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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

BRIEFING DOCUMENT

Rule Title:  45CSR16 - “Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources
Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 607

A. AUTHORITY: W.Va. Code §22-5-4

B. SUMMARY OF RULE:

This rule establishes and adopts standards of performance for new stationary sources
and other regulatory requirements promulgated by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency {(U.S. EPA) pursuant to section 1 11(b) of the federal Clean Air Act, as
amended (CAA). It is the intent of the Secretary to adopt by reference New Source
Performance Standards (NSPS) promulgated as of June 1, 2002. It is also the intent of the
Secretary to adopt associated reference methods, performance specifications and other test
methods which are appended to such standards. The rule codifies general procedures and
criteria to implement standards of performance for new stationary sources. Any person who
constructs, modifies, or reconstructs an affected facility after the effective date of any NSPS
under 40 CER Part 60 must comply with the applicable NSPS and this rule.

This revised rule incorporates by reference the following NSPS standards
promulgated as of June 1, 2002: Standards of Performance for Electric Utility Steam
Generating Units for Which Construction is Commenced After September 18, 1978;
Standards of Performance for Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam Generating Units,
Standards of Performance for Large Municipal Waste Combustors for Which Construction
is Commenced After September 20, 1994 or for Which Modification or Reconstruction is
Commenced After June 19, 1996 and Emission Guidelines and Compliance Times for Large
Municipal Waste Combustors That are Constructed On or Before September 20, 1994,
Amendments for Testing and Monitoring Provisions; Removal of a Provision for Opacity
Monitoring, Standards of Performance for Industrial-Commercial-Institutional Steam
Generating Units, and Standards of Performance for Large Municipal Waste Combustors.

C. STATEMENT OF CIRCUMSTANCES WHICH REQUIRE RULE:

This rule codifies general provisions and emission standards for New Source
Performance Standard (NSPS) and other regulatory requirements promulgated by the U.s.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) as of June 1. 2002, pursuant to section [ 11(b)
of the federal CAA. Promulgation of this rule will enable the State to continue to be the
primary enforcement authority for NSPS subparts promulgated by U.S. EPA. Promulgation
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of this rule by the Legislature is necessary for the State to fulfill its responsibilities under the
CAA.

D. FEDERAL COUNTERPART REGULATIONS - INCORPORATION BY
REFERENCE/DETERMINATION OF STRINGENCY:

A federal counterpart to this proposed rule exists. In accordance with the Secretary’s
recommendation, and with limited exception, the Division of Air Quality proposes that the
rule incorporate by reference the federal counterparts. Because the proposed rule
incorporates by reference the federal counterpart, no determination of stringency is required.

E. CONSTITUTIONAL TAKINGS DETERMINATION:

In accordance with §22-1A-1 and 3(c), the Secretary has determined that this rute will
not result in taking of private property within the meaning of the Constitutions of West
Virginia and the United States of America.

F. CONSULTATION WITH THE ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
ADVISORY COUNCIL:

At its June 5, 2002 meeting, the Environmental Protection Advisory Council
reviewed and discussed this proposed rule. The Council’s comments are contained in the
attached minutes.




WEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
ADVISORY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

Wednesday, June 5, 2002
DMR Conference Room - 10 McJunkin Road, Nitro, WV

ATTENDEES:

Advisory Council Members:

Larry Harris

Bill Samples

Rick Roberts

Lisa Dooley

Bili Raney

DEP:

Bill Adams Ken Ellison
Lewis Halstead Bill Brannon
James Martin Mike Zeto
Brett Loflin Greg Adolfson
Allyn Turner Jim Mason
Charles Sturey Karen Watson
Citizens:

Rebecca Roberson, NiSource

The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by William E. Adams, Jr., General
Counsel.

Welcome/Opening Remarks - Bill Adams

Bill Adams opened by informing everyone that in Secretary Callaghan's absence,
he would chair the meeting. Bill further explained that Secretary Callaghan was
preparing for his appearance before a Congressional Committee, he sends his reqrets.
Bill further announced that Director Ellison was present and later, Director Turner as
well as Chief James Martin. There was an introduction of the Advisory Council




members, an explanation of what group or interest each member represents.

PRESENTATION OF PROPOSED RULES

Division of Mining and Reclamation

Charles Sturey presented rules 38CSR2 and 38CSR4 to the Council.

Mr. Raney asked what the genesis of the coal dam safety rule was. Lewis
Halstead explained that the changes were being made mostly due to recent
flooding and DEP's experience with a large coal dam near Welch. Mr. Harris
inquired generally whether the language in the ruies that says DEP’s goal is to
“restore and protect the environment” should place “protect” as the first priority.
This suggestion was taken under advisement.

Division of Water Resources

Bill Brannon presented rules 47CSR20 and 47CSR26 to the Council. He stated
that general stormwater fees would be $300 rather than the $500 suggested by
EPA. An inquiry was made as to how linear footage for water/sewer lines would
be used to calculate whether 1-3 acres would be disturbed in order to qualify for
a general permit. Director Turner stated that the agency would rely on the
applicant’s application information but that some clarification would be
appropriate. Director Turner alsc agreed that clarification was needed on
whether a $300 renewal fee would be required and whether it would be based on
flow calculations. She noted also that an agreement similar to that with the coal
division would be reached with the Office of Oil & Gas to issue the general
permits and that Water and Qil & Gas would split the fee.

Office of Innovation

Greg Adolfson announced that he was now employed at the Office of Innovation,
but still worked on the Stream Partners program. He presented rule 60C5SR4 to
the Council dealing with the Stream Partners Program Grants. Mr. Adolfson also
gave a brief history of the Office of Innovation and stated that the Office was
directed toward more forward thinking instead of reaction oriented.

Division of Waste Management

Ken Ellison presented rules 33CSR20 and 33CSR26 to the Council.
Mr. Ellison explained that these two rules are now identical to the federal
regulations.
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Environmental Enforcement

Mike Zeto presented rule 33CSRS to the Council.

Mr. Zeto explained that this was a new rule dealing with establishing a
mechanism and requirements for the permitting and use of sludge (specifically
not sewage siudge) or other materials that have beneficial properties similar to
sewage sludge. Mr. Samples questioned whether the requirermnent that the sludge
comprise at least 50% of the applicant’s agricultural requirements was too
stringent and whether the Secretary should be allowed to waive this requirement,
Mr. Zeto responded in the negative and also stated that the sludge must be
shown to have significant nutrient value before DEP would approve its use.

Office of Oil and Gas

James Martin was introduced as the Chief of the Office of Qil and Gas.

Brett Loflin (Oil and Gas Conservation Commission) presented rules 39CSR1
and 39CSR2 to the Council. Mr. Loflin explained that 39CSR1 is currently a
procedural rule but will be filed as a legislative rule because it contains
substantive legal requirements.

Division of Air Quality

Jim Mason presented rules 45CSR1, 16, 26 and 34 to the Council.
Karen Watson presented rules 45CSR13, 25, 30 and 33 to the Council.

Rick Roberts inquired as to whether there would be a budget hole created due to
the reduction of fees in the presented rules. Ms. Watson explained that the
calculations had not been done regarding this subject but that as soon as the
figures were available, they would be presented to the Council. Mr. Adams noted
that as with all rules, a fiscal note would be prepared containing this analysis.

OTHER BUSINESS

Upon conclusion of the rules presentations, it was determined that the rules
would need to be filed with the Secretary of State’s office by June 12, 2002 to
begin the thirty-day comment public comment/hearings period.

The Council agreed that proposed rules should be submitted to the Council
members via e-mail in the future so that they can be distributed to other
interested parties prior to meetings. Moreover, the proposals should be sent
more than 3 days before the Council meeting. Past practice apparently gave
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littte or no time to review the proposals prior to the meeting. Mr. Adams agreed
that this would be an appropriate change for future Council meetings.

Bill Samples suggested that action be taken as soon as possible regarding the
predictability of permitting. Mr. Adams assured him and the Council that is a
DEP priority and noted that all divisions and offices were under the Secretary's
mandate to respond to permit applications within 24-48 hours.

The meeting adjourned at 12:07 p.m.
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APPENDIX B

FISCAL NOTE FOR PROPOSED RULES

Rule Title: 45CSR16 - "Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 60"

Type of Rule: —_X___ Legislative — _—__ Interpretive . Procedural

Division of Air Quality

Agency:

7012 MacCorkle Avenue, SE
Address:

Charleston, WV 25304-2943

1. Effect of Proposed rule:

ANNUAL FISCAL YEAR
INCREASE DECREASE CURRENT NEXT THEREAFTER

ESTIMATED TOTAL $ 0 § 0 § 0 $ 0 -
COST
PERSONAL SERVICES 0 0 0 0 0
CURRENT EXPENSE i 0 0 0 0
REPAIRS & 0 0 0 0 0
ALTERATIONS
EQUIPMENT 0 0 0 0 0
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0

2. Explanation of Above Estimates:
Costs anticipated to be incurred in the implementation of federal rules promulgated under 40 CFR Part 60
as of June 1, 2002 will be covered under prior budget estimates for implementing Title V of the Clean Air
Act, as amended, for which full program approval was issued by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
on November 19, 2001.

3. Objectives of These Rules:

This rule adopts standards of performance for new stationary sources promuigated by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency under the Clean Air Act, as amended. Promulgation of this rule by the
Legislature is necessary for the State to fulfill its responsibilities under the Clean Air Act.




Rule Title: 45C3R16 - "Standards of Performance for New Stationary Sources Pursuant to 40 CFR Part 60"

4. Explanation of Overall Economic Impact of Proposed Rule:

A. Economic Impact on State Government;

See section 2.

B. Economic Impact on Political Subdivisions; Specific Industries; Specific Groups of
Citizens:

No impact above that resulting from the currently applicable federal emission standards.

C. Economic Impact on Citizens/Public at Large.

No impact above that resulting from the currently applicable federal emission standards.

Date:

Signature of Agency Head or Authorized Representative:




WEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
ADVISORY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES

Wednesday, June 5, 2002
DMR Conference Room - 10 McJunkin Road, Nitro, WV

ATTENDEES:

Advisory Council Members:

Larry Harris

Bill Samples

Rick Roberts

Lisa Dooley

Bill Raney

DEP:

Bill Adams Ken Ellison
Lewis Halstead Bill Brannon
James Martin Mike Zeto
Brett Loflin Greg Adolfson
Allyn Turner Jim Mason
Charles Sturey Karen Watson

Rebecca Robertson, NiSource

The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by William E. Adams, Jr., General
Counsel. '

Welcome/Opening Remarks - Bill Adams

Bill Adams opened by informing everyone that in Secretary Callaghan’s absence,
he would chair the meeting. Bill further explained that Secretary Callaghan was
preparing for his appearance before a Congressional Committee, he sends his reqrets.
Bilt further announced that Director Ellison was present and later, Director Turner as
well as Chief James Martin. There was an introduction of the Advisory Council
members, an explanation of what group or interest each member represents.
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PRESENTATION OF PROPOSED RULES

Division of Mining and Reclamation

Charles Sturey presented rules 38CSR2 and 38CSR4 to the Council.

Mr. Raney asked what the genesis of the coal dam safety rule was. Lewis Halstead
explained that the changes were being made mostly due to recent flooding and
DEP’s experience with a large coal dam near Welch. Mr. Harris inquired generally
whether the language in the rules that says DEP’s goal is to “restore and protect the
environment” should place “protect” as the first priority. This suggestion was taken
under advisement.

Division of Water Resources

Bill Brannon presented rule 47CSR26 to the Council. He stated that general
stormwater fees would be $300 rather than the $700 suggested by EPA. An inquiry
was made as to how linear footage for water/sewer lines would be used to calculate
whether 1-3 acres wouid be disturbed in order to qualify for a general permit.
Director Turner stated that the agency would rely on the applicant’s application
information but that some clarification would be appropriate. Director Turner also
agreed that clarification was needed on whether a $300 renewal fee would be
required and whether it would be based on flow calculations. She noted also that
an agreement similar to that with the coal division would be reached with the Office
of Oil & Gas to issue the general permits and that Water and Qil & Gas would split
the fee.

Office of Innovation

Greg Adolfson announced that he was now employed at the Office of Innovation,
but still worked on the Stream Partners program. He presented rule 60CSR4 to the
Council dealing with the Stream Partners Program Grants. Mr. Adolfson also gave
a brief history of the Office of Innovation and stated that the Office was directed
toward more forward thinking instead of reaction oriented.

Division of Waste Management

Ken Ellison presented rules 33CSR20 and 33CSR26 to the Council.
Mr. Ellison explained that these two rules are now identical to the federal
regulations.
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Environmental Enforcement

Mike Zeto presented rule 33CSR8 to the Council.

Mr. Zeto explained that this was a new rule dealing with establishing a mechanism
and requirements for the permitting and use of sludge (specifically not sewage
sludge) or other materials that have beneficial properties similar to sewage sludge.
Mr. Samples questioned whether the requirement that the sludge comprise at least
50% of the applicant’s agricultural requirements was too stringent and whether the
Secretary should be allowed to waive this requirement. Mr. Zeto responded in the
negative and also stated that the sludge must be shown to have significant nutrient
value before DEP would approve its use.

Office of Oil and Gas

James Martin was introduced as the Chief of the Office of Oil and Gas.

Brett Loflin (Oil and Gas Conservation Commission) presented rules 39CSR1 and
39CSR2 to the Council. Mr. Loflin explained that 39CSR1 is currently a procedural
rule but will be filed as a legislative rule because it contains substantive legal
requirements.

Division of Air Quality

Jim Mason presented rules 45CSR1, 16, 26 and 34 to the Council.
Karen Watson presented rules 45CSR13, 25, 30 and 33 to the Council.

Rick Roberts inquired as to whether there would be a budget hole created due to
the reduction of fees in the presented rules. Ms. Watson explained that the
calculations had not been done regarding this subject but that as soon as the
figures were available, they would be presented to the Council. Mr. Adams noted
that as with all rules, a fiscal note would be prepared containing this analysis.

OTHER BUSINESS
Upon conclusion of the rules presentations, it was determined that the rules would

need to be filed with the Secretary of State’s office by June 12, 2002 to begin the
thirty-day comment public comment/hearings period.

The Council agreed that proposed rules should be submitted to the Council
members via e-mail in the future so that they can be distributed to other interested
parties prior to meetings. Moreover, the proposals should be sent more than 3 days
before the Council meeting. Past practice apparently gave little or no time to review
the proposals prior to the meeting. Mr. Adams agreed that this would be an
appropriate change for future Council meetings.




DEP Advisory Council Minutes

June 12, 2002

Page 4
Bill Samples suggested that action be taken as soon as possible regarding the
predictability of permitting. Mr. Adams assured him and the Council that is a DEP
priority and noted that all divisions and offices were under the Secretary’s mandate
to respond to permit applications within 24-48 hours.

The meeting adjourned at 12:07 p.m.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION i
DIVISION OF AIR QUALITY = Ll 'k ‘ i é:s::&l%irpa
SERIES 16

STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE FOR NEW STATIONARY SOURCES
PURSUANT TO 40 CFR PART 60

§45-16-1. General.

1.1.  Scope. -- This rule adopts standards of
performance for new stationary sources promul-
gated by the United States Environmental Protec-
tion Agency pursuant to section 111(b) of the
federal Clean Air Act, as amended (CAA). Itis
the intent of the Secretary to adopt these standards
by reference. It is also the intent of the Secretary
to adopt associated reference methods, perfor-
mance specifications and other test methods
which are appended to these standards.

1.2.  Authority. -- W. Va. Code §22-5-1 et
seq.

1.3, Filing Date. -- Aprit- 16,2662,
1.4. Effective Date. -- Juty-2602

1.5. Incorporation By Reference. -- Federal
Counterpart Regulation. The Secretary has deter-
mined that a federal counterpart rule exists, and
in accordance with the Secretary’s recommenda-
tion, with Jimited exception, this rule incorporates
by reference 40 CFR Parts 60 and 65, to the extent
referenced in 40 CFR Part 60, effective fuby—1+;
2606 July 1. 2001, as amended by the Federal
Register through FJuame—H-206+ June 1, 2002,

1.6. Former Rules. -- This legislative rule
amends 45CSR 16 “Standards of Performance for
New Stationary Sources Pursuant to 40 CFR Part
60" which was filed June#2661 April 16, 2002,

and which became effective fuly—+206+ July |,
2002,

§45-16-2. Requirements.

2.1,  No person may construct, reconstruct,
modify, or operate or cause to be constructed,
modified, or operated any source subject to the
provisions of 40 CFR Part 60 which results or will
result in a violation of this rule.

§45-16-3. Definitions.

3.1. “Administrator” means the Administra-
tor of the United States Environmental Protection
Agency or his or her authorized representative.

3.2, *Clean Air Act” (“CAA”) means 42
U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.

3.3. “Secretary” mecans the secretary Secre-

tary of the departmentofenvironmentat protec=
trorr Department of Environmental Protection or
such other person to whom the secretary Secretary

has delegated authority or duties pursuant to W,
Va. Code §§22-1-6 or 22-1-8.

34. Other words and phrases used in this
rule, unless otherwise indicated, shall have the
meaning ascribed to them in 40 CFR Part 60.
Words and phrases not defined therein shall have
the meaning given to them in the federal Clean
Air Act.

§45-16-4. Adoption of Standards.

4.1.  Standards. -- The Secretary hereby
adopts and incorporates by reference the provi-
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sions of 40 CFR Parts 60 and 65, to the extent
referenced in 40 CFR Part 60, including any
reference methods, performance specifications
and other test methods which ate appended to
these standards and contained in 40 CFR Parts 60
and 65, effective fuly—+-2608 July 1, 2001, as
amended by the Federal Register through Juret
2661 June 1, 2002, for the purposes of implement-
ing a program for standards of performance for
new stationary sources, except as follows:

4.1.a. 40 CFR Part §60.2 is amended to
provide that information shall be available to the
public in accordance with W. Va. Code §§22-5-1
et seq., 29B-1-1 et seq., and 45CSR31; or

4.1.b. Subparts B, C, Ca, Ch, Cc, Ce, Ea,
Ee, WWW and CCCC of 40 CFR Part 60 shall
be excluded.

§45-16-5.  Secretary.

5.1.  Any and all references in 40 CFR Parts
60 and 65 to the “Administrator” are amended to
be the “Secretary” except as follows:

5.1.a, wherethe federal regulations specifi-
cally provide that the Administrator shall retain
authority and not transfer such authority to the
State;

5.1.b. where provisions occur which refer
to:

5.1.b.1. alternate means of emission
limitations;

5.1.b.2. alternate control technologies;

5.1.b.3. innovative technology waiv-
ers;

5.1.b.4. alternate test methods;

5.1.b.5. alternate monitoring methods;

5.1.b.6.  waivers/adjustments to
recordkeeping and reporting;

5.1.b7. emissions averaging;

5.1.b.8. applicability determinations;
or

5.1.b.9. the authority torequire testing
under Section 114 of the Clean Air Act, as amend-
ed; or

5.1.c. where the context of the regulation
clearly requires otherwise.

§45-16-6. Permits.

6.1. Nothing contained in this adoption by
reference shall be construed or inferred to mean
that permit requirements in accordance with
applicable rules shall be in any way be limited or
inapplicable.

$45-16-7. Inconsistency Between Rules.

7.1.  In the event of any inconsistency be-
tween this rule and any other existing rule of the
West Virginia Department of Environmental
Protection, such inconsistency shall be resolved
by the determination of the Secretary and such
determination shall be based upon the application
of the more stringent provision, term, condition,
method or rule.
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that the autologous donor should not
donate in the future; and

(iii) The results of tests for evidence
of infection due to communicable
disease agent(s), that were a basis for
deferral under § 610.41 of this chapter,
including results of supplemental (i.e.,
additional, more specific) tests as
required in § 610.40(e) of this chaptar.

(2) You must make reasonable
attemnpts to notify the autologous
flonor's referring physician within 8
weeks after determining that the
autnlogous donor is deferred as
described in paragraph (a) of this
section, You must document that you
have successfully notified the
autelogous donor’s referring physician
or when you are unsuccessful that you
have made reasonahle attempts to notity
the physician.

Dated: June 1, 2001.
Bernard A. Schwetz,
Acting Principal Deputy Commissioner.
[FR Doc. 01-14409 Filed 6-8-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE #160-01-F

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Air Force

32 CFR Part 989
RIN 0701-AA56

Environmental Impact Analysis
Process (EIAP); Correction

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force,
DoD.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Air
Force published in the Federal Register
of March 28, 2001, a document
concerning correcting amendments.
This document corrects the inadvertent
change to correcting amendment 45.
DATES: Effective on July 11, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: M.
Jack Bush (HQ USAF/ILEB], 1260 Air
Force Pentagon, Washington, DC 20330~
1260, (703) 604-0553.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Tn 32 CFR
part 989, FR Doc. 01-7671 published an
March 28, 2001 (66 FR 16868) make the
following correction. On page 16869,
correcting amendment 45, Appendix C,
paragraph A3.1.3, last sentence, correct
“USAF/ILEVP” to read “HQ USAF/
ILEVP.”

Dated: May 31, 2001,
Janet A. Long,
Air Farce Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 01-14681 Filed 6-8-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-05-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60
[FRL-6995-2]
RIN 2060-AES56

Standards of Performance for Electric
Utility Steam Generating Units for
Which Construction is Commenced
After September 18, 1978; Standards of
Performance for Industrial-
Commercial-Institutional Steam
Generating Units

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Partial withdrawal of direct
final rule.

SUMMARY: Due tn relevant adverse
comment, the EPA is withdrawing two
provisions from the direct final rule
published on April 10, 2001 for Subpart
Da—=Standards of Performance for
Electric Utility Steam Generating Units
for Which Construction is Commenced
After September 18, 1978, and Subpart
Db—S5tandards of Performance for
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional
Steam Generating Units (66 FR 18546).
These provisions deal with the revised
definition of “boiler operating day’” and
the data substitution requirement for
missing data.

DATES: This rule is effective June 11,
2001, As of June 11, 2001, the EPA
withdraws the revised definition of
“boiler nperating day” in 40 CFR
§60.41a and 60.46a(j)(2) published on
April 10, 2001 (66 FR 18546). The
remaining provisions published on
April 10, 2001 will be effective June 11,
2001 as stated in the April 10, 2001
direct final rule, The addition of 40 CFR
60.46a(j)(2), which deletes the data
substitution requirement for missing
data, is effective June 11, 2001,
ADDRESSES: Docket number A-92-71,
containing supporting information used
in the development of this notice is
available for public inspection and
copying between 8:00 a.m. and 5:30
p.m., Monday through Friday {except
for Federal holidays) at the following
address: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center (6102), 401 M Street,
SW, Washington, DC 20460, or by
calling (202) 2607548, A reasonable fee
may be charged for copying docket
materials.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACGT: Mr.
James Eddinger, Combustion Group,
TEmission Standards Division (MD-13]),
Office of Air Quality Planning and
Standards, U.S. EPA, Research Triangle

Park, NC 27711, telephone number (919)
541--5426, electronic maii address:
eddinger.jim@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Eecause
EPA received relevant adverse
comment, we are withdrawing two of
the provisions included in the direct
final rule for compliance and
monitering requirements for duct
burners used in combined cycle
systems. We published the direct final
rule (66 FR 18546} and a notice of
proposed rulemaking (66 FR 18579)
intended to amend the emissions
monitoring and compliance provisions
for duct burners contained in subparts
Da and Db on April 10, 2001.

We stated in that Federal Register
that if we received relevant adverse
comment by May 10, 2001 on one or
more distinct provisions of the direct
final rule, we would publish a timely
withdrawal of those distinct provisions
in the Federal Register. We
subsequently received relevant adverse
comment on two of the provisions: the
revised definition of “boiler operating
day” in 40 CI'R 60.41a and the data
substitution requirement contained in
40 CFR 60.46a(}){2).

The adverse comments stated that the
revised definition of “hoiler cperating
day" and the inclusion of the 40 CFR
part 75 data substitution requirement
are independent of the amendments
addressing the compliance procedures
for duct burners. The commenters stated
that these provisions are inconsistent
with existing subpart Da procedures and
their potential impacts were not
analyzed or discussed in the proposal.
On reviewing the relevant adverse
comments, we agreed with their
conclusion that these provisions are
inconsistent with existing provisions in
subpart Da and independent of the
provisions addressing the compliance
procedures for duct burners. Section
60.47a(c)(2) states that, although 40 CFR
part 75 monitors can be used for subpart
Da compliance, 40 CFR part 75 missing
data and bias adjustment procedures
shall not be used. As for the revised
definition of “boiler aperating day,”

§ 60.47a(f) requires data to be collected
for at least 18 hours in a “"boiler
operating day.” The proposed revised
definition of a “‘boiler operating day”™ is
inconsistent with this requirement.
Therefore, we are withdrawing the
revised definition of “‘boiler operating
day” and § 60.46a(j}{2) which contained
the requirement for substituting data
under 40 CFR part 75,

Based on the adverse comment
received, we are amending subpart Da to
add a revised § 60.46a(j)(2) which will
become effective on June 11, 2001 as
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provided in the April 10, 2001 direct
final rule (66 FR 18546), as appears at
the end of this document. This revised
§60.46a(j)(2) differs from the

§ 6(1.46u(j)(2) that is being withdrawn
from the direct final rule by the deletion
of the following statement:

This includes data substituted according to
40 CFR 75.21(i) for invalid data and 40 CFR
75.30 for missing data or data adjusted for
negative bias as required by 40 CFR 75.23(d).

Based on our review of the comments
received, we will, therefore, not address
the comments on the withdrawn
provisions in a subsequent final action
vn the parallel proposal published at 66
FR 18579.

The provisions for which we did not
receive relevant adverse comment, as
well as the revised § 60.46a(j)(2), will
become effective on June 11, 2001 as
provided in the April 10, 2001 direct
final rule (66 FR 18546).

Dated: June 5, 2001.
Robert D. Brenner,

Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of Air
and Radiation,

For reasons set out in the preamble,
title 40, chapter I, part 60 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 60—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as follows:

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

Subpart Da—[Amended]

2. Section 60.46a is amended by
adding paragraph (j)(2) to read as
follows:

§60.46a Compliance provisions.

* * * * *

[]'] * * %

(2] The owner or operator of an
affected duct burner may elect to
determine compliance by using the
continuous #mission monitoring system
specified under §60.47a for measuring
NOx and oxygen and meet the
requirements of § 60.47a. Data from a
CEMS certified (or recertified) according
to the provisions of 40 CFR 75.20,
meceting the QA and QC requirements of
40 CI'R 75.21, and validated according
to 40 CFR 75.23 may be used. The
sampling site shall be located at the
vutlet from the steam generating unit,
The NOy emission rate at the outlet
from the steam generating unit shall
constitute the NOx emission rate from

the duct burner of the combined cycle
system.,

*® * * * Ed

[FR Doc. 0114618 Filed 6-6-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Care Financing Administration

42 CFR Parts 431, 433, 435, 436, and
457

[HCFA-2006-F3]
RIN 0838-AI28

State Child Health; Implementing
Regulations for the State Children's
Health Insurance Program: Further
Delay of Effective Date

AGENCY: Health Care Financing
Administration (HCFA), HHS.
ACTION: Final rule; Further delay of
offective date.

SUMMARY: This final rule tempararily
delays the effoctive date of the final rule
entitled “State Child Health;
Implementing Regulations for the State
Children’s Health Insurance Program”
published in the January 11, 2001
Federal Register (66 FR 2490). That
final rule implements provisions of the
Balanced Budget Act of 1997 (BBA)
related to the State Children’s Health
Insurance Program (SCHIP).
Specifically, the final rule includes
provisions related to State plan
requirements and plan administration,
coverage and benefits, eligibility and
enrollment, enrcllee financial
responsibility, strategic planning,
substitution of coverage, program
integrity, certain allowable waivers, and
applicant and enrollec protections, It
also implements the provisions of
sections 4911 and 4912 of the BBA,
which amended title XIX of the Social
Security Act to expand State options for
caverage of children under the Medicaid
program, In addition, the final rule
makes technical corrections to subparts
B and F of 42 CFR part 457,

On February 26, 2001, we initially
delayed the effective date of the final
rule from April 11, 2001 until June 11,
2001. The temporary 60-day delay in the

effective date was necessary to give

Department officials the opportunity for
further review and consideration of new
regulations.

Wt have decided to further delay the
affective date of the final rule because
we have determined that a short
additional period is required to properly
consider and promulgate necessary

revisions. To the extent that 5 U.S.C.
section 553 applies to this action, this
action is exempt from notice and
caomment because it constitutes a rule of
procedure under 5 U.5.C. section 553(b)
(A). Alternatively, HCFA's delay of
implementation of this rule without
upportunity for public comment,
effective immediately upon publication
today in the Federal Register, is based
on the good cause exceptions in 5 U.8.C.
sectinns 533{b)(B) and 553(d)(3), in that
seeking public comment is
impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest. Given the
imminence of the effective date, seeking
prior public comment on this temporary
delay would have been impractical
because the time available before the
effective date is too short for meaningfut
comment. Moreover, to the extent that
seeking public comment would
preclude this delay, it would be
contrary to the public interest in the
orderly promulgation and
implementation of regulations in light of
the development of necossary revisions.
The immediate delay is necessary to
prevent application of inconsistent
standards while we issue the necessary
revisions,
DATES: The effective date of the final
rule amending 42 CFR parts 431, 433,
435, 436 and 457, published in the
Federal Register on January 11, 2001, at
66 FR 2490 and delayed on February 26,
2001 at 66 FR 11547 until June 11, 2001
is further delayed until June 25, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Regina Fletcher (410) 786-3293.
(Calalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Ne. 93.767, State Children’s Health
Insurance Program)

Dated: Tune 7, 2001.
Thomas A. Scully,
Administrator, Health Cure Financing
Administration,

Appreved: June 7, 2001.
Tommy G, Thompsan,
Secretary.
{FR Doc. 01-14733 Filed 6-8-01; B:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4120-01-P

FEDERAL EMERGENCY
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 64
[Docket No. FEMA-7763]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, FEMA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule identifies
communities, where the sale of flood
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60
[AD-FRL-7010-3]
RIN A2060-AJ51

Standards of Performance for Large
Municipal Waste Combustors for
Which Construction is Commenced
After September 20, 1994 or for Which
Modification or Reconstruction is
Commenced After June 19, 1996 and
Emission Guidelines and Compliance
Times for Large Municipal Waste
Combustors That are Constructed On
or Before September 20, 1994

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule; amendment.

SUMMARY: We are amending the
standards of performance for large
municipal waste combustors by
expanding the definition of mass burn
rotary watcrwall municipal waste
combustors (MWC) to include mass
burn tumbling-tile grate waterwall
municipal waste combustors. This
change ensures that the same emission
limit is established for both types of
MWC designs since they exhibit similar
combustion characteristics. Since the
emissivns guidelines for large municipal
waste combustors reference the
definitions included in the standards of
performance, this amendment to the
standards has the effect of amending
both the standards and the guidelines.
PATES: This direct final rule will be
effective on September 10, 2001,
without further notice, unless
signtficant adverse comments are
received by August 13, 2001.

If significant material adverse
comments are received by August 13,
2001, this direct final rule will be
withdrawn and the comments addressed
in a subsequent final rulc based on the
proposal, If no significant material
adverse comments are received, no
further action will be taken on the
proposal and this direct final rule will
become effective on Septemnber 10,
2001.

ADDRESSES: By U.S. Postal Service, send
comments (in duplicate if possible) to:
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center (6102), Attention
Docket Number A-90-45, Subcategory
[X-D, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue,
NW, Washington, DC 20460. In person
ot by courier, deliver comments (in
duplicate if possible) to: Air and
Radiation Docket and Information
Center (6102), Attention Docket Number
A-90-45, Subrategory [X-D, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 40t
M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460.
The EPA requests that a separate copy
of each public comment be sent to the
contact person listed helow,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Fred Porter, Combustion Group,
Emission Standards Division (MD-13),
U.5. EPA, Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711, {(919) 541-5251, c-mail:
porter.fred@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments. We are publishing this
direct tinal rule without prior proposal
because we view this as a
noncontroversial amendment and do
not anticipate adverse comments.
However, in the Proposed Rules section
of this Federal Register, wo are
publishing a separate document that

will serve as the proposal in the event
that adverse comments are filed.

If we receive any significant adverse
comments, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing the public that this direct
final rule will not take effect. We will
address all public comments in a
subsequent final rule based on the
proposed rule. We will not institute a
second comment period on this direct
final rule. Any partics interested in
commenting must do so at this time,

Docket. The docket is an organized
and complete file of information
compiled by EPA in development of this
direct final rule. The docket is a
dynamic file because material is added
throughout the rulemaking process. The
docketing system is intended to allow
members of the public and industries
invelved to readily identify and locate
documents so that they can effectively
participate in the rulemaking process.
Along with the proposed and
promulgated standards and their
preambles, the docket contains the
record in the case of judicial review.
The decket number for this rulemaking
is A—90-45, Subcategory [X-D.

World Wide Web (WWW). In addition
to being available in the docket,
electronic copies of this action will be
posted on the Technology Transfer
Netwark's (TTN} policy and guidance
information page http://www.ecpa.gov/
ttn/caaa. The TTN provides information
and technology exchange in various
areas of air pollution contral. If more
information regarding the TTN is
needed, call the TTN HELP line at {919)
541-5384.

Regulated Entities. The regulated
categorics and entities that potentially
will be affected by this amendment
include the following:

Category g’g&%g C%clj%s Regulated entities
industry, Federal government, and State/ | 562213 4953 | Solid waste combustors or incinerators at waste-to-energy facilities that generate
localftribal governments. 92411 9511 electricity or steam from the combustion of garhage (lypically municipal waste);

and solid waste combustors or incinerators at facilities that combust garbage
{typically municipal waste) and do not recover energy from the waste.

This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
regulated by this action. This table lists
the types of entities that we are now
aware could potentially be regulated by
this action. Other types of entities not
listed in the table could also be
regulated, To determine whether your
facility, company, business,
organization, cte., is regulated by this
action, you should carefully examine

the applicability criteria in §§ 60.50b
and 60.32b of the rules. If vou have
questions regarding the applicability of
this action to a particular entity, consult
the person listed in the preceding FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Judicial Review. Under section
307(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act {CAA),
judicial review of the action taken by
this direct final rule is available only on
the filing of a petition for review in the
U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of

Columbia Circuit by September 10,
2001. Under section 307(b)(2) of the
CAA, the requirements that are subject
to today’s action may not be challenged
later in civil or criminal proceedings
brought by EPA to enforce these
requirements.

Under section 307(d)(7) of the CAA,
only an objection to a rule or procedure
raised with reasonable specificity
during the period for public comment or
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public hearing may be raised during
judicial review.

1. Background

On December 19, 1995, we
promulgated standards of performance
(60 FR 5382} and emissions guidelines
(60 FR 65387} for large municipal waste
combustors. These standards and
guidelines establish maximum
achievabie control technology (MACT)
emission limits for nine pollutants for
all design types of municipal waste
combustors, The emissicn control
technology upon which these MACT
emission limits arc based varies
somewhat, depending on the specific
emission limit. For carbon monoxide
(CO), the emission control technology
upon which the MACT emission limits
are based is good combustion. As
cutlined in the proposed and final
standards and guidelines, good

combustion consists of several elements:

trained operators, waste feed control,
cuombustion air contrel, combustion air
preheat, and the use of auxiliary fuel
burners.

The magnitude of CO emissions from
a combustor are determined primarily
by the combustion conditions which
exist within the combuster, While good
combustion minimizes CO emissions, it
cannot achieve the same level of
emission reductions for each type of
combustor design since combustion
conditions inherently vary from one
tvpe of combustor design to another. As
a result, the MACT CO emission limits
in the standards and guidelines vary by

type of combustor design.

The MACT CO emission limits for
mass burn rotary waterwall combustors,
for example, are different (i.e., less
stringent) than those for mass burn
waterwall combustors. A mass burn
rotary waterwall combustor is
essentially an inclined rotating
waterwall cylinder. Waste enters at the
elevated end of the cylinder, ignites,
and then slowly moves down the
cylinder as it rotates, As the municipal
waste burns, the rotation of the cylinder
tends to carry the waste partially up the
wall in the directicn of rotation, until it
tumbles and falls over on itself. When
this happens, a large amount of fresh,
unburned surface area is suddenly
exposed to combustion, and this lcads
to substantial fluctuations in CO
emission levels,

Most mass burn waterwall municipal
waste combustors do not use an
inclined rotating cylinder, but use an
inclined reciprocating grate to burn the
municipal waste. Viewed from the side,
this inclined grate looks like a long set
of stair steps. In most cases, every other
grate step can move back and forth or

reciprocate. The waste enters on the top
step, ignites, and then is slowly pushed
down the grate, from one step to
another, by the reciprocating steps.
While the action of moving from step to
step serves to expose some fresh,
unburned surface area to combustion,
the transition is smoother and less
abrupt than that in a rotary combustor.
As aresult, the fluctuations in CO
emission levels are less extreme and, as
mentioned above, the MACT emission
limits in the standards and guidelines
for CO are more stringent for mass burn
waterwall combustors than for mass
burn rotary waterwall combustors,

Recently, we have learned that there
is one other type of mass burn waterwall
municipal waste combustor design,
which is referred to as a tumbling-tile
grate combustor. Only one large
municipal waste combustor of this type
of design exists in the United States
(i.e., Savannah Energy Systems lucated
in Savannah, Georgia) and, until the
cwner/operator of this combustor
brought this to our attention, we were
not aware of it. This type of combustor
design uses a grate to burn municipal
waste but, because of the unique design
of the grate, the combustion conditions
within the combustor are similar to
those within a mass burn rotary
waterwall combustor.

When viewed fram tha side, the grate
within this combustor looks like a long
set of stair steps. However, every third
step, which is referred to as a
“tumbling-tile,” is hinged at one end
with the other end attached to a vertical
ram heneath the step. As waste moves
down the grate, the ram rises, rotating
the step around the hinged end. This
action causes the waste ta tumble and
fall aver on itself exposing a large
amount of fresh, unburned surface arca
to combustion.

The averall effect creates combustion
conditions similar to those which exist
within a rotating combustar. As the
waste burns, periedically a large amount
of fresh, unhurned surface area is
suddenly and abruptly exposed to
combustion, and this leads to
substantial fluctuations in CO emission
levels. Gond combustion reduces CO
emission levels from a tumbling-tile
grate waterwall combustor to the level
achieved at rotary waterwall
combustors, but cannot reduce CO
emigsions to the level achieved at mass
burn waterwall combustors, Thus, the
MACT emission limits for CO for mass
burn tumbling-tile grate waterwall
combustors and mass burn rotary
waterwall combustors should be the
sarie.

This direct final rule amendment,
therefore, expands the definition of

mass burn rotary waterwall municipal
waste combustor to include mass burn
turnbling-tile grate waterwall municipal
waste combustor. This action ensures
that the same MACT CO emission limit
is established for both types of
municipal waste combustor designs
since they exhibit similar combustion
conditions.

All terms used but not defined in the
guidelines (Subpart Cb—Emission
Guidelines and Compliance Times for
Large Municipal Waste Combustnrs
That are Constructed on or Before
September 20, 1994) have the meaning
given them in the standards (Subpart
Eb—Standards of Performance for Large
Municipal Waste Combustors for Which
Construction is Commenced After
September 20, 1994 or for Which
Muoditication or Reconstruction is
Commenced After June 19, 1996). Asa
result, this action has the effect of
amending bath the standards and the
guidelines by amending the definition
of mass burn rotary waterwall
municipal waste combustor in the
standards,

II. Administrative Requirements

A, Executive Order 12866: Regulatory

Planning and Review

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), we must
determine whether the regulatory action
is "“significant’” and, therefore, subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OME) and the requirements of
the Executive Order, The Executive
Order defines “significant regulatory
action” as one that is likely to result in
a rule that may:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 millien or more, or
adversely affect in a material way the
economy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, johs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities;

(2) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients therect; or

(4] Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President's priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive Order.

It has been determined that this direct
final rule does not quality as a
“signiticant regulatory action” under
the terms of Executive Order 12866 and,
therefore, is not subject to review by
OMB.
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B. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Federalism® (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), requires EPA to develop an
accountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by State
and local officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
implications.” “Policies that have
federalism implications” is detfined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have “substantial dircct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
varicus levels of government.”

Under section 6 of Executive Order
13132, EPA may not issue a regulation
that has federalism implications, that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the Federal government provides
the funds necessary to pay the direct
compliance costs incurred by State and
local governments, or EPA consults with
State and local efficials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation, The EPA also may not issue
a regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law, unless the Agency consults with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation,

This direct final rule does not have
federalism implications. It will not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relationship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distributien of power and
responsibilities among the varicus
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132. Thus, the
requirements of section 6 of the
Executive Order do not apply to this
direct final rule.

C. Executive Order 13175 Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

Executive Order 13173, entitled
“Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments” (65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000), requires EPA
to develop an accountable process to
ensure “meaningtul and timely input by
tribal officials in the development of
regulatory policias that have tribal
implications.” “Policies that have tribal
implications” is defined in the
Executive Order to include regulations
that have “substantial direct effects on
anc or more Indian tribes, 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.”

This direct final rule does not have
tribal implications. It will not have
substantial direct effects on tribal
gavernments, 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,
as specified in Executive Ovder 13175,
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not
apply to this direct final rule.

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

Executive Order 13045 "“Pratection of
Children from Envirenmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997), appliss to any rule that:
(1) Is determined to be “‘economically
significant” as defined under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an
envirenmental health or safety risk that
EPA has reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
the EPA must evaluate the
environmental health or safety effects of
the planned rule cn children, and
explain why the planned regulation is
preferable to other potentially effective
and reasonably feasible alternatives
considered by EPA.

The EPA interprets Executive Order
13045 as applying only to those
regulatory actions that are based on
health or safety risks, such that the
analysis required under section 5-501 of
the Executive Order has the potential to
influence the regulation. This diract
final rule is nat subject to Executive
Order 13045 because it is based on
technology performance and not on
health or safety risks. Also, this direct
final rule is not “economically
significant.”

E. Unfunded Mundutes Reform Act of
1985

Title It of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Public
Law 104—4, establishes requirements for
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on State, local
and tribal governments and the private
sector, Under section 202 of the UIMRA,
EPA generally must prepare a written
statement, including a cost-benefit
analysis, for proposed and final rules
with “Federal mandates” that may
result in expenditures to State, local,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or to the private sector, of $100 million
or more in any 1 year, Before
promulgating an EPA rule for which a
written statement is needed, section 205
of the UMRA generally requires EPA to

identify and consider a reasonable
number of regulatary alternatives and
adopt the least costly, most cost-
effective or least burdensome alternative
that achieves the ovbjective of the rule,
The provisions of section 205 dao not
apply when they are inconsistent with
applicable law, Moreover, section 205
allows EPA to adopt an alternative other
than the least costly, most cost-effective
or feast burdensome alternative if the
Administrator publishes with the final
rule an explanation why that alternative
was not adopted. Before EPA establishes
any regulatory requirements that may
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments, including tribal
governments, it must have developed
under section 203 of the UMRA a small
government agency plan. The plan must
provide for notifying potentially
affected small governments, enabling
officials of affected small governments
to have meaningful and timely input in
the development of EPA regulatory
proposals with significant Federal
intergovernmental mandates, and
informing, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

The EPA has determined that this
direct final rule does not contain a
Federal mandate that may resultin
expenditures of $100 million or more
for State, local, and tribal governments,
in the aggregate, or the private sector in
any 1 year. Thus, today’s rule is not
subject to the requirements of sections
202 and 205 of thec UMRA.

The EPA has determined that this
direct final rule contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantly or
uniquely affect small governments.

F. Regulatory Flexibility Act [RFA), as
Amended by the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (SEREFA), 5 U.5.C. 601 et seq.

The RFA generally requires an agency
to prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis of any rule subject to notice
and comment rulemaking requirements
under the Administrative Procedures
Act or any other statute unless the
agency certifies that the rule will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small organizations, and small
governmental jurisdictions.

TFor purposes of assessing the impacts
of today's direct final rule on small
entitics, small entity is defined as: (1) A
small business in the regulated industry
that has a gross annnal revenue less
than $6 million; {2) a small
governmental jurisdiction that is a
government of a city, county, town,
school district or special district with a
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papulation of less than 50,000; or (3) a
small organization that is any not-for-
profit enterprise that is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its feld,

After considering the economic
impacts of today's direct final rule on
small entities, EPA has concluded that
this action will nat have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. This direct
final rule will not imposc any
requirements on small entities because
it does not impose any additional
regulatory requirements.

G. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Office of Management and Budget
had previously approved the
information collection requirements
contained in the standards and
guidelines for large municipal waste
combustors under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 [J.5.C.
3301 et seq., at the time the rules were
promulgated on December 19, 1995.

The amendment contained in this
direct final rule results in no changes to
the information collection requirements
of tho standards or guidelines and will
have no impact on the information
collection estimate of project cost and
hour burden made and approved by
OMB during the development of the
standards and guidelines. Therefore, the
information collection requests have not
been revised.

An Agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
cantrol number. The OMB contral
numbers for EPA’s regulations are listed
in 40 CFR part 9 and 40 CFR chapter 15.

H. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (NTTAAY}, Public Law 104-
113, §12(d) (15 U.5.C. 272 note) directs
EPA to use voluntary consensus
standards in its regulatory activities
unless to do so would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical. Voluntary consensus
standards are technical standards (e.g.,
materials specifications, test methaods,
sampling procedures, and business
practices) that are developed or adopted
by voluntary consensus standards
bodies. The NTTAA directs EPA to
provide Congress, through OMB,
explanations when the agency decides
not to use available and applicable
voluntary consensus standards.

This direct final rule amendment does
not involve technical standards. The
EPA’s compliance with the NTTAA has

been addressed in the preamble of the
standards of performance (60 FR 65382)
and emissions guidelines (60 FR 65387)
promulgated on December 19, 1995,

I. Congressional Review Act

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801, ef seq., as added by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. The EPA will
submit a report containing this direct
final rule and other required
information to the U.S. Senate, the U.S.
House of Representatives, and the
Comptroller General of the United
States prior to publication of this direct
final rule in the Federal Register. A
major rule cannot take effect until 60
days after it is published in the Federal
Register. This direct final rule is not a
“major rule”’ as defined by 5 U.S.C,
804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: July 3, 2001.

Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, title 40, chapter I, part 60 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended to read as follows:

PART 60—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 60
continues ta read as:

Authority: 42 U.5.C. 7401 ef seq.
Subpart Eh—[Amended)]

2. Section 60.51b is amended by
revising the definition of Mass burn
rotary waterwall municipal waste
combustor and adding the definition of
Tumbling-tile as follows:

§60.51b Definitions.
* * * * *

Mass burn rotary waterwall municipal
waste combustor means a field-erected
combustor that combusts municipal
salid waste in a cylindrical rotary
waterwall furnace or on a tumbling-tile
grate,

*® * * ® *

Tumbling-tile means a grate tile
hinged at one end and attached to a ram
at tho other end. When the ram extends,

the grate tile rotates around the hinged
end.

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 31-17330 Filed 7-11-01; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 6560-50-U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 81

[Docket#: AK—01-002; FRL-7010-6]
Finding of Attainment for Carbon

Menoxide (CO); Anchorage CO
Nenattainment Area, AK

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

SUMMARY: EPA is finding that the
Anchorage CO nonattainment arca in
Alaska has attained the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) for CO by the deadline
required by the Clean Air Act (CAA),
December 31, 2000.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 13, 2001,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Connie Robinson, Office of Air Quality
Mail Code QAQ-107, EPA Region 10,
1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle Washington,
98101, (206) 533-1086.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this decument
wherever‘we’’, “us”, or “‘our” is used
we mean EPA.

I. Background

EPA has the responsibility for
determining whether a nonattainment
area has attained the CO NAAQS by the
applicable attainment date. In this case
the EPA was required to make
determinations concerning whether
sericus CO nonattainment areas attained
the NAAQS by their December 31, 2000,
attainment date. Pursuant to the CAA,
the EPA is required to make attainment
determinations for these arcas by June
30, 2001, no later than six months
following the attainment date for the
areas, This proposal was based on all
available, quality-assured data collected
from the CO monitoring sites, which has
been entered into the Aerometric
Information Retrieval System {AIRS).
This data was reviewed to determine the
area’s air quality status in accordance
with EPA guidance at 40 CFR part 50.8,
and in accordance with EPA policy and
guidance as stated in a memorandum
from William G. Laxton, Director
Technical Support Division, entitled
“Ozone and Carbon Monoxide Design
Value Calculations,” dated June 18,
1990.
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[FR Doc. 01-20257 Filed 8-13-01; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60
[FRL-7033-8]

RIN 2060-AJ22

Standards of Performance for Electric
Utility Steam Generating Units for
Which Construction Is Commenced
After September 18, 1978; and
Standards of Performance for
Industrial-Commercial-Institutional
Steam Generating Units

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule; remaoval of
provisions.

SUMMARY: This action removes certain
provisions of the nitrogen oxides [ NOx)
emission standards for new electric
utility steamn generating units and
industrial-cornmercial-institutional
steam generating units, which were
pramulgated on September 16, 1998.
Specifically, we are removing the
provisions of the final rules applicable
to electric utility steam generating units
and industrial-commercial-institutional
steam generating units for which
modification was commenced after July
9, 1997, The removal of the provisions
is based on the issuance of an order by
the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia Circuit in
Lignite Energy Council, et al., v.
Environmenta! Protection Agency, No.
98-1525 {and consolidated cases) on
September 21, 1999, granting summary
vacatur of the provisions. Section 553 of
the Administrative Procedure Act, 5
1.S.C. 553(b}(B}, provides that, when an
agency for good cause finds that notice
and public procedure are impracticable,
unnecessary or contrary to the public
interest, the agency may issue a rule
without providing notice and an
opportunity for public comment. The
EPA has determined that there is good
cause for removal of these provisions
without prior proposal and opportunity
for comment because the changes to the
rules are minar, noncontroversial in
nature, and do not substantively change
the requirements of the revised NOx
NSPS. Thus, notice and public
procedure are unnecessary. The EPA
finds that this constitutes good cause
under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)}(B).

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 14, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Docket number A—-92-71,
containing supporting information used
in the development of the rulemaking is
available for public inspection and
copying between 8 a.m. and 5:30 p.m.,
Manday through Friday (excluding
Federal holidays) at the following
address; 1J.5, EPA, Air and Radiation
Docket and Information Center (6102),
401 M Street, SW., Washington, DC
20460; telephone number (202) 260—
7548. The docket is located at the above
address in Room M—-1500, Waterside
Mall (ground floor). A reasonable fee
may be charged for copying docket
materials.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
James Eddinger, Combustion Group,
Emission Standards Division (MD-13),
U.S. EPA, Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711; telephone number (919)
541-54286; facsimile number (919) 541—
5450; electronic mail address
“eddinger.jim@epa.gov'’,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Docket.
The dockets are organized and complate
files of all the information submitted to
or otherwise considered by EPA in the
development of the standards. The
docket is a dynamic file because
material is added throughout the
rulemaking process. The principal
purposes of the docket are to allow
interested parties to readily identify and
lacate documents so that they can
intelligently and effectively participate
in the rulemaking process; and to serve
as the record in case of judicial review.
Regulated Entities. Categories and
entities potentially regulated by this
action include:

Examples of regulated

Category entities

P

Electric utility stearn gener-
ating units, industrial
steam generating units,
cemmercial steam gener-
ating units and institutional
steam generating units.

Industry

This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to he
regulated by this action. T'o determine
whether vour facility is regulated by this
action, you should carefully examine
the applicability criteria in §§ 60.40a
and 60.40b of the rules. If you have any
questions regarding the applicability of
this action to a particular entity, consult
the person listed in the preceding FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Judicial Review. Under section
307(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act (CAA]),
judicial review of this nationally
applicable final action is available only
by filing a petition for review in the U.S,

Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit by October 15, 2001.
Under section 307(b)(2) of the CAA, the
requirements that are subject to this
action may not be challenged later in
civil or criminal proceedings brought by
EPA to enforce the requirements.

World Wide Web (WIWW]. In addition
to being available in the docket, an
electronic copy of this final rule will
also be available through the
Technology Transfer Network (TTN).
TFollowing promulgation, a copy of the
rule will be posted an the TTN's policy
and guidance page for newly proposed
or promulgated rules (hitp://
www.epa.gov/ttn/oarpg/t3ptpr.himl),
The TTN provides information and
technology oxchange in various areas of
air pollution control. If more
information regarding the TTN is
needed, call the TTN HELP line at (919)
541--5384.

I. Why Are We Taking This Action?

Acting in accordance with sections
407(c) and 111 of the CAA, the EPA
published proposed revisions to the
cmission standards for NOx contained
in the standards of performance for now
electric utility steam generating units
and industrial-commercial-institutional
steam generating units, 40 CFR part 60,
subparts Da and Db, respectively, at 62
FR 36948 on July 9, 1997, Under section
111(a)(2} of the CAA, any stationary
source, as identified in a propused new
source performance standard {NSPS), on
which construction, modification or
reconstruction is commenced after the
date of proposal of that NSPS is subject
tu any final standards promulgated by
EPA. See United Stafes of America v,
City of Painesville, Ohio, 644 T.2d 1186
(6th Cir. 1981), Thus, any affected
facility, as detined in the proposed rule,
on which construction, modification or
reconstruction was or is commenced
after July 9, 1997, would normally be
subject to the standards of performance
as promulgated. Modification means
“any physical change in, or change in
the method of operation of, a stationary
source which increases the amount of
any air pollutant emitted by such source
or which results in the emission of any
air pollutant not previously emitted.”
{sce CAA scction 111(a}(4)). See also 40
CFR 60.14, ‘‘a physical or aperational
change to an existing facility which
results in an increase in the emission
rate to the atmosphere of any pollutant
to which a standard applies shall be
considered a modification within the
meaning of section 111 of the Act.”

On September 16, 1998 (63 FR 49553),
we published final rules revising the
nitrogen oxides emission standards in
subparts Da and Db, Following
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proemulgation of the final rules, a
number of industry groups (Petitioners)
filed petitions for review pursuant to
CAA section 307(b) in the United States
Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit. Those petitions were
subsequently consolidated by the court;
Lignite Energy Council, et al., v. United
Stutes Environmental! Protection
Agency, No, 98—1525 and consolidated
cases. Petitioners filed their initial brief
in the case on May 28, 1999, We filed
our initial brief cn July 30, 1999, At the
same time we filed our initiat brief, we
also filed a motion for partial voluntary
remand that requested that the court
remand the standards, as applied to
modificd or recenstructed boilers, to
EPA for further consideration and
cxplanation. In cur motion, we
explained that in light of issues raised
in the Petitioners’ brief, we recognized
that in the final rules we provided an
inadequate explanation of the standards
as applied to modified or reconstructed
boilers. We turther informed the court
that we believed that a remand of the
standards, as applied to modified or
reconstructed boilers, was appropriate
to allow us to further consider the
matter and articulate more fully the
basis for cur action. In response to our
motion, the Petitioners filed a motion
for partial summary vacatur of the
standards as applied to modified
boilers. On September 21, 1999, the
court issued an order granting the
Petitioners” motion for summary vacatur
of the provisions of the final rules
pertaining to modified boilers, thereby
vacating the provisions of the final rules
applicable to boilers modified after July
9, 1997.

We are taking today’s action pursuant
to our general rulemaking authority
under section 301(a) of the CAA, 42
U.8.C. 7601(a). Section 301(a) grants the
Administeator of EPA the authority “to
prescribe such regulations as are
necessary to carry out [her] functions
under this Act.”

I1. What Is the Legal Aathority for
Promulgating an Immediately Effective
Final Rule Without Prior Notice and
Opportunity for Public Comment?

Section 307(d) of the CAA generally
requires that we provide notice of our
intent to revise standards of
performance and an oppaortunity for
interested persons to comment thereon
before promulgating such revisions.
Section 307(d) expressly does not apply
in circumstances where we make a good
cause determination under 5 U.5.C.
553(b), which authorizes an agency to
forego the otherwise applicable
requirement for providing notice of
proposed rulemaking in the Federal

Register and an opportunity for
interested persons to comment on the
proposed rulemaking “when the agency
for good cause finds (and incorporates
the finding and a brief statement of the
reason theretfor in the rules issued) that
notice and public pracedure thereon arc
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary
to the public interest.”” Section
111(b)(1)(B) of the CAA expressly makes
revisions to standards of performance
“effective upon promulgation.” (see 42
U.S.C. 7411(b)(1)B)}.

W believe that there is good cause for
not providing notice and an opportunity
for comment for the following reason.
As a matter of law, the order issued by
the United States Court of Appeals for
the District of Celumbia Circuit on
September 21, 1999 vacated the
provisions of the final rules applicable
to modified boilers thereby making
them not binding and unenforceable. It
is, therefore, unnecessacy to provide
notice and an opportunity for comment
on this action which merely carries out
the court’s order.

As indicated above, section
111(b)(1)(B} of the CAA expressly
provides that revisions to standards of
performance hecome effective upon
promulgation, in this case publication
in the Federal Register.

III. What Does the Final Rule
Withdrawal of Provisions Do and What
Are Its Consequences?

A. To Whom Does the Final Rule
Withdrawal of Provisions Apply?

This final rule withdrawal of
provisions applies only to the owners
and operators of electric utility steam
generating units and industrial-
commercial-institutional steam
generating units an which modification
is commenced after July 9, 1997. We
plan to further consider the issues
associated with modified boilers and
will develop standards as appropriate in
the future. It does not affect 40 CFR part
60, subparts Da and Db, as they apply
to the owners and operators of new and
reconstructed electric utility steam
generating units and industrial-
commercial-institutional steam
generating units on which construction
or reconstruction is commenced after
July 9, 1997.

B. What Standards Are Being
Withdrawn?

Section 60.44a(d)(2) of 40 CFR is
amended by removing the language
relating to modified beilers, Scction
650.44b(1) of 40 CFR is amended by
reroving the language relating to
modified boilers.

C. Are There Any Other Impacts on
Affected Fucilities on Which
Madification Is Commenced After July
n,19977

Owners and operators of electric
utility steam generating units on which
modification is commenced after July 9,
1997 will be required to comply with
the applicable NOx emission limits
specified in the pre-existing NSPS {40
CFR 60.44a(a) and {c)). Similarly,
owners and operators of industrial-
commercial-institutional steam
generating units on which medification
is commenced after July 9, 1997 will be
required to comply with the applicable
NOx emisston limits specified in the
pre-existing NSPS {40 CFR 60.44b(a),
(b}, (c), (d) and (e)). Each of the cited
subsections contains different
requirernents. The subsection that
applies to a particular affected facility is
determined based on the type or
cambination of fucl being used.

IV. Administrative Requirements

Under Executive Order 12866 {58 FR
51735, Octoher 4, 1993), this action is
not a “significant regulatory action™ and
is therefore not subject to review hy the
Dffice of Management and Budget
(OMB). Because the EPA has made a
“goed cause” finding that this action is
not subject to notice and comment
requiremonts under the Administrative
Procedure Act or any other statute, it is
nat subject to the regulatory flexibility
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), or to sections
202 and 205 of the Unfunded Mandates
Retform Act of 1985 (UMRA) (Public
Law 104—4}. In addition, this action
dees not significantly or uniquely attect
small governments or impose a
significant intergovernmental mandate,
as described in sections 203 and 204 of
the UMRA. This action also doss not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of tribal governments, as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 6, 2000). This
action does not have substantial direct
effects on the States, or on the
relationship between the national
government and the States, as specified
in Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999). This action also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (62 FR
19885, April 23, 1997) because it is not
economically significant.

This action does not invaolve technical
standards; thus, the requirements of
section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act [NTTAA) of 1995 (15 UL.S.C. 272) do
not apply. This action also does not
involve special consideration of
environmental justice related issues as
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required by Executive Order 12898 {59
FR 7629, February 16, 1994}. In issuing
this action, EPA has taken the necessary
steps to eliminate drafting errors and
ambiguity, minimize potential litigation,
and provide a clear legal standard for
affected conduct, as required by section
3 of Executive Order 12988 (61 FR 4729,
February 7, 1996). The EPA has
complied with Executive Order 12630
(53 FR 8859, March 15, 1988} by
examining the taking implications of
these rule withdrawal of provisions in
accordance with the "Attorney
General's Supplemental Guidelines for
the Evaluation of Risk and Avoidance of
Unanticipated Takings’ issued under the
executive order. This action does not
impoese an information collection
burden under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). The EPA’s
compliance with these statues and
Executive Orders for the underlying rule
is discussed in the September 16, 1958
Federal Register document.

The Congressional Review Act (5
U.5.C. 801 et seq.), as added by the
Small Businsss Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Coungress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 808 allows
the issuing agency to make a rule
effective sooner than otherwise
provided by the Congressicnal Review
Act if the agency makes a good cause
finding that notice and public procedure
is impracticable, unnecessary, or
contrary to the public interest. This
determination must be supported by a
brief statement (5 U.S.C. 808(2)). As
stated previously, the EPA has made
such a good cause finding, including the
reasons therefore, and established an
effective date of August 14, 2001. The
EPA will submit a report containing this
rule and other required information to
the U.S. Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of the technical correction
in the Federal Register. This action is
not a “major rule” as defined by 5
U.5.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60

Envirenmental protection, Air
pollutien control, Electric power plants.
Dated: August 7, 2001.
Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.

For the reasons set gut in the
preamble, title 40, chapter 1, part 60 of

the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follows.

PART 60—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as follows:

Authority; 42 U.5.C. 7401, et seq.
Subpart Da—[Amended]

2. Section 60.44a is amended by
revising paragraph (d}(2} to read as
follows:

§60.44a Standard for nitrogen oxides.
* * * * *

{djy > = *

{2) On and after the date on which the
initial performance test required to be
conducted under § 60.8 is completed, no
existing source owner or operator
subject to the provisions of this subpart
shall cause to be discharged into the
atmosphere from any affected facility for
which reconstruction commmenced after
July 9, 1997 any gases which contain
nitrogen oxides (expressed as NOz) in
excess of 65 ng/Jl (0,15 pounds per
million Btu} heat input, based on a 30-
day rolling average.

Subpart Db—[Amended]}

3. Section 60.44b is amended by
revising paragraph (1} to read as follows:

§60.44b Standard for nitrogen oxides.
* * * * *

(1} On and after the date on which the
initial performance test is completed or
is required to be completed under
§ 60.8, whichever date comes first, no
owner or operator of an affected facility
which commenced construction or
reconstruction after July 9, 1997 shall
cause to be discharged into the
atmosphere from that affected facility
any gases that contain nitrogen oxides
(expressed as NOz) in excess of the
following limits:

(1) If the affected facility combusts
coal, ¢il, or natural gas, or a mixture of
these fuels, or with any other fuels: A
limit of 86 ng/J; (0.20 Ib/million Btu)
heat input unless the affected facility
has an annual capacity factor for coal,
oil, and natural gas of 10 percent {0.10)
or less and is subject to a federally
enforceable requirement that limits
operation of the facility to an annual
capacity factor of 10 percent (0.10] or
less for coal, oil, and natural gas; or

(2) 1f the affected facility has a low
heat release rate and combusts natural
gas or distillate oil in excess of 30
percent of the heat input from the
combustion of all fuels, a limit
determined by use of the following
formula:

Eq = [((h10 * Hg) + (0.20 * H)]/(H,, +
H,)

Where:

E, is the NOx cmission limit, (lb/million
Btu),

Hg. is the heat input from combustion
of natural gas or distillate oil, and

H; is the heat input from combustion of
any other fuel.

[FR Doc. N1-20260 Filed 8—13-01; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 200
[FRL-7033-2]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency,

ACTION: Diirect final notice of deletion of
the Tronic Plating Co., Inc. Superfund
Site from the National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 1l announces the
direct final notice of deletion of the
Tronic Plating Co., Inc. Superfund Site
(8ite) from the National Priorities List
(NPL).

The NPL, promulgated pursuant to
Section 105 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is
Appendix B of 40 CFR Part 300, which
is the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(NCP). This direct final deletion is being
published by EPA with the concurrence
of the State of New York through the
New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
because EPA has determined that all
appropriate respanse actions under
CERCLA have been completed, and
therefore, further remedial action
pursuant to CERCLA is not appropriate.
DATES: This dircct final deletion will be
effective October 15, 2001 unless EPA
receives adverse comments by
September 13, 2001. If adverse
comments are received, EPA will
publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final deletion in the Federal
Register informing the public that the
deletion will not take effect.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
to: Gloria M. Sosa, Remedial Project
Manager, Emergency and Remedial
Response Division, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 11 290
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(2) Previously approved on October 1,
1999 in paragraph (c)(183)(i)(H)(?) of
this section and now deleted Rules 900,
901, 802, 903, and 904 (now replaced by
Rule 238).

(3) Previously approved on October 1,
1999 in paragraph (c)(183)(i)(H)(1} of
this section and now deleted Rules 905,
906, 907, 908, 910, 911, and 912 (now
replaced by Rule 244),

(4) Previously approved on October 1,
1999 in paragraph («){(183)(i)(H}() of
this section and now deleted Rule 909
{now replaced by a Negative Declaration
adopted on April 3, 2001).

(5) Previously approved on October 1,
1999 in paragraph (c}(183)({i)(H)(2) of
this section and now deleted without
replacement Rule 913.

(6) Previously approved on October 1,
1999 in paragraph {c)(183)(i}(H)(2) of
this section and now deleted Rule 914
(now replaced by Rule 501).

(281) New and amended regulations
for the following APCDs were submitted
on May 23, 2001, by the Governor’s
designee.

(i) Incorporation by reference.

{A) El Dorado County Air Pollution
Control District.

(1) Rules 238, 244, and 245, adopted
on March 27, 2001.

* * * * *

3. Section 52.222 is amended by
adding paragraph (a}(7)(i) to read as
follows:

§52.222 Negative Declarations.
* * * * *

[a) * R %

{7) El Dorado County Air Pollution
Control District.

(1) Bulk Terminal Facilities or
External or Internal Floating Roof Tank
Sources was submitted on May 23, 2001
and adopted on April 3, 2001.

* * Ed * *

[FR Doc. 1-21438 Filed 8-24—01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60

[FRL-7039-2]

Amendments for Testing and

Monitoring Provisions; Removal of a
Provision for Opacity Monitoring

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule.

SUMMARY: We, the EPA, are taking direct
fina] action to remove an amendment

published as part of a final rule entitied
“Amendments for Testing and
Monitoring Provisions” on October 17,
2000 (65 FR 81744). We are removing
this provision because it inadvertently
established substantive new
requirements for facilities that are
subject to the New Source Performance
Standards requiring the installation of
continuous apacity monitors on effluent
streams, although the amendments were
explicitly intended to be minor in
nature and not substantive,

DATES: Effective Date. This final rule
amendment is effective on October 11,
2001 without further notice, unless we
receive adverse comments on this direct
final rule by September 26, 2001, If we
receive timely adverse comments or a
timely hearing request, we will publish
a withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing you, the public, that this
direct final rule will not take effact.
ADDRESSES: Comments. You may submit
comments on this rulemaking in writing
(ariginal and two copies, if possible] to
Docket No. A-97-12 at the following
address: Air and Radiation Dacket and
Information Center (6102), US
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, SW., Room 1500, Washington,
DC 20460,

Docket. A docket containing
supporting information used in
developing this direct final rule
amendment is available far public
inspection and copying at our docket
office located at the above address in
Room M-1500, Waterside Mall (ground
floor). You are encouraged to phone in
advance to review docket materials. Ta
schedule an appointment, call the Air
Docket Office at (202) 260-7548. Refar
to Docket No, A-97-12. The Dacket
Office may charge a reasonable fee for
copying docket materials,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Foston Curtis, Environmental Protection
Agency, Office Air Quality Planning and
Standards, at 919/541-1063, e-mail;
curtis. foston@epa.gov, facsimile 919/
541-1039,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Outline. The information in this
preambie is organized as follows;

I. Background
IL. Authority
IT. Administrative Requirements
A. Executive Order 12866: "Significant
Regulatory Action Determination’
E. Regulatory Flexibility
C. Paperwork Reduction Act
D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
E. Docket
F. Executive Order 13132; Federalism
G. Executive Order 13045; Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

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

L. Submission to Congress and the General
Accounting Office

I. National Technonlogy Transter and
Advancement Act

K. Executive Order 13211 (Energy Effects)

L. Background

On Qctober 17, 2000 (65 FR 61744),
we published a notice of final
rulemaking to adopt a number of
changes to the test methods listed in 40
CFR parts 60, 61, and 63. As the
preamble to the final rule explained,
these changes were largely intended to
be minor, nansubstantive revisions and
represented, in effect, a “housekeeping”
effort to correct typographical and
technical errors, and eliminate obsoleta
ot no longer applicable material. In
addition, we promulgated Performance
Specification 15, which contains criteria
for certifying continuous emission
maonitoring systems (CEMS) that use
fourier transform infrared spectroscopy,
and we changed the outline of the test
methods and CEMS performance
specifications already listed in parts 60,
61, and 63 to fit a new format
recommended by the Environmental
Monitoring Management Council. The
editorial changes and technical
corrections were intended to update the
tules and help maintain their original
intent.

The amendment made to §60.13(g)
which is affected by today’s action
applies to facilities that are subject to
New Source Performance Standards
{NSPS) and are required to install
centinuous opacity monitors on effluent
streams. Specifically, the amendment
provides that when the effluents from
two or more affected facilities subject to
the same epacity standard are combined
into a single stack, and if opacity is
monitored on each stream, a combiner
system comprised of opacity and flow
monitoring systems must be installed. In
this case, gas flow rates from the
individual streams must be known to
correct the measured opacity to the exit
stack dimensions and therefore must be
measured. By contrast, preamended
§60.13(g} only implied, but did not
explicitly require, that flow
measurements from the individual
streams were necessary, The intent of
the amendment was to explicitly require
such flow measurements and to identify
what we perceived to he the most
commonly used method of doing that
(namely, the use of flow monitors).
However, during the public comment
period, some members of the utility
industry objected to our specifying flow
monitors as the only option and
suggested that other indicators of flow
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rate they had traditionally employed
(e.g., unit load, fan motor ampere
readings, damper settings, etc.) should
continue to be allowed. Because we did
not anticipate the industry having to
make substantive changes from its
current practices to implement the
amendments, we promulgated the
amended § 60.13(g) without fully
responding to the industry’s comments
in the preambie to the final rule. After
further consideration, we have
concluded that the amendment
constitutes a substantive change in the
original rule since it requires subject
facilities to install flow monitors instead
of allawing them to continue to use flaw
indicator methods, Moreover, we did
not raise the question of adequacy of
such methods in the previous
rulemaking and no commenter has
presented information indicating that
they do not provide adequate
measurements of flow rates for the
purposes of the NSPS monitoring
requirements. This removal of the
amendment will reinstate the old
§60.13(g) provision which allowed
subject facilities to use flow measuring
techniques besides flow monitors.

II. Authority

The statutory authority for this action
is 42 U.8.C. 7401, 7411, 7413, 7414,
74186, 7601, and 7602,

1. Administrative Requirements

A. Executive Order 12866: *'Significant
Regulatory Action Determination

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), we must
determine whether the regulatory action
is “significant” and therefore subject to
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) review and the requirements of
the Executive Order. The Order defines
“significant regulatory action” as one
that is likely to result in a rule that may:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more or
adversely affect in a material way the
econcmy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety in
State. local, or tribal governments or
communitias;

{(2) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an actien taken
or planned by another agen(gr;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlement, grants, user fees,
or loan programs of the rights and
ohligations of recipients thereof; or

{4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of lagal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive Ordar,

Because this rule merely removes an
amendment to, and reinstates the priar

provisions of 40 CFR 60.13(g), EPA has
determined that this action is not a
“significant regulatory action’ under
the terms of Executive Order 12866 and
is therefore not subject to OMB review,
Executive Order 12866 also encourages
agencies to provide a meaningful public
comment period, and suggests that in
most cases the comment period should
be 60 days. However, in consideration
of the very limited and remedial scope
of this amendment, we consider 30 days
te be sufficient in providing a
meaningful public comment period, if
requested, for this rulemaking.

B. Regulatory Flexibility

The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
requires us to conduct a regulatory
flexibility analysis of any rule subject to
notice and comment rulemaking
requirements unless the agency certifies
that the rule will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Small entities
include small businesses, small not-for-
profit enterprises, and small
governmental jurisdictions. The EPA
bas determined that removing the 40
CFR 60.13(g) amendment will not have
a significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities, Therefore, a
regulatory flexibility analysis is not
necessary in connection with this
action.

. Paperwork Reduction Act

Because this action does not include
or create any information collection
activities subject to the Paperwork
Reduction Act, the Paperwork
Reduction Act, 44 U.5.C. 3501, et seq.,
does not apply.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

Title IT of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Public
Law 104-4, establishes requirements for
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on State, local,
and tribal governments and the private
sector. Under section 202 of the UMRA,
we must prepare a written statement,
including a cost-benefit analysis, for
proposed and final rules with “Federal
mandates” that may result in
expenditures to State, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or to the
private sector, of $100 million or more
in any one year, Before we promulgate
a rule for which a written statement is
needed, section 205 of the UMRA
requires us to identify and consider a
reasonable number of regulatory
alternatives and adopt the least costly,
most cost-effective or least burdensome
alternative that achieves the objectives
of the rule. The provisions of section
205 do not apply when they are

inconsistent with applicable law.
Moreover, section 205 allows us to
adopt an alternative other than the Irast
costly, most cost-effective or least
burdensome alternative if the
Administrator publishes with the final
rule an explanation of why that
alternative was not adopted. Before we
establish any regulatory requirements
that may significantly or uniquely affect
small governments, including tribal
governments, we must have developed
under section 203 of the UMRA a small
government agency plan, That plan
must provide for notifying potentially
affected small governments, enabling
officials of affected small governments
to have meaningtul and timely input in
the development of regulatory proposals
with significant Federal
intergovernmental mandates, and
intorming, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

This action contains na regulatory
requirements that might signiticantly or
uniquely affect small governments. This
action does not contain a Federal
mandate that may result in expenditures
of $100 million or more for State, lacal,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or the private sector in any one vear.
Thus, today’s action is not subject to the
requirements of sections 202 and 205 of
the UMRA.

E. Docket

The docket includes an organized and
complete file of all the information
upon which we relied in taking this
direct final action. The docketing
system is intended to allow you to
identify and locate documents readily
50 that you can participate effectively in
the rulemaking process. Along with the
proposed and promulgated standards
and their preambles, the contents of the
docket, except for certain interagency
documents, will serve as the record for
judicial review. (See CAA section
307{d)(7)(A).)

F. Executive Order 13132: Federalism

Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Federalism” (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), requires us to develop an
acoountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by State
and local nfficials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
implications.” “Palicies that have
federalism implications” is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have “‘substantial direct
effects on the States, on the relationship
between the national gavernment and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.”
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Under Section 6 of Executive Order
13132, we may not issue a regulation
that has federalism implications, that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the Federal government provides
the funds necessary to pay the direct
compliance costs incurred by State and
local governments, or we consult with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. We also may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law, unless we consult with State and
local officials early in the process of
developing the proposed regulation.

This action does not have federalism
implications. The rule 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, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, Today’s action
does not create a mandate on State, local
or tribal governments. This action does
not impose any new or additional
enforceable duties on these entities,
Thus, the requirements of section 6 of
the Executive Order do not apply to this
rule.

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

Executive Order 13045 applies to any
rule that the EPA determines (1 is
economically significant as defined
under Executive Order 12866, and (2)
that the environmental health or safety
risk addressed by the rule has a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
the Agency must evaluate the
environmental health or safety effects of
the planned rule on children and
explain why the planned regulation is
preferable to other potentially effective
and reasonably feasible alternatives
considered by the Agency. This removal
action is not subject to Executive Order
13045, entitled Protection of Children
from Environmental Health Risks and
Safety Risks (62 FR 19885, April 23,
1997), because it is not an economically
significant regulatory action as defined
by Executive Order 12866, and the
action does not address an
environmental health or safety risk that
wauld have a disproportionate effect on
children.

H. Executive Order 13175, Consultation
und Coordination With Indian Tribal
Goavernments

Executive Order 13175, entitled
“Consultation and Coordination with

Indian Tribal Governments” (65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000), requires EPA
to develop an accountable process ta
ensure ‘meaningful and timely input by
tribal officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.” “Policies that have tribal
implications” is defined in the
Executive Order to include regulations
that have “substantial direct effects on
one or more Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
government and the Indian tribes, or an
the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
government and Indian tribes.”

This rule does not have tribal
implications. It will not have substantial
direct effects on tribal governments, 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, as
specified in Executive Order 13175.
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not
apply to this rule.

I. Submission to Congress and the
General Accounting Office

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.8.C. 801 et seq., added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. We will submit a
report containing this rule and other
required information to the U.S, Senate,
the 11.5. House of Representatives, and
the Comptroller General of the United
States before it is published in the
Federal Register. This action is nota
“major rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C.
804(2). This rule will be effective
October 11, 2001,

J. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Under section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act (NTTAA), Public Law 104-113
{March 7, 1996), we are required to use
voluntary consensus standards in our
regulatary and procurement activities
unless to do so would be inconsistent
with applicable law or otherwise
impractical, Voluntary consensus
standards are technical standards (e.g.,
materials specifications, test methods,
sampling procedures, business
practices, etc.} which are adopted by
voluntary consensus standard bodies,
Where we do not use available and
potentially applicable voluntary
consensus standards, the NTTAA

requires us to provide Congress, through
OMB, an explanation of the reasons for
not using such standards. This action
does not involve technical standards.
The purpose of today's action is to
remove portions of a rule, reinstating
previcus provisions, and not to impose
new substantive requirements or to
adopt new technical standards,
Consequently, the requirements of
NTTAA do not apply.

K. Executive Order 13211 (Energy
Effects)

This rule is not subject to Executive
Order 13211, ““Actions Concerning
Regulations That Significantly Affect
Energy Supply, Distribution, or Use” (66
FR. 28355 (May 22, 2001)) because it is
not a significant regulatory action under
Executive Order 12866.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Continuous
emission monitors,

Dated: August 14, 2001.
Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, The Environmental
Protection Agency amends title 40,
chapter ] of the Cade of Federal
Regulations as follows:

PART 60—STANDARDS OF
PERFORMANCE FOR NEW
STATIONARY SOURCES

1. The authority citation for Part 60
continues to read as follows:

Awuthority: 42 U.S.C. 7401, 7411, 7413,
7414, 7416, 7601, and 7602,

§60.13 [Amended]
2. Section 60.13 is amended by
revising paragraph (g) to read as follows:

§60.13 Monitoring requirements.
* * & * "

(g) When the effluents from a single
affected facility or two or more affected
facilities subject to the same emission
standards are combined before being
released to the atmosphere, the owner or
cperator may install applicable
continuous monitoring systems on each
effluent or on the combined effluent.
When the affected facilities are not
subject to the same emission standards,
separate continuous monitoring systems
shall be installed on each effluent.
When the effluent from one atfected
facility is released to the atmosphere
through more than one point, the owner
or operator shall install an applicable
continuous monitoring system on each
separate effluent unless the installation
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of fewer systems is approved by the
Administrator. When more than one
continuous monitoring system is used to
measure the emissions from one affected
facility (e.g., multiple breechings,
multiple outlets), the owner or operator
shall report the results as required from
gach continuous monitoring system,

* * * * *

[FR Dioc. 01-21440 Filed 8-24—(; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Resources and Services
Administration

42 CFR Parts 57 and 58
RiIN: 0906-AA53

Grants for Construction of Teaching
Facilities, Educational Improvements,
Scholarships and Student Loans and
Grants for Training of Public Health
and Allied Health Personnel

AGENCY: Health Resources and Services
Administration, HHS.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This final rule rescinds and
removes various Public Health Service
(PHS]) health professions, nursing,
public health, and allied health training
grant regulations from the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR} at 42 CFR
parts 57 and 58. (The student loan
program regulations in part 57 at
subparts C and D are not to be affected.)
EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
August 27, 2001.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marilyn Biviano, Director, Office of
Planning and Program Development,
Bureau of Health Professions, Health
Resources and Services Administration,
Room 8-67, Parklawn Building, 5600
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland
20857; telephone: (301) 443-9792,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
October 6, 1999, the Health Resources
and Services Administration published
in the Federal Register (64 FR 54263) a
Notice of Intent to remove by technical
amendment {final rule) various Agency
health professions, nursing, public
health, and allied health training grant
program regulations under 42 CFR parts
57 and 58 of the Code of Federal
Regulations. The Department received
no commerts response from the public
on the Notice of Intent. The statutory
authorities of these regulations have
been extensively amended since their
issuance. Consequently, the regulations
no longer reflect the current law.

Therefare, the Department is removing
the following 19 training grant program
regulations from the Code of Federal
Regulations:

Part 57-—Grants for Construction of
Teaching Facilities, Educational
Improvements, Scholarships and
Student Loans

Subpart F—Grants for Nurse Anesthetist

Subpart H—Grants for Physician
Assistant Training Programs

Subpart I—Programs for the Training of
Physician Assistants

Subpart L—Grants for Residency
Training and Advanced Education
in the General Practice of Dentistry

Subpart Q—Grants for Predoctoral,
Graduate, and Faculty Development
Education Programs in Family
Medicine

Subpart R—Grants for the Establishment
of Departments of Family Medicine

Subpart S—Educaticnal Assistance to
Individuals from Disadvantaged
Backgrounds

Subpart V—Grants for Centers of
Excellence

Subpart Y—Grants for Nurse
Practitioner and Nurse Midwifery
Programs

Subpart Z—Grants for Advanced Nurse
Education Programs

Subpart CC—Scholarships for Students
of Exceptional Financial Need

Subpart DD—Financial Assistance for
Disadvantaged Health Professions
Students

Subpart EE—Grants for Residency
Training in Proventive Medicine

Subpart FF—Grants for Residency
Training and Faculty Development
in General Internal

Medicine and/or General Pediatrics

Subpart MM—Area Health Education
Center Program

Subpart O0—Grants for Geriatric
Education Centers

Subpart PP—Grants for Faculty Training
Projects in Geriatric Medicine and
Dentistry

Part 58—Grants for Training of Public
Health and Allied Health Personnel

Subpart C—Grants for Public Health
Traineeships for Students in
Schools of Public Health and in
Other Graduate Public Health
Programs

Subpart D—Grants for Health
Administration Traineeships and
Special Projects Program

Program specific guidance and
information for preparing applications
for the current program authorities
under Pub. L. 105-392 are now
provided in the grant application
materials. Further, current program
information is announced in the HRSA

Preview and published in the Federal
Register semi-annually. The HRSA
Preview provides the general public
with a single source of program and
application information related to the
Agency's competitive grant reviews and
is designed to replace multiple Federal
Register notices which traditionally
advertised the availability of HRSA's
discretionary funds for its various
programs. The most recent edition of the
HRSA Preview was published in the
Federal Register on July 7, 2000 (Part
I1I, 65 FR 42190-42331).

Justification for Omitting Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking

This final rule rescinds and removes
various Public Health Service health
professions, nursing, public health, and
allied health training grant regulations
from title 42 of the CFR, parts 57 and
58. The existing training grant
regulations are fundamentally and
extensively inconsistent with present
statutes as set out in titles VII and VIII
of the Public Health Service Act,
particularly as most recently amended
by the Health Professions Education
Partnerships Act of 1998 (Pub. L. 105-
392), enacted November 13, 1998. The
general focus of that legislation was to
consolidate a myriad of small, highly
categorical Federal training grant
programs into seven general categories
of authorities. These categaries are
designed to support the training of
health personnel most likely to enter
practice in rural and other medically
underserved areas, and to provide
flexibility to program managers in
adapting the training supported to
changing needs. We have concluded,
based on our experience in carrying out
the revised programs over the past two
years, that this flexibility is best
exercised through program-specific
guidance and information provided in
annual grant application materials.
Because statutes always take precedence
over regulations, and the existing
regulations are inconsistent with the
interdisciplinary approach of the
current faw, the regulations are largely
irrelevant and certainly confusing. For
these reasons, and in accordance with
the QOctober 6, 1999, Notice of Intent
referred to above, the Secretary has
determined, under 5 U.S8.C, 553, that it
is unnecessary, impractical, and
cantrary to the public interest to follow
proposed rulemaking procedures or fo
delay the effective date of these
amendments to parts 57 and 58.

Economic and Regulatory Impact

Executive Order 12866 directs
agencies to assess all costs and benefits
of available regulatory alternatives and,
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download by the filers through the
EDGAR Filing Web site,

There also have been other
enhancements to the EDGARLink
Templates 1, 2 and 3. We have updated
various fields on the template screens,
such as a save icon, to make them
clearer and easier to use. Several fields
have heen relacated to improve the fit
of the templates on the filer’s monitor.
EDGAR now will automatically assign
file numbers to new registrants on
amendments, when “new’ is typed in
the File Number field of the new co-
registrant. We have also removed fields
that were incorrectly displaying for
certain form types. Fields now required
for particular form types, such as the
new fee fields for fee bearing filings and
the File Number ficld for the U-3A-2/
A form, will be displayed. A number of
form types will now only allow single
registrants: 24F—2NT, all OPUR form
types, N-6F, N-6F/A, N-54A, N-54A/
A, N-54C and N-54C/A. Co-registrant
fields for these form types will not be
displayed. The form types N-6C9 and
N-6C9/A have been removed from
EDGAR.

Along with adoption of the Filer
Manual, we are amending Rule 301 of
Regulation S-T to provide for the
incorporation by reference into the Code
of Federal Regulations of today’s
revisions. This incorporation by
reference was approved by the Director
of the Federal Register in accordance
with 5 U.8.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51,

You may obtain paper copies of the
updated Filer Manual at the following
address: Public Reference Room, U.S.
Securitics and Exchange Commission,
450 Fifth Street, NW., Washington DC
20549-0102. We will post electronic
format copies on the Commission’s Web
site; the address for the Filer Manual is
<http://www.sec.gov/info/edgar/
filermanual htim>. You may also obtain
copies from Thomsen Financial Corp,
the paper and microfiche contractor for
the Commission, at (800) 638-8241.

Since the Filer Manual relates solely
to agency procedures or practice,
publication for notice and comment is
not required under the Administrative
Procedure Act (APA).S It follows that
the requirements of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act® do not apply.

The effective date for the updated
Filer Manual and the rule amendments
is Octaber 1, 2001. In accordance with
the APA,” we find that there is gnod
cause to establish an effective date less
than 30 days after publication of these
rules. The EDGAR system upgrade to

55 11.5.. 553(l).
a5 [1.8.C.601-612.
75 11.5.C. 553(d)(3).

Release 8.0 is scheduled to occur on
September 24, 2001. The Commission
believes that it is necessary to
coordinate the effectiveness of the
updated Filer Manual with the
scheduled system upgrade.

Statutory Basis

We are adopting the amendments to
Regulation 8-T under Sections 6, 7, 8.
10, and 19(a) of the Securitics Act,?
Sections 3, 12, 13, 14, 15, 23, and 35A
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934,2
Scction 20 of the Public Utility Holding
Company Act of 1935,1¢ Section 319 of
the Trust Indenture Act of 1939,11 and
Sections 8, 30, 31, and 38 of the
Investment Company Act of 1940,12

List of Subjects in 17 CFR Part 232

Incorporation by reference, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements,
Securities,

Text of the Amendment

In accordance with the foregoing,
Title 17, Chapter 1T of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 232—REGULATION 5-T—
GENERAL RULES AND REGULATIONS
FOR ELECTRONIC FILINGS

1. The authority citation for Part 232
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 15 U.S.C. 77f, 77g, 77h, 77j,
77s(a), 77sss(a), 78c(b), 78/, 78m, 78n, 730(d),
78wf(a), 781)(d), 79t(a), B0a-8, 80a—29, 80a—30
and Bla—37.

2. Scction 232.301 is revised to read
as follows:

§232.301 EDGAR Filer Manual.

Filers must prepare electronic filings
in the manner prescribed by the EDGAR
Filer Manual, promulgated by the
Commission, which sets out the
technical formatting requirements for
electronic submissions. The
requirements for filers using
modernized EDGARLink are set forth in
EDGAR Filer Manual {Release 8.0),
Volume I—Modernized EDGARLink,
dated September 2001. Additional
provisions applicable to Form N-SAR
filers are set forth in EDGAR Filer
Manual (Release 7.0), Volume [[—N-
SAR Supplement, dated July 2001, All
of these provisions have been
incorporated by reference into the Code
of Federal Regulaticns, which action
was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register in accordance with 5

#15 U.S.C. 771, 77g, 770, 77j and 77s(a).

415 U0.5.C. 78c¢, 781 78m, 78n, 780, 78w and 78M.
115 [1L5.C. 796

1115 U.8.C. 77888,

1215 [1.5.C. 80a-8, 80a-29, 80a—30 and 80a-37.

U.8.C. 552(a) and 1 CIFR Part 51. You
must comply with these requirements in
order for documents to be timely
received and accepted. You can cbtain
paper copies of the EDGAR Filer
Manual from the following address:
Public Reference Room, UJ.5. Securities
and Exchange Commission, 450 5th
Street, NW, Washington, DC 20549~
0102 or by calling Thomson Financial
Corp at (800) 638-8241. Electronic
format copies are available on the
Commission's Web Site. The address for
the Filer Manual is <http://
www.sec.gov/info/edgar/filerman.htm>.
You can also photocopy the document
at the Office of the Federal Register, 800
North Capitel Street, NW, Suite 700,
Washington, DC.

Dated: September 24, 2001.

By the Commission.
Margaret H, McFarland,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Ddoc. 01—24328 Filed 9-28-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
22 CFR Part 41

Visas: Documentation of
nonimmigrants under the Immigration
and Nationality Act, as amended

CFR Carrection

In title 22 of the Code uf Federal
Regulations, parts 1 to 299, revised as of
April 1, 2001, part 41 is amended on
page 195 by removing the secand
§41.57.
[FR Doc. 01-55531 Filed 9-28-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1505-01-D

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60

[AD-FRL~7066-4]

Standards of Performance for

Industrial-Commercial-Institutional
Steam Generating Units

AGENCY: Enviroanmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule; amendment.

SUMMARY: Wo are amending the current
provisions in the standards of
performance for industrial-commercial-
institutional steam generating units
which permit owners and aperators of
new steam generating units located at
chemical manufacturing plants and
petroleum refineries burning high-
nitrogen byproduct/wastes to petition
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the Administrator for a site specific
nitrogen oxides ( NOx) emission limit,
The amendment extends the provisions
to owners and operators of new steam
generating units located at pulp and
paper mills,

DATES: This direct final rule will be
effective on November 30, 2001 without
further notice, unless significant adverse
comments are received by October 31,
2001,

If significant material adverse
comunents are received by October 31,
2001, this direct final rule will be
withdrawn and the comments addressed
in a subsequent final rule based on the
proposed rule. If no significant material
adverse comments arc received, no
further action will be taken on the
proposal and this direct final rule will
become effective on November 30, 2001.
ADDRESSES: By U.S. Postal Service, send
comments (in duplicate if possible) ta:
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center {6102), Attention
Docket Number A-2001-18, U.S. EPA,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DG 20460, In persen or by
courier, deliver comments (in duplicate
if possihle) to: Air and Radiation Docket
and Information Center {6102),
Attention Docket Number A-2001-18,
U.5. EPA, 401 M Street, SW,,

Washington, DC 20460. The EPA
requests that a separate copy of cach
public comment be sent to the contact
person listed below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.,
Fred Porter, Combustion Group,
Fmission Standards Division (MD-13),
1.8. EPA, Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711, (919) 541-5231, e-muail:
paiter.fred@epa.gov,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments. We are publishing this
direct final rule without prior proposal
because we view this as a
noncontraversial amendment and do
not anticipate adversc comments.
However, in the Proposed Rules section
of this Federal Register, wo are
publishing a separate document that
will serve as the proposal in the event
that adverse comments are filed.

If we receive any significant adverse
comments, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing the public that this direct
final rute will not take effect. We will
address all public comments in a
subsequent final rule based on the
propoesed rule. We will not institute a
second comment period on this direct
final rule. Any parties interested in
commenting must da so at this time,

Dacket. The docket is an organized
and complete file of information
compiled by EPA in developing this
direct final rule. The docket is a
dynamic file because material is added
throughout the rulemaking process. The
docketing system is intended to allow
members of the public and industries
involved to readily identify and locate
documents so that they can effectively
participate in the rulemaking process.
Along with the proposed and
promulgated standards and their
prearmnbles, the docket contains the
record in the case of judicial review,
The docket number for this rulemaking
is A-2001-18.

Waorld Wide Web (WWW]. In addition
to being available in the docket,
electronic copies of this action will be
posted on the Technology Transfer
Network’s (TTN) policy and guidance
information page http://www.epu.gov/
ttn/caca. The TTN provides information
and technology exchange in various
areas of air pollution control. If mare
information regarding the TTN is
needed, call the TTN HELP line at (919)
541-53484,

Regulated Entities. The regulated
categories and entities that potentially
will be affected by this amendment
include the following:

Examples
NAICS SIc )
Gategory of potentially
codes cades regulated entities
PUID AN PAPBE .o et erer et eeme st s s r s smerete e st s annaeesnperenmeenns 322 26 Pulp and Paper Mills.

This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
regulated by this action. This table lists
the types of entities that we are now
aware could potentially be regulated by
this action. Other types of entities not
listed in the table could alse be
regulated. To determine whether your
facility, company, business,
organization, etc., is regulated by this
action, you should carefully examine
the applicability criteria in §60.41b of
the rule. It you have quostions regarding
the applicability of this action to a
particular entity, consult the person
listed in the preceding FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Judicial Review. Under section
307(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act (CAA),
judicial review of the action taken by
this direct final rule is available only on
the filing of a petition for review in the
.S, Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit by November 30,
2001, Under section 307(b)(2) of the
CAA, the requirements that are subject

to today’s action may not be challenged
Yater in civil or eriminal proceedings
brought by EPA to enforce these
requirements.

Under section 307(d)(7) of the CAA,
only an objection to a rule or procedure
raised with reasonable specificity
during the period for public comment or
public hearing may be raised during
judicial review.

I. Background

On November 25, 1986 (51 FR 42768),
we promulgated standards of
performance to limit NOx emissions
from new industrial-commercial-
institutional stearn generating units.
Within the chemical manufacturing
industry and the petroleum refining
industry, byproduct/waste gases or
liquids are often co-fired with natural
gas or oil in steam generating units.
Although new steam generating units
co-firing byproduct/wastes with natural
gas or oil must comply with the same
NOx emission limits as units firing only
natural gas or oi}, in mast cases, that
presents no problems,

Nitrogen oxides emissions, however,
are influenced by the presence of
nitrogen in the materials burned, and as
we discussed in the Federal Register
nctices proposing and promulgating the
standards, co-firing high-nitrogen
byproduct/wastes can lead tc a
significant increase in NQyx emission
levels. As a result, to ensure that the
NOx ernission limits were not
unreasonable, we included provisions
in the standards for petitioning the
Administrator for a site specific NOx
emission limit for a new steam
generating unit located at a chemical
plant or petroleum refinery where it
could be shown that co-firing specific
byproduct/wastes containing nitrogen
prevents compliance with the NOx
emission limits.

The provisions require that an owner
or opcrator petitioning the
Administrator present sufficient
evidence to demonstrate that the unit is
able to comply with the NOx emission
limits when firing natural gas or ¢il, but
unable to comply when co-firing
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byproduct/waste under the same
conditions. Thus, the ovwner or operator
must first measure NOx emissions when
firing only natural gas or il and
demonstrate compliance with the NOx
emission limits. Excess air levels and
other operating conditions must be
recorded, and the owner or operator
must then measure NOx emissions
while ¢o-firing the byproduct/waste
with natural gas ar vil under these same
conditians,

Emissions measured when co-firing
the byproduct/waste serve as the basis
for establishing a site specific NOx
emission limit applicable only during
those periods when byproduct/waste is
co-fired in the steamn generating unit.
During periods when byproduct/waste
is not co-tired, the unit must comply
with the NOx emission limits in the
standards.

As mentioned, co-firing most
byproduct/wastes does not prosent a
problem with respect to compliance
with the NOy emission limits. As a
rasult, in the 15 years since adoption of
the standards, only three site specific
NOx emission limits have heen
proposed and promulgated for new
steam generating units located at
chemical plants or petroleum refineries.

On April 15, 1998 (63 FR 18504), we
promulgated national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants
(NESHAP) tc limit emissions of
hazardous air pollutants (HAP) from
pulp and paper mills. The standards
require control of HAP waste gases from
certain pulp vents. One aiternative to
control the HAP waste gases is to co-fire
them in a steam generating unit.

Regently, it has come to our attention
that the most reasonable alternative at
one pulp and paper mill subject to the
NESHAP is to co-fire the HAP wastc
gases in a steam generating unit subject
to the standards of performance for
industrial-commercial-institutional
steam generating units. The HAP waste
gases, however, contain nitrogen
compounds and, as a result, the steam
generating unit may not comply with
the emission limit for NOx emissions.

Other alternatives, such as installing a
dedicated incinerator to burn the HAP
waste gases, are substantially more
costly and, in addition, could result in
greater NOyx emissions, If the steam
genorating unit were located at a
chemical plant or a petroleum refinery,
the owners and operators could petition
the Administrator for a site spocific NOx
emission limit. Because the steam
generating unit is located at a pulp and
paper mill, however, as the standards
now exist, that is not passible.

In retrospect, the provisions to
petition the Administrator for a site

specific NOx emission limit were
included in the standards for stearn
generating units located at chemical
plants or petroleum refineries only
because those were the only two
industries which demonstrated a need
for that type of flexibility in the
standards at the time they were
developed. With development of the
NESHAP for pulp and paper mills, as
illustrated by the example cutlined
above, it is clear that the pulp and papoer
industry also needs that flexibility.
Consequently, we are amending the
standards of performance for industrial-
commercial-institutional steam
generating units to extend the
provisions to petition the Administrator
for a site specific NOx emission limit to
owners and operators of new steam
generating units located at pulp and
paper mills which co-fire byproduct/
wastes.

II. Administrative Requirements

A. Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning und Review

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993}, we must
determine whether the regulatory action
is “significant’ and, therefore, subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB]) and the requirements of
the Executive Order. The Executive
Order defines “significant regulatory
action’ as one that is likely to result in
a rule that may:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more, or
adversely affect in a material way the
gconomy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
envirenment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments ac
communities;

{2) create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or [oan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or

(4) raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive Order.

It has been determined that this direct
final rule does not qualify as a
“significant regulatory action”™ under
the terms of Executive Order 12866 and,
therefors, is not subject to review hy
OMB.

B. Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulutions That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution or Use

Thig direct final rule is not subject to
Executive Order 13211 (66 FR 238355,

May 22, 2001) because it is not a
significant regulatory action under
Executive Order 12866,

€. Executive Order 13132, Federalism

Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Federalism™ {64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), requires us to develop an
accountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by State
and lncal officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
immplications.” *“Policies that have
federalism implications” are defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that 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.™

Under section 6 of Executive Order
13132, we may not issue a regulation
that has federalism implications, that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the Federal government provides
the funds necessavy to pay the digect
compliance costs incurred by State and
local governments, or we consult with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. Also, we may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law, unless we consult with State and
local officials early in the process of
developing the proposed regulation.

This direct final rule does not have
federalism implications. It will not have
substantial direct effects on the States,
on the relatinnship between the national
government and the States, or on the
distribution of power and
responsibilities among the varicus
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132, Thus, the
requirements of section § of the
Executive Order do not apply to this
direct final rule.

D. Executive Order 13175, Consultation
and Coeordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

Executive Order 13175, entitled
“Consultation and Ceordination with
Indian Tribal Governments™ {65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000}, requires us
to develop an accountable process to
ensure “meaningful and timely input by
tribal officials in the develapment of
regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.” “‘Policies that have tribal
implications” are defined in the
Executive Order to include regulations
that have “substantial direct effects on
one or mure Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
government and the Indian tribes, or on
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the distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
government and Indian tribes,”

This direct final rule does not have
tribal implications. It will not have
substantial direct effects on tribal
governments, on the relationship
betweon the Federal government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal government and Tndian tribes,
as specified in Executive Order 13175.
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not
apply to this direct final rule.

E. Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children From Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks

Exscutive Order 13045 “Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks {62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997), applies to any rule that:
(1} is determined to be “economically
significant™ as defined under Executive
Order 128686, and (2) cancerns an
environmental health or safety risk that
we have reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
we must evaluate the environmental
health or safety effects of the planned
rule on children, and explain why the
planned regulation is preferable to other
potentially effective and reasonably
feasible alternatives we considered,

We interpret Executive Order 13045
as applying only to those regulatory
actions that are based on health or safety
risks, such that the analysis required
under saction 5-501 of the Executive
Order has the potential to influence the
regulation. This direct final rule is not
subject to Executive Order 13045
because it is based on technology
performance and not cn health or safety
risks. Also, this direct final rule is nat
“economically significant.”

F. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
19495

Title 1i of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 {UMRA), Public
Law 104-4, establishes requirements for
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on State, local
and tribal governments and the private
sector. Under section 202 of the UMRA,
we generally must prepare a written
statement, including a cost-bhenefit
analysis, for proposed and final rules
with "Federal mandates” that may
result in expenditures to State, local,
and tribal gavernments, in the aggregate,
or to the private sector, of $100 million
or more in any 1 year. Bofore
pramulgating a rule for which a written
statement is needud, section 205 of the
UMRA generally requires us to identify
and consider a reasonable number of

regulatory alternatives and adopt the
least costly, mast cost-effective or least
burdensome alternative that achieves
the objective of the rule. The provisions
of section 205 de not apply when they
are inconsistent with applicable law,
Morevver, section 205 allows us to
adopt an alternative other than the least
costly, most cost-effective or least
burdensome alternative if the
Administrator publishes with the final
rule an explanation why that alternative
was not adepted. Before we establish
any regulatary requirements that may
significantly or uniquely atfoct small
governments, including tribal
governments, we must develop a small
governmont agency plan under section
203 of the UMRA. The plan must
provide for notifying potentially
affected small governments, enabling
officials of affected small governments
to have meaningful and timely input in
the development of our regulatory
preposals with significant Federal
intergovernmental mandates, and
informing, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

We have determined that this direct
final rule does not contain a Federal
mandate that may result in expenditures
of $100 million or more for State, [ocal,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or the private sector in any 1 year, Thus,
this direct firal rule is not subject to the
requirements of sections 202 and 205 of
the UMRA.

We have also determined that this
direct tinal rule contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantiy or
uniquely affect small governments.

G. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), as
Amended by the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (SBREFA), 5 UJ.5.C. 601 et seq.

The RFA generally requires an agency
to prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis of any rulc subject to notice
and comment rulemaking requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
or any other statute unless the agency
certifies that the rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small arganizations, and small
governmental jurisdictions.

For purposes of assessing the impacts
of this direct final rule on small entitics,
small entity is defined as (1) A small
business in the regulated industry
which has less than 750 employees; (2)
a small governmental jurisdiction that is
a government of a city, county, town,
schaol district or special district with a
population of less than 50,000; or (3) a
small organization that is any not-for-

profit enterprise that is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its fiald,

After censidering the economic
impacts of this direct final rule on smail
entities, we have concluded that this
action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities, This direct
final tule will not impose any
requirements on small entities because
it does not impose any additional
regulatory requirements.

H. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Office of Management and Budget
approved the information collection
requirements contained in the standards
under the provisions of the Paperwark
Reductinn Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.,
at the time the rules were promulgated
on November 25, 1986.

The amendment contained in this
dircet final rule results in no changes to
the information collection requirements
ol the standards or guidelines and will
have no impact on the information
collection estimate of project cost and
hour burden made and approved by
OME during the development of the
standards and guidelines. Therefure, the
information collection roquests have not
been revised,

An Agency may not conduct ar
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number, The OMB control
numbers for our regulations are listed in
40 CFR part 9 and 40 CFR chapter 15,

I Nationol Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transter and Advancement
Act of 1995 (NTTAA), Public Law 104—
113, §12(d) (15 U1.8.C, 272 note) directs
us to use voluntary consensus standards
in our regulatory activities unless to do
so would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise impractical.
Voluntary consensus standards are
technical standards (e.g., materials
specifications, test methnds, sampling
procedures, and business practices) that
are developed or adopted by voluntary
consensus standards bodies, The
NTTAA directs us to provide Congress,
through OMBE, explanatians when we
decide not to use available and
applicable voluntary consensus
standards.

This direct final rule amendment does
nct involve technical standards.
Therefore, it is not subject to NTTAA.

J. Congressional Beview Act

The Congressivnal Review Act, 5
U.5.C. 801, et seq., as added by the
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Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to cach House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. We will submit a
report containing this direct final rule
and ather required information to the
1.S. Senate, the U.S5. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of this dircct final rule in
the Federal Register. A major rule
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register,
This direct final rule is not a “major
rule” as defined by 5 U.5.C. 804(2).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: September 20, 2001.
Christine Tadd Whitinan,
Administrator.

Far the reasons stated in the
preamble, title 40, chapter I, part 60 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended to read as follows;

PART 60—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.5.C. 7401 ef seq.
Subpart Db—[Amended]

2. Section 60.41b is amended by
revising the definition of Bvproduct/
woste and adding a definition of Pulp
and paper mills to read as follows:

§60.41b Definitions.

* * * * *

Byproduct/waste means any liquid or
gaseaus substance produced at chemical
manufacturing plants, petroleum
refineries, or pulp and paper miils
(except natural gas, distillate oil, or
residual oil) and combusted in a steam
generating unit for heat recovery or for
disposal. Gaseous substances with
carbon dioxide levels greater than 50
percent or carbon monoxide levels
greater than 10 percent are not
byproduct/waste for the purpose of this
subpart.

* * ® * *

Pulp and paper mills means
industrial plants which are classified by
the Department of Commerce under
Naorth American Industry Classification

System (NAICS) Code 322 or Standard
Industrial Classification (SIC) Code 26.

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 01-24075 Filed 9-28-01; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE €560-50-F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 62
[TX-128-1-7466a; FRL-7067-6]

Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants; Texas: Control of
Emissions From Existing Hospital/
Medical/Infectious Waste Incinerators

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Apgency (EPA).
ACTION: Dvect final rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA is taking direct final
action approving the Texas 111(d) Plan
submitted by the Governor of Texas on
June 2, 2000, to implement and enforce
the Emissions Guidelines (EG) for
existing Hospital/Medical/Infectious
Waste Incinerators (HMIWI). The EG
requires States to develop plans ta
reduce toxic air emissions from all
HMIWIs. This action also corrects an
error in the list of designated facilities
in the identification of the Texas 111(d)
plan.

DATES: This rule is effective on
November 30, 2001 without further
notice, unless EPA receives adverse
comment by October 31, 2001, If EPA
receives such comment, EPA will
publish a timely withdrawal in the
Federal Register informing the public
that this rule will not take effect.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed ta Mr.
Thomas H. Diggs, Chief, Air Planning
Section (BPD-L), at the EPA Region 6
Office listed below. Copies of
documents relevant to this action are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours at the following
locations. Anyone wanting to examine
these documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least two working days in advance.

U.S8. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 6, Air Planning Section
[6PD--L), 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas,
Texas 75202-2733.

Texas Natural Resource Conservation
Commission, Office of Air Quality,
12124 Park 35 Circle, Austin, Texas
78733,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bill
Dcese at (214) 665-7253.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this decument wherever

“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
the EPA.

Table of Contents

I. What Action Is Being Taken by EPA
Today?

[Il. Why Do We Need To Regulate HMIWI
Emissions?

1. Whal Is a State Plan?

[V. What Does the Texas State Plan
Contain?

V. Is My HMIWI Subject 1o These
Regulations?

V1. What Steps Do [ Need To Take?

V1L Correctinn to Ientification of Texas
111(d) Plan

VIII. Final Action

IX. Administrative Requirements

1. What Action Is Being Taken by EPA
Today?

The EPA is approving the Texas State
Plan, as submitted on June 2, 2000, for
the control of air emissions from
HMIWIs, When we developed our New
Source Performance Standard [NSPS)
for HMIWTIs, we also developed EG to
contral air emissions from alder
HMIWIs. See 62 FR 48348—48391,
September 15, 1997, The Texas Natural
Resource Conservation Commission
(TNRCC) developed a State Plan, as
required by section 111(d) of the Federal
Clean Air Act (the Act), to incorporate
the EG requirements into its body of
regulations, and we are acting today to
approve the State's Plan,

II. Why Do We Need To Regulate
HMIWI Emissions?

When burned, hospital waste and
medical/infectious waste emit various
air pollutants, including hydrochloric
acid, dioxin/Turan, and toxic metals
(lead, cadmium, and mercury). Mercury
is highly hazardous and is of particular
concern because it persists in the
environment and bicaccumulates
through the food web. Scrious
developmental and adult effects in
humans, primarily damage to the
nervous system, have been associated
with expesures to mercury. Harmful
effects in wildlife have also been
reported; these include nervous system
damage and behavioral and
reproductive deficits, Human and
wildlife exposure to mercury occurs
mainly through the ingestion of fish.
When inhaled, mercury vapor attacks
the lung tissue and is a cumulative
poison, Short-term exposure to mercury
in certain forms can cause
hallucinations and impair
consciousness. Long-term exposure to
mercury in certain forms can affect the
central nervous system and cause
kidney damage.

Exposure to particulate matter has
been linked with adverse health effects,
including aggravation of existing
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60
[AD-FRL-7100-8]
RIN 2060-AJ52

Standards of Performance for Large
Municipal Waste Combustors for
Which Construction Is Commenced
After September 20, 1994 or for Which
Modification or Reconstruction Is
Commenced After June 19, 1996 and
Emission Guidelines and Compliance
Times for Large Municipal Waste
Combustors That Are Constructed on
or Before September 20, 1994

AGENCY: Environmental Pratection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Direct final rule; amendment.

SUMMARY: We are amending the
standards of performance for large
municipal waste combustors (MWC) by
extending the time during which such
units will be excused from compliance
with the emission limits for carbon
manoxide due to certain types of
malfunctions. Since the compliance and
performance testing provisions in the
emissions guidelines for large MWC
reference the compliance and
performance testing provisions in the
standards of performance, this
amendment to the standards has the
effect of amending both the standards
and the guidelines.

DATES: This direct final rule will be
effective on January 15, 2002 without
further notice, unless significant adverse
comments are received by December 17,
2001.

If significant material adverse
comments are received by December 17,
2001, this direct final rule will be
withdrawn and the comments addressed
in a subsequent final rule based on the
prapased rule. If ne significant material
adverse camments are received, no
further action will be taken on the
propasal and this direct final rule will
become effective on January 15, 2002,

ADDRESSES: By U.S. Pastal Service, send
comments (in duplicate if possible) to:
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center (6102), Attention
Docket Numhber A~90-45, 1.8, EPA,
1200 Pennsylvania Avenne, NW,
Washington, DC 20460. In person or by
courier, deliver comments {in duplicate
if possible) to: Air and Radiation Docket
and Information Center {6102},
Attention Dacket Number A—90-45,
.S, EPA, 401 M Street, SW,
Washington, DC 20460, The EPA
requests that a separate copy of each
public comment ke sent to the contact
person listed below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr,
Fred Porter, Combustion Group,
Emission Standards Division (MID-13),
U.S. EPA, Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711, {919) 541-3251, e-mail:
porter.fred@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Connients. We are publishing this
direct final rule without prior proposal
because we view this as a
noncoentroversial amendment and do
not anticipate adverse comments.
However, in the Proposed Rules section
of this Federal Register, we are
publishing a separate document that
will serve as the proposal in the event
that adverse comments are filed,

If we receive any significant adverse
comments, we will publish a timely
withdrawal in the Federal Register
informing the public that this direct
final rule will not take effect. We will
address all public comments in a
subsequent final rule based on the
proposed rule. We will not institute a
second cormment period on this direct
final rule. Any parties interested in
commenting must do so at this time.

Docket. The docket is an organized
and complete file of information
compiled by EPA in developing this
direct final rule. The docket is a
dynamic file because material is added
throughout the rulemaking process. The
docketing system is intended to allow
members of the public and industries
involved to readily identify and locate
documents so that they can effectively
participate in the rulemaking process.
Along with the proposed and
promulgated standards and their
preambles, the docket contains the
record in the case of judicial review,
The docket number for this rulemaking
is A-90—45.

World Wide Webh (WIWW), Tn addition
to being available in the docket,
electronic copies of this action will be
posted on the Technology Transfer
Network’s {TTN) policy and guidance
information page: http://www.epa.gov/
ttn/caaa. The TTN provides information
and technology exchange in various
areas of air pollution control. If more
information regarding the TTN is
needed, call the TTN HELP line at (919)
541-5384.

Regulated Entities. The regulated
categories and entities that potentially
will be affected by this amendment
include the following:

NAICS -
Category codes SIC codes Regulated entities
Industry, Federal govemment, and State/ 562213 4953 | Solid waste combustors or incinerators at waste-to-energy facilities
localtribal governments. 92411 9511 that generate electricity or steam from the combusion of garbage

(typicatly municipal waste); and solid waste combusters or incin-
erators at facilities that combust garbage (typically muricipal
waste} and do not recaver energy from the waste.

This table is not intended to be
exhaustive, but rather provides a guide
for readers regarding entities likely to be
regulated by this action, This table lists
the types of entities that we are now
aware could potentially be regulated by
this action. Other types of entities not
listed in the table could also be
regulated, To determine whether your
facility, company, business,
organization, etc., is regulated by this
action, you should carefully examine
the applicability criteria in §§ 60.50b
and 60.32b of 40 CFR part 60, subparts

Cb and Eb. If you have questions
regarding the applicability of this action
to a particular entity, consult the person
listed in the preceding FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section.

Judicial Review. Under section
307(h}(1) of the Clean Air Act [CAA],
judicial review of the action taken by
this direct final rule is available only on
the filing of a petiticn for review in the
1.S. Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia Circuit by January 15, 2002,
Under section 307(b)(2) of the CAA, the
requirements that are subject to this

action may not be challenged later in
civil or criminal proceedings brought by
EPA to enforce these requirements.

Under section 307{d)(7) of the CAA,
only an objection to a rule or procedure
raised with reasonable specificity
during the period for public comment or
public hearing may be raised during
judicial review,

I. Background

On December 19, 1995, we
promulgated final new source
performance standards (60 FR 65382)
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and emission guidelines (60 FR 65387)
for large MWC. The standards and
guidelines contain a provision requiring
large MW to comply with the emission
limits in the standards at all times,
except during periods of startup,
shutdown, and maltfunction. Periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction are
limited to 3 hours per occurrence. If it
takes longer than 3 haurs for startup or
shutdown, or if a malfunction continues
for longer than 3 hours, a large MWC is
required to comply with the emission
limits in the standards during those
periods of time which exceed 3 hours.

It often takes longer than 3 hours for
a large MWC to shutdown. Frequently.
it can require 4 to 8 hours and, if
complications arise, it can take as long
as 10 to 15 hours, Except as noted
helow, that does not present a problem
with respect to compliance with the
emission limits since continued
pperation of the emission control
systems permits the MWC to maintain
compliance.

Recently, it has been brought to our
attention that there are two general
types of malfunctions which may occur,
during which it is not possible to
comply with the emission limit for
carbon monoxide (CO). The first is loss
of boiler water level control, and the
second is loss of comhustion air control.

Loss of Boiler Water Level Control

Large MWC boiler tube metal
temperatures must be kept below 800° F
or 50 to prevent damage or burn-out. If
water levels in the tubes should fall,
tube metal temperatures will increase
well bevond that point. Consequently, a
malfunction resulting from a loss of
boiler water tevel control, as a result of
failure of a boiler tube for example,
requires shutdown of a large MWC to
avolid serious damage to the remaining
boiler tubes.

During any shutdown of a large MWC,
it is difficult to maintain the proper
balance between combustion air and
waste to ensure complete combustion.
As aresult, CO emissions tend to
increase.

Normally, the tendency for CO
emissions to increase is cvercome
through the use of auxiliary fuel
burners. The burners ensurc complete
combustion of CO to carben dioxide
(CQ3). Thus, even though the shutdown
of a large MWC may take longer than 3
hours and there is a tendency for CO
emissions to increase, the use of the
auxiliary fuel burners overcomes any
problem with respect to compliance
with the CO emission limits.

During a malfunction and shutdown
of a large MWC resulting from a loss of
boiler water level control, however, full

use of auxiliary fuel burners is contrary
to the immediate objective, The
immediate objective is to lower
combustion temperatures to protect the

- boiler tubes from exposure to high

temperatures. In fact, the National Fire
Protection Association fire code for
boilers does not allow auxiliary fusl
burners to be fired when hoiler water
levels drop too low for that very reason.

Although the immediate cbhjective is
ta lower combustion temperatures,
combustion temperatures must be
lowered in a centrolled and deliberate
manner to prevent damage to the boiler
from heat stresses. Without the full use
of auxiliary fuel burners, however, it is
not possible for a large MWC to comply
with the CO emission limits.
Consequently, relief from the CO
emission limits is appropriate during a
malfunction resulting from a loss of
boiler water level control.

Loss of Combustion Air Control

As with the loss of boiler water level
cantrol, the loss of combustion air
cantrol also necessitates shutdown of a
large MWC. In addition, as with loss of
boiler water level control, this type of
malfunction also precludes full use of
auxiliary fuel burners during shutdown.

Loss of combustion air control, as a
result of lass of a combustion air fan, an
induced draft fan, or failure of the grate
svstem, can be very serious in a large
MWC. Lack of sufficient air for complete
combustion or improper distribution of
combustion air (which leads to a lack of
sufficient air for combustion within an
area of the MWC) can present a
significant risk of explosion. As a result,
a malfunction resulting from a loss of
combustion air control necessitaies
shutdown of a large MWC.

With a lack of sufficient air for
complete cormbustion, CO emissions
increase. As indicated above, during a
normal shutdnwn, the tendency for CO
emissions to increase can be overcome
through the use of auxiliary fuel
burners. However, full use of auxiliary
fuel burners can exacerbate the
fundamental problem, which is not
enaugh air for complete combustion. In
that situation, adding additional fuel
through the use of auxiliary fuel burners
can make the problem worse and
increase, not decrease, the risk of
explosion,

As with loss of boiler water level
control, the National Fire Praotection
Association fire code does not allow use
of auxiliary fuel burners in such
situations. Indeed, in light of the
potential increase in the risk of
explosion, interlocks are often in place
which prevent the use of auxiliary fuel

burners if control of combustion air is
last,

Without full use of auxiliary fuel
burners, it is not possible to comply
with the CO emission limits as a large
MWC is shutdown. Consequently, relief
from the CO emission limits is
appropriate during a malfunction
resulting fram a loss of combustion air
control.

This amendment, therefore, extends
the period of time from 3 hours to 15
hours during which a large MWC is
exempt from compliance with the CO
emission limits in the standards for the
two typoes of malfunctions. As with all
periods of malfunction, the extension in
the period of time for the two types of
matfunctions does not relieve the owner
or pperator from the requirement in
§60.11(d) of the General Provisions in
40 CFR part 60 which requires:

At all times, including periods of startup,
shuldown, and mallunction, ewners and
operatars shall, to the maximum exfent
practicable, maintain and operate any
affected facility including assnciated air
pollution contral equipment in a manner
consistent with goad air pollution control
practice for minimizing emissions.

As aresult, owners and operators of
large MWC which may experience the
two types uof malfunctions must
continue to take steps during the
malfunctions to minimize emissions,
consistent with the proper and safe
operation of a large MWC,

In addition, the extension in the
period of time during which a large
MWC is exempt from compliance with
the CO emission limits for the twa types
of malfunctions does not alter the
definition of a malfunction included in
§60.2 of the General Provisions in 40
CFR part 60. A malfunction is defined
as:

* * *any sudden, infrequent, and not
reasonally preventable failure of air
pollution control equipment, process

" equipment, ar a process to operate in a

normal or nsual manner. Failures that are
caused in part by poor maintenance or
careless operation are not malfunctions.
As a result, owners and operators of
large MWC must continue to develop
and implement operation and
maintenance pragrams te ensure that
any failure, such as a loss of boiler water
level control or a loss of combustion air
control, which leads to emissions in
excess of the emission limits in the
standards is solely the result of a
sudden and unavoidable grourrence
and, thus, qualifies as a malfunction.
The compliance and performance
testing provisions included in the
guidelines (Subpart Ch—Emission
Guidelines and Compliance Times for
Large Municipal Waste Combustors




57826

Federal Register/Vol. 66, No. 222 /Friday, November 16, 2001/Rules and Regulations

That are Constructed On or Before
Septermber 20, 1994) reference the
carresponding compliance and
performance testing provisions included
in the standards (Subpart Eb—Standards
of Performance for Large Municipal
Waste Combustors for Which
Construction Is Commenced After
September 20, 1994 or for Which
Modification or Reconstruction Is
Commenced After June 19, 1996). As a
result, this action amending the
standards has the effect of amending
both the standards and the guidelines,

II. Administrative Requirements

A. Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), we must
determine whether the regulatory action
is “significant” and, therefore, subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) and the requirements of
the Executive Order. The Executive
Order defines “significant regulatary
action” as one that is likely to resultin
a rule that may:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 millicn or more, or
adversely affect in a material way the
gcononty, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities;

(2) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
abligations of recipients thereof; or

(4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set farth in the Exccutive Order.

We have determined that this direct
final rule dees not qualify as a
“significant regulatory action" under
the terms of Executive Order 12866 and,
therefore, is not subject to review by
OMB.,

B. Executive Order 13211, Actions
Coneerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution or Use

This direct final rule is not subject to
Executive Order 13211 (66 FR 283585,
May 22, 2001) because it is not a
significant regulatory action under
Executive Order 12866.

C. Executive Order 13132, Federalism

Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Tederalism™ (64 R 43255, August 10,
1999), requires us to develap an

accountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by State
and local officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
implications.” “Policies that have
federalism implications” is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that have “substantial direct
sffacts on the States, on the relationship
hetween the national government and
the States, or an the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government.”

Under section 6 of Exccutive Order
13132, we may not issue a r‘egulﬂtion
that has federalism implications, that
imposes substantial direct campliance
costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the Federal government provides
the funds necessary to pay the direct
compliance costs incurred by State and
local governments, or we consult with
State and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. Also, we may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts State
law, unless we consult with State and
local officials early in the process of
developing the proposed regulation,

This direct final rule does not have
federalism implications. 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, as specified in
Executive Order 13132. Thus, the
requirements of section 6 of the
Executive Order do not apply to this
direct final rule.

D. Executive Order 13175, Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governmments

Executive Order 13175, entitled
“Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments’ (65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000), requires us
to develop an accountable process to
ensure ‘‘meaningful and timely input by
tribal officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.” “Policies that have tribal
implications” is defined in the
Executive Order to include regulations
that have “substantial direct effects on
one or more Indian tribes, on the
relationship between the Federal
govaernment and the Indian tribes, or on
tho distribution of power and
responsibilities between the Federal
government and Indian tribes.”

This direct final rule does not have
tribal implications. It will ot have
substantial direct effects on tribal
goverminents, on the relationship
between the Federal government and

Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and respaonsibilities between the
Federal government and Indian tribes,
as specified in Executive Order 13175,
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not
apply to this direct final rule,

E. Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children From Environmenta! Health
Risks and Safety Risks

Executive Order 13045 ‘‘Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks” (52 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997), applics to any rule that:
(1) Is determined to be “‘econcmically
significant”” as defined under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an
environmental health or safety risk that
we have reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children, Tf
the reguiatory action meets both criteria,
we must evaluate the environmental
health or safety effects of the planned
rule on children, and explain why the
planned regulation is preferable to other
potentially effective and reasonably
feasible alternatives we considered.

We interpret Executive Order 13045
as applying only to those regulatory
actions that are based on health or safety
risks, such that the analysis required
under section 5-501 of the Executive
Order has the potential to influence the
regulation. This direct final rule is not
subject to Executive Order 13045
because it is based on technelogy
perfermance and not on health or safety
risks. Also, this direct final rule is not
“economically signiticant.”

F. Unfunded Mundates Reform Act of
19895

Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Public
Law 104-4, establishes requirements for
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on State, local
and tribal governments and the private
sactor. Under section 202 of the UMRA,
generally we must prepare a written
statement, including a cost-benefit
analysis, for proposed and final rules
with "Federal mandates’ that may
result in expenditures to State, local,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or to the private sector, of $100 million
or more in any 1 year. Before
promulgating a rule for which a written
statement is needed, section 205 of the
UMRA generally requires that we
identity and consider a reasonahle
number of regulatory alternatives and
adept the least costly, most cost-
effective or least burdensome alternative
that achieves the objective of the tule.
The provisions of section 205 do not
apply when they are inconsistent with
applicable law. Moreaver, section 205
allows us to adopt an alternative other
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than the least costly, maost cost-effective
ot least burdensome alternative if the
Administrator publishes with the final
rule an explanation why that alternative
was not adopted. Before we establish
any regulatory requirements that may
significantly or uniquely atfect small
governments, including tribal
governments, we must develop a small
government agency plan under section
203 of the UMRA. The plan must
provide for notifying potentially
affected small governments, enahling
officials of affected small governments
to have meaningful and timely input in
the development of aur regulatory
propasals with significant Federal
intergavernmental mandates, and
informing, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

We have determined that this direct
final rule does not contain a Federal
mandate that may result in expenditures
of $100 millicn or more for State, local,
and tribal governments, in the aggregate,
or the private sector in any 1 year. Thus,
this direct final rule is not subject to the
requirements of sections 202 and 205 of
the UMRA.

We have also determined that this
direct final rule contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantly or
uniquely affect small governments.

G. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFAJ, as
Amended by the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (SBBEFA}J, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.

The RFA generally requires an agency
to prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis of any rule subject to notice
and comment rulemaking requirements
under the Administrative Proceduras
Act or any other statute unless the
agency certifies that the rule will nat
have a significant economic impact an
a substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small organizations, and small
governmental jurisdictions.

For purposes of assessing the impacts
of this direct final rule on small entities,
small entity is defined as (1) A small
business in the regulated industry that
has a gross annual revenue less than $6
million; (2) a small governmental
jurisdiction that is a government of a
city, county, town, school district or
special district with a population of less
than 50,000; or (3) a small organization
that is any not-for-profit enterprise that
is independently owned and operated
and is not dominant in its field.

After considering the economic
impacts of this direct final rule on small
entities, we have concluded that this
action will not have a significant
cconomic impact on a substantial

number of small entities. This direct
final rule will net impose any
requirements on small entities because
it does not impose any additional
regulatory requirements.

H. Paperwork Reduction Act

The Office of Management and Budget
approved the information collection
requirements contained in the standards
and guidelines for large municipal
waste combustors under the provisions
of the Paperwaork Reduction Act, 44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., at the time the rules
were promulgated on December 19,
1995,

The amendment contained in this
direct final rule results in no changes 1o
the information collection requirements
of the standards or guidelines and will
have no impact on the information
collection estimate of preject cost and
hour burden made and approved by
OMB during the development of the
standards and guidelines. Therefore, the
information collection requests have not
been revised.

An Agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number. The OMB control
numbers for our regulations are listed in
40 CFR part 9 and 40 CFR chapter 15.

I National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12(d} of the Naticnal
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act 0f 1995 (NTTAA), Public Law 104—
113, §12(d) (15 U.5.C. 272 note) directs
us to use voluntary consensus standards
in our regulatory activities unless to do
so would be inconsistent with
applicable law or otherwise impractical.
Voluntary consensus standards are
technical standards (e.g., materials
spocifications, test methods, sampling
procedures, and business practices) that
are developed or adopted by voluntary
cansengus standards bodies. The
NTTAA dirccts us to provide Congress,
through OMB, explanations when we
decide not to use available and
applicable voluntary consensus
standards.

This direct final rule amendment does
not invelve technical standards.
Compliance with the NTTAA was
addressed in the preamble of the
standards of performance (60 FR 65382}
and emissions guidelines (60 FR 65387)
promulgated on December 19, 1995,

J. Congressional Review Act

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.5.C. 801, et seq., as added by the
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides

that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States, We will submit a
report containing this direct final rule
and othor required information to the
1J.8. Scnate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the United States prior to
publication of this direct final rule in
the Federal Register. A major rulc
cannot take effect until 60 days after it
is published in the Federal Register,
This direct final rule is not a ““major
rule” as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2),

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 60

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: November 1, 2001.

Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, title 40, chapter I, part 60 of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended to read as follows:

PART 60—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 60
continues to read as:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 74071 et seq.
Subpart Eb—[Amended]

2. Section 60.58b is amended by
revising paragraph (a)(1) introductory
text and adding paragraph (a)(1)(iii) to
read as follows:

§60.58b Compliance and performance
testing.

(a) * koW

(1) Except as provided by § 60.56b,
the standards under this subpart apply
at all times except during periods of
startup, shutdown, and malfunction.
Duration of startup, shutdown, or
malfunction periods are limited to 3
hDHI‘S Per acourrendce, CXCCpt as
pravided in paragraph (a)(1){(iii) of this
sectivn.

* * * * +*

{iii) For the purpose of compliance
with the carbon monoxide emission
limits in § 60.53b(a), if a loss of boiler
water level control {e.g., hoiler
waterwall tube failure) or a loss of
combustion air control (e.g., loss of
combustion air fan, induced draft fan,
combustion grate bar failure) is
determined to be a malfunction, the
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duration of the malfunction period is
limited to 15 hours per occurrence.
* * * * "

[IFR Doc. 01-28084 Filed 11-15-01; &:45 am]
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