gov/dockets.

Meeting registration: For information
and instructions on how to register and
access these virtual public meetings,
please refer to the SACC website at
https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review.
After registering, you will receive the
webcast and streaming service meeting
links and audio teleconference
information.

Special accommodation requests: To
request accommodation for a disability,
please contact the Designated Federal
Official (DFO) listed under FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT.


https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review
https://www.epa.gov/dockets
https://www.epa.gov/dockets
https://www.regulations.gov
http://www.wapa.gov/about-wapa/regions/dsw/environment
http://www.wapa.gov/about-wapa/regions/dsw/environment
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

SACC peer review: The Designated
Federal Official (DFO) is Dr. Alaa
Kamel, Mission Support Division
(7602M), Office of Program Support,
Office of Chemical Safety and Pollution
Prevention, Environmental Protection
Agency; telephone number: (202) 564—
5336 or SACC main office number: (202)
564—8450; email address: kamel.alaa@
epa.gov.

Draft documents: Todd Coleman,
Existing Chemicals Risk Management
Division (7404M), Office of Pollution
Prevention and Toxics, Office of
Chemical Safety and Pollution
Prevention, Environmental Protection
Agency; telephone number: (202) 564—
1208; email address: coleman.todd@
epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Executive Summary

A. What action is the Agency taking?

EPA is announcing the availability of
and soliciting public comment on the
draft risk evaluation for DIDP and the
draft physical chemical, fate, and hazard
assessments for DINP. EPA is also
announcing a virtual peer review public
meeting on July 30-August 2, 2024, for
the SACC to consider and review the
draft documents. A virtual preparatory
public meeting will be held on July 23,
2024, for the SACC to consider and ask
questions regarding the scope and
clarity of the draft charge questions.
This document provides instructions for
accessing the materials, submitting
written comments, and registering to
provide oral comments and attend the
public meetings.

B. What is the Agency’s authority for
taking this action?

EPA established the SACC in 2016 in
accordance with the TSCA, 15 U.S.C.
2625(0), to provide independent advice
and expert consultation with respect to
the scientific and technical aspects of
issues relating to the implementation of
TSCA. The SACC operates in
accordance with the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (FACA), 5 U.S.C. 10, and
supports activities under TSCA, 15
U.S.C. 2601 et seq., the Pollution
Prevention Act (PPA), 42 U.S.C. 13101
et seq., and other applicable statutes.

C. Does this action apply to me?

This action is directed to the public
in general and may be of particular
interest to those involved in the
manufacture, processing, distribution,
and disposal of the subject chemical
substance, and/or those interested in the
assessment of risks involving chemical
substances and mixtures regulated

under TSCA (including members of at-
risk communities, non-governmental
organizations (NGOs), Federal, State,
and local officials). Since other entities
may also be interested, the Agency has
not attempted to describe all the specific
entities that may be interested.

D. What should I consider as I submit
my comments to 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
contact the DFO listed under FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT to obtain
special instructions before submitting
that information.

2. Tips for preparing your comments.
When preparing and submitting your
comments, see https://www.epa.gov/
dockets/commenting-epa-dockets. See
also the instructions in unit IIL.C.

E. How can I stay informed about SACC
activities?

You may subscribe to the following
listserv for alerts regarding this and
other SACC-related activities: https://
public.govdelivery.com/accounts/
USAEPAOPPT/subscriber/new?topic_
id=USAEPAOPPT 101.

II. Background

A. What is the purpose of the SACC?

The SACC provides independent
advice and recommendations to the EPA
on the scientific and technical aspects of
risk assessments, methodologies, and
pollution prevention measures and
approaches for chemicals regulated
under TSCA. The SACC is composed of
experts in toxicology; environmental
risk assessment; exposure assessment;
and related sciences (e.g., synthetic
biology, pharmacology, biotechnology,
nanotechnology, biochemistry,
biostatistics, physiologically based
pharmacokinetic (PBPK) modeling,
computational toxicology,
epidemiology, environmental fate, and
environmental engineering and
sustainability). The SACC currently
consists of 18 members. When needed,
the committee will be assisted by ad hoc
reviewers with specific expertise in the
topics under consideration.

B. Why is EPA conducting these risk
evaluations?

TSCA requires EPA to conduct risk
evaluations on prioritized chemical
substances and allows chemical
manufacturers to request an EPA-
conducted risk evaluation of a chemical
substance (or category of chemical
substances) using the procedures
established in 40 CFR 702.37. TSCA
also identifies the minimum

components EPA must include in all
chemical substance risk evaluations.
EPA received manufacturer requests to
conduct risk evaluations for DIDP and
DINP, both as categories of chemical
substances, and subsequently granted
and initiated risk evaluations for both of
them. The purpose of conducting risk
evaluations is to determine whether a
chemical substance presents an
unreasonable risk to human health or
the environment under the Conditions
of Use (COUs). These evaluations
include assessing unreasonable risks to
relevant potentially exposed or
susceptible subpopulations. As part of
this process EPA: (1) Integrates hazard
and exposure assessments using the best
available science that is reasonably
available to assure decisions are based
on the weight of the scientific evidence,
and (2) Conducts peer review for risk
evaluation approaches that have not
been previously peer reviewed. For
more information about the three stages
of EPA’s process for ensuring the safety
of existing chemicals (i.e., prioritization,
risk evaluation, and risk management),
go to https://www.epa.gov/assessing-
and-managing-chemicals-under-tsca/
how-epa-evaluates-safety-existing-
chemicals.

C. Why is EPA evaluating the risks from
DIDP and DINP?

On May 24, 2019, EPA received
requests to conduct risk evaluations for
DIDP and DINP from ExxonMobil
Chemical Company, Evonik
Corporation, and Teknor Apex, through
the American Chemistry Council’s High
Phthalates Panel (ACC HPP). In
December 2019, EPA notified ACC HPP
that the Agency had granted their
manufacturer requested risk
evaluations.

DIDP is a common chemical name for
the category of chemical substances that
includes the following substances: 1,2-
benzenedicarboxylic acid, 1,2-
diisodecyl ester (CASRN 26761-40-0)
and 1,2-benzenedicarboxylic acid, di-
C9-11-branched alkyl esters, C10-rich
(CASRN 68515—49-1). Both CASRNs
contain mainly C10 dialkyl phthalate
esters.

DINP is a common chemical name for
the category of chemical substances that
includes the following substances: 1,2-
benzenedicarboxylic acid, 1,2-isononyl
ester (CASRN 28553—12—0) and 1,2-
benzenedicarboxylic acid, di-C9-11-
branched alkyl esters, C9-rich (CASRN
68515—48—0). Both CASRNSs contain
mainly C9 dialkyl phthalate esters. Both
DIDP and DINP are primarily used as a
plasticizer in polyvinyl chloride (PVC)
in consumer, commercial, and
industrial applications.


https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/USAEPAOPPT/subscriber/new?topic_id=USAEPAOPPT_101
https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/USAEPAOPPT/subscriber/new?topic_id=USAEPAOPPT_101
https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/USAEPAOPPT/subscriber/new?topic_id=USAEPAOPPT_101
https://public.govdelivery.com/accounts/USAEPAOPPT/subscriber/new?topic_id=USAEPAOPPT_101
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-dockets
https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.regulations.gov
mailto:coleman.todd@epa.gov
mailto:coleman.todd@epa.gov
mailto:kamel.alaa@epa.gov
mailto:kamel.alaa@epa.gov
https://www.epa.gov/assessing-and-managing-chemicals-under-tsca/how-epa-evaluates-safety-existing-chemicals
https://www.epa.gov/assessing-and-managing-chemicals-under-tsca/how-epa-evaluates-safety-existing-chemicals
https://www.epa.gov/assessing-and-managing-chemicals-under-tsca/how-epa-evaluates-safety-existing-chemicals
https://www.epa.gov/assessing-and-managing-chemicals-under-tsca/how-epa-evaluates-safety-existing-chemicals
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DIDP and DINP are both structurally
phthalates, and therefore many aspects
of physical-chemical (p-chem)
properties and exposure (to humans and
ecological species) are similar,
described further in the draft physical
chemical and fate assessments for both
chemical substances. Because of the
similar exposure and physical chemical
properties of DIDP and DINP, EPA is
developing these individual risk
evaluations in parallel, and similarly the
SACC peer review of the methods and
novel analyses for the draft risk
evaluations will occur concurrently.
Both DIDP and DINP have extremely
low water solubility and will be
preferentially sorbed into sediments,
soils, and suspended solids in surface
water and wastewater. Both are
expected to be persistent in anaerobic
environments. Under indoor settings,
DIDP and DINP are expected to partition
to airborne particles and are expected to
have extended lifetime compared to
outdoor settings.

For both DIDP and DINP, liver and
developmental toxicity are indicated as
the most sensitive and robust non-
cancer hazards. However, these two
phthalates differ in several important
respects regarding their human health
hazard profiles. For DIDP, the
developmental toxicity is not
characterized by androgen insufficiency,
and data are insufficient to determine
the carcinogenicity. For DINP,
developmental toxicity results in
androgen insufficiency (phthalate
syndrome), and the effects on the liver
include cancer. Therefore, because of
these hazard differences, EPA is
requesting peer review on the draft
hazard assessment of DINP ahead of
issuing the risk evaluation of DINP.

D. What is the topic of the planned
SACC peer review?

EPA is submitting the draft risk
evaluation of DIDP, draft physical
chemical, fate, and hazard assessments
of DINP, and associated supporting
documents to the SACC for peer review,
along with the public comments
received. The draft risk evaluation for
DIDP includes analyses of physical
chemical properties, the fate and
transport in the environment, exposure
to workers, consumers and general
population including potentially
exposed or susceptible subpopulations
(PESS), releases to the environment,
environmental hazard and risk
characterization for terrestrial and
aquatic species, and human health
hazard and risk characterization for
workers, consumers, and the general
population. The draft assessments of
DINP includes analyses of physical

chemical properties, the fate and
transport in the environment,
environmental hazard for terrestrial and
aquatic species, human health non-
cancer hazards, and human health
cancer hazards.

EPA is not developing charge
questions for all aspects of the draft
documents but is instead focusing its
charge to the SACC on specific scientific
areas that need peer review. Many of the
methods and analyses used in these
evaluations are not novel and have been
reviewed in the development of the
tools, used in various agency work
products or in previous TSCA
assessments (e.g., systematic review,
consumer exposure model (CEM),
American Meteorological Society
(AMS)/EPA Regulatory Model
(AERMOD), point source calculator
(PSC), etc.). Also, EPA is not soliciting
comments on uses of these phthalates
that are outside the scope of TSCA (e.g.,
personal care products, cosmetics, food
contact materials, medical devices);
those uses will be addressed as
appropriate within the cumulative risk
assessment.

As a result of the similarities in
conditions of use, chemical properties,
and data availability between DIDP and
DINP, the methods and approaches used
to assess DIDP apply to DINP.
Nonetheless, these two chemicals differ
most in their human health hazard
profiles and therefore SACC is requested
to review these novel analyses for DINP.
Any relevant recommendations from
this SACC review on DIDP will be also
considered in the development of the
final risk evaluations for both DIDP and
DINP. By taking the DIDP risk
evaluation and DINP hazard
assessments to peer review in this
manner, EPA will obtain the necessary
independent review and advice for the
DINP risk evaluation.

EPA continues to work on risk
evaluations of additional high-priority
substance phthalates, in addition to the
cumulative risk assessment (CRA) for
the phthalates. The subsequent five
individual risk evaluations and the CRA
are not part of this peer review but will
be brought to the SACC for peer review
at a future date.

III. Public Meeting of the SACC

A. What is the purpose of the virtual
peer review public meeting(s)?

EPA is planning two virtual public
meetings: (1) A preparatory public
meeting for the SACC to consider and
ask questions regarding the scope and
clarity of the draft charge questions; and
(2) a public meeting for the SACC to
consider and review the draft

documents. These public meetings are
part of the SACC peer review of the
Agency’s methods and novel analyses
for the draft evaluations of the risks
from the phthalates DIDP and DINP to
inform risk management decisions
under TSCA. EPA expects to ask the
SACC to consider and review this DIDP
draft risk evaluation and DINP
assessments. The agenda for these
meetings will be posted in the docket
and the SACC website.

To participate in these virtual public
meetings, you must register online to
receive the webcast and streaming
service meeting links and audio
teleconference information for each
meeting. Online registration will be
available beginning approximately one
month prior to the meeting, and remain
open through the end of the meeting. To
make oral comments during one of these
meetings, follow the instructions in unit
II.C.

Recommendations from this SACC
review and public comments will be
considered in the development of the
final risk evaluation for DIDP and DINP.
The Agency will be seeking SACC
review of its data analyses and
methodologies relevant to human health
hazard and exposure analyses that have
not been previously peer reviewed.

B. How can I access the documents?

The manufacturer-requested draft risk
evaluation for DIDP, draft assessments
for DINP, and related documents,
including background documents,
related supporting materials, and draft
charge questions, are available in the
docket. As additional background
materials become available, EPA will
include those additional background
materials (e.g., SACC members and
consultants participating in this meeting
and the meeting agenda) in the docket
and through links on the SACC website
at https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-
review.

After the public meeting, the SACC
will prepare the meeting minutes and a
final report document summarizing its
recommendations to the EPA, which
will also be available in the docket and
through the SACC website.

C. How can I provide comments?

To ensure proper receipt of
comments, it is imperative that you
identify docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OPPT—
2024-0073 in the subject line on the
first page of your comments and follow
the instructions in this document.

1. Written comments. Submit written
comments by the deadlines set in the
DATES section of this document and as
described in the ADDRESSES section of
this document.


https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review
https://www.epa.gov/tsca-peer-review
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2. Oral comments. To request time to
present oral comments during one of the
virtual public meetings, you must
register online by the deadlines set in
the DATES section of this document. Oral
comments during the virtual public
meetings are limited to 5 minutes. In
addition, each speaker should submit a
written copy of their oral comments and
any supporting materials (e.g.,
presentation slides) to the DFO prior to
the meetings for distribution to the
SACC.

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 2625(0); 5 U.S.C.
10.

Dated: May 15, 2024.
Michal Freedhoff,
Assistant Administrator, Office of Chemical
Safety and Pollution Prevention.
[FR Doc. 2024-10999 Filed 5-17-24; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

TABLE 1—DRAFT RISK

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[EPA-HQ-OPP—2017-0720; FRL~11906-01—
OCSPP]

Pesticide Registration Review; Draft
Human Health and/or Ecological Risk
Assessments for Several Pesticides;
Notice of Availability

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

SUMMARY: This notice announces the
availability of EPA’s draft human health
and/or ecological risk assessments for
the registration review of 3-Iodo-2-
propynyl butylcarbamate (IPBC) and
Pyrimethanil. EPA is opening a 60-day
public comment period for these risk
assessments.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 19, 2024.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2017-0720,
through the Federal eRulemaking Portal
at 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 and visiting
the docket, along with more information
about dockets generally, is available at
https://www.epa.gov/dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

For pesticide specific information
contact: The Chemical Review Manager
for the pesticide of interest identified in
table 1 of unit I

For general questions on the
registration review program, contact:
Melanie Biscoe, Pesticide Re-Evaluation
Division (7508P), Office of Pesticide
Programs, Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW,
Washington, DC 20460—0001; telephone
number: (202) 566—0701; email address:
biscoe.melanie@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
I. Purpose of This Notice

Pursuant to 40 CFR 155.53(c), this
notice announces the availability of
EPA’s human health and/or ecological
risk assessments for the pesticides
shown in table 1 and opens a 60-day
public comment period on the risk
assessments.

ASSESSMENTS BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

Registration review case name and No.

Docket ID No.

Chemical review manager and contact infor-
mation

3-lodo-2-propynyl butylcarbamate (IPBC);
Case Number 2725.
Pyrimethanil; Case Number 7059

EPA-HQ-OPP-2011-0420

EPA-HQ-OPP-2019-0380

Areej Jahangir, jahangir.areej@epa.gov, (202)
566—-1577.

Christian Bongard, bongard.christian @
epa.gov, (202) 566—-2248.

II. Background

EPA is conducting its registration
review of the chemicals listed in table
1 of unit I pursuant to the Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act (FIFRA) section 3(g) (7 U.S.C.
136(g)) and the Procedural Regulations
for Registration Review at 40 CFR part
155, subpart C. FIFRA section 3(g)
provides, among other things, that
pesticide registrations are to be
reviewed every 15 years. Consistent
with 40 CFR 155.57, in its final
registration review decision, EPA will
ultimately determine whether a
pesticide continues to meet the
registration standard in FIFRA section
3(c)(5) (7 U.S.C. 136a(c)(5)).

As part of the registration review
process, the Agency has completed draft
human health and/or ecological risk
assessments for all pesticides listed in
table 1 of unit I. Pursuant to 40 CFR
155.53(c), EPA generally provides for at
least a 30-day public comment period

on draft human health and/or ecological
risk assessments during registration
review. This comment period is
intended to provide an opportunity for
public input on the Agency’s
assessment of the human health and/or
ecological risks posed by use of these
pesticides.

ITI. What should I consider as I prepare
a comment for EPA?

Does this action apply to me?

This notice is directed to the public
in general and may be of interest to a
wide range of stakeholders including
environmental, human health, farm
worker, and agricultural advocates; the
chemical industry; pesticide users; and
members of the public interested in the
sale, distribution, or use of pesticides.
Since others also may be interested, the
Agency has not attempted to describe all
the specific entities that may be affected
by this action. If you have any questions
regarding the applicability of this action

to a particular entity, consult the
Chemical Review Manager identified in
table 1 in unit I. In submitting a
comment to EPA, please consider the
following:

1. Submitting CBI. Do not submit this
information to EPA through
regulations.gov or email. Clearly mark
the part or all of the information that
you claim to be CBI. For CBI
information in a disk or CD-ROM that
you mail to EPA, mark the outside of the
disk or CD-ROM as CBI and then
identify electronically within the disk or
CD-ROM the specific information that
is claimed as CBI. In addition to one
complete version of the comment that
includes information claimed as CBI, a
copy of the comment that does not
contain the information claimed as CBI
must be submitted for inclusion in the
public docket. Information so marked
will not be disclosed except in
accordance with procedures set forth in
40 CFR part 2.


https://www.regulations.gov
https://www.epa.gov/dockets
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