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your Internet message, contact the Tulsa
Field Office at (918) 581–6430.
Availability of Comments: Our
practice is to make comments, including
names and home addresses of
respondents, available for public review
during regular business hours at OSM’s
Tulsa Field Office (see ADDRESSES).
Individual respondents may request that
we withhold their home address from
the administrative record, which we
will honor to the extent allowable by
law. There also may be circumstances in
which we would withhold from the
administrative record a respondent’s
identity, as allowable by law. If you
wish us to withhold your name and/or
address, you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comment. However, we will not
consider anonymous comments. We
will make all submissions from
organizations or businesses, and from
individuals identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or businesses, available
for public inspection in their entirety.
IV. Procedural Determinations
Executive Order 12866—Regulatory
Planning and Review
This rule is exempted from review by
the Office of Management and Budget
under Executive Order 12866.
Executive Order 12630—Takings
In this rule, the State is adopting valid
existing rights standards that are similar
to the standards in the Federal
definition at 30 CFR 761.5. Therefore,
this rule has the same takings
implications as the Federal valid
existing rights rule. The taking
implications assessment for the Federal
valid existing rights rule appears in Part
XXIX.E. of the preamble to that rule. See
64 FR 70766, 70822–27, December 17,
1999.

regulations issued by the Secretary
under SMCRA.
Executive Order 12988—Civil Justice
Reform
The Department of the Interior has
conducted the reviews required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 and
has determined that, to the extent
allowed by law, this rule meets the
applicable standards of subsections (a)
and (b) of this section. However, these
standards are not applicable to the
actual language of State regulatory
programs and program amendments
since each such program is drafted and
promulgated by a specific State, not
OSM. Under sections 503 and 505 of
SMCRA (30 U.S.C. 1253 and 1255) and
30 CFR 730.11, 732.15, and
732.17(h)(10), decisions on proposed
State regulatory programs and program
amendments submitted by the States
must be based solely on a determination
of whether the submittal is consistent
with SMCRA and its implementing
Federal regulations and whether the
other requirements of 30 CFR parts 730,
731, and 732 have been met.
National Environmental Policy Act
Section 702(d) of SMCRA (30 U.S.C.
1292(d)) provides that a decision on a
proposed State regulatory program
provision does not constitute a major
Federal action within the meaning of
section 102(2)(C) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C.
4332(2)(C)). A determination has been
made that such decisions are
categorically excluded from the NEPA
process (516 DM 8.4.A).

Executive Order 13132—Federalism

Paperwork Reduction Act
This rule does not contain
information collection requirements that
require approval by the Office of
Management and Budget under the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3507 et seq.).

This rule does not have federalism
implications. SMCRA delineates the
roles of the Federal and State
governments with regard to the
regulation of surface coal mining and
reclamation operations. One of the
purposes of SMCRA is to ‘‘establish a
nationwide program to protect society
and the environment from the adverse
effects of surface coal mining
operations.’’ Section 503(a)(1) of
SMCRA requires that State laws
regulating surface coal mining and
reclamation operations be ‘‘in
accordance with’’ the requirements of
SMCRA, and section 503(a)(7) requires
that State programs contain rules and
regulations ‘‘consistent with’’

Regulatory Flexibility Act
The Department of the Interior has
determined that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). The State submittal
which is the subject of this rule is based
upon counterpart Federal regulations for
which an economic analysis was
prepared and certification made that
such regulations would not have a
significant economic effect upon a
substantial number of small entities.
Therefore, this rule will ensure that
existing requirements previously
promulgated by OSM will be
implemented by the State. In making the
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determination as to whether this rule
would have a significant economic
impact, the Department relied upon the
data and assumptions for the
counterpart Federal regulations.
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act
This rule is not a major rule under 5
U.S.C. 804(2), the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act.
This rule:
a. Does not have an annual effect on
the economy of $100 million.
b. Will not cause a major increase in
costs or prices for consumers,
individual industries, federal, state, or
local government agencies, or
geographic regions.
c. Does not have significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
the ability of U.S. based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises.
This determination is based upon the
fact that the State submittal which is the
subject of this rule is based upon
counterpart Federal regulations for
which an analysis was prepared and a
determination made that the Federal
regulation was not considered a major
rule.
Unfunded Mandates
This rule will not impose a cost of
$100 million or more in any given year
on any governmental entity or the
private sector.
List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 943
Intergovernmental relations, Surface
mining, Underground mining.
Dated: June 25, 2002.
Charles E. Sandberg,
Acting Regional Director, Mid-Continent
Regional Coordinating Center.
[FR Doc. 02–20466 Filed 8–12–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–05–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Part 52
[CA246–0353b; FRL–7254–9]

Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, South Coast Air
Quality Management District, Ventura
County Air Pollution Control District
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) and
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Ventura County Air Pollution Control
District (VCAPCD) portions of the
California State Implementation Plan
(SIP). These revisions concern volatile
organic compound (VOC) emissions
from miscellaneous metal parts coating,
aerospace assembly and component
manufacture and coating, pleasure craft
coating and boatyard operations, and
resin manufacturing. We are proposing
to approve local rules to regulate these
emission sources under the Clean Air
Act as amended in 1990 (CAA or the
Act).
DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by September 12, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR–
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105–3901.
You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s
technical support documents (TSDs) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted SIP revisions at the
following locations:
California Air Resources Board,
Stationary Source Division, Rule
Evaluation Section, 1001 ‘‘I’’ Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814;
South Coast Air Quality Management
District, 21865 East Copley Drive,
Diamond Bar, CA 91765; and,
Ventura County Air Pollution Control
District, 669 County Square Drive,
Ventura, CA, 93993.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerald S. Wamsley, Rulemaking Office
(AIR–4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, (415) 947–4111.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal addresses the following local
rules: SCAQMD Rule 1141—Control of
Volatile Organic Compound Emissions
From Resin Manufacturing; SCAQMD
Rule 1124—Aerospace Assembly and
Component Manufacturing Operations;
SCAQMD Rule 1107—Coating of
Miscellaneous Metal Parts and Products;
and, VCAPCD Rule 74.24.1—Pleasure
Craft Coating and Commercial Boatyard
Operations. In the Rules and
Regulations section of this Federal
Register, we are approving these local
rules in a direct final action without
prior proposal because we believe these
SIP revisions are not controversial. If we
receive adverse comments, however, we
will publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final rule and address the
comments in subsequent action based
on this proposed rule. Please note that
if we receive adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
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severed from the remainder of the rule,
we may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.
We do not plan to open a second
comment period, so anyone interested
in commenting should do so at this
time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.
Dated: July 16, 2002.
Keith Takata,
Associate Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 02–20350 Filed 8–12–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Part 52
[IN 143–1b; FRL–7249–3]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Indiana
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
approves into the Indiana State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revisions to
the Indiana Administrative Code. These
regulatory updates change rule language
concerning Indiana’s permitting
programs. Included in this submittal is
a provision to assure that applicable
requirements exist independently of
title V permits. EPA is proposing to
approve these rules because they are
consistent with EPA’s regulations
governing State permit programs.
In a separate action in the ‘‘Rules and
Regulations’’ section of this Federal
Register, EPA is approving these
revisions into the State Implementation
Plan as a direct final rule without prior
proposal because EPA views this as a
noncontroversial amendment and
anticipates no adverse comment. The
EPA has explained reasons for this
approval in the preamble to the direct
final rule. If EPA receives no relevant
adverse written comments, EPA will
take no further action on this proposed
rule. If EPA receives adverse written
comment, we will publish a timely
withdrawal of the direct final rule in the
Federal Register and inform the public
that the rule will not take effect. In that
event, EPA will address all relevant
public comments in a subsequent final
rule based on this proposed rule. In
either event, EPA will not institute a
second comment period on this action.
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Any parties interested in commenting
must do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be
received by September 12, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Ms. Pamela Blakley,
Chief, Permits and Grants Section (IL/
IN/OH), Attention: Mr. Sam Portanova,
at the EPA Region 5 office listed below.
Copies of documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the following location: Permits
and Grants Section (IL/IN/OH), Air
Programs Branch, (AR–18J), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois, 60604. Anyone
wanting to examine these documents
should make an appointment at least
two working days in advance by
contacting Sam Portanova.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Sam
Portanova, Environmental Engineer,
Permits and Grants Section (IL/IN/OH),
Air Programs Branch, (AR–18J), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois, 60604, telephone (312)
886–3189.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the Direct
Final Rule which is published in the
Rules and Regulations section of this
Federal Register.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Dated: June 28, 2002.
Jo Lynn Traub,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 02–20346 Filed 8–12–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Parts 52 and 81
[ID–02–002; FRL–7258–7]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Idaho
Designation of Areas for Air Quality
Planning Purposes; Idaho
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: EPA invites public comment
on its proposal to approve numerous
revisions to the State of Idaho
Implementation Plan submitted to EPA
by the Director of the Idaho Department
of Environmental Quality (IDEQ), on
May 17, 1994, May 11, 1995, November
21, 1996, February 28, 1997, December
18, 1997, April 9, 1998, May 5, 1999,
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