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C. Executive 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 12866, and (2) concerns an
environmental 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 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 rule is
not subject to Executive Order 13045
because it does not involve decisions
intended to mitigate environmental
health or safety risks.
D. Executive Order 13084
Under Executive Order 13084,
Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments, EPA may
not issue a regulation that is not
required by statute, that significantly or
uniquely affects the communities of
Indian tribal governments, and that
imposes substantial direct compliance
costs on those communities, unless the
Federal government provides the funds
necessary to pay the direct compliance
costs incurred by the tribal
governments, or EPA consults with
those governments. If EPA complies by
consulting, Executive Order 13084
requires EPA to provide to the Office of
Management and Budget, in a separately
identified section of the preamble to the
rule, a description of the extent of EPA’s
prior consultation with representatives
of affected tribal governments, a
summary of the nature of their concerns,
and a statement supporting the need to
issue the regulation. In addition,
Executive Order 13084 requires EPA to
develop an effective process permitting
elected officials and other
representatives of Indian tribal
governments ‘‘to provide meaningful
and timely input in the development of
regulatory policies on matters that
significantly or uniquely affect their
communities.’’ Today’s rule does not
significantly or uniquely affect the
communities of Indian tribal
governments. Accordingly, the
requirements of section 3(b) of
Executive Order 13084 do not apply to
this rule.
E. Regulatory Flexibility Act
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA)
generally requires an agency to conduct
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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. This
final rule will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities because SIP approvals under
section 110 and subchapter I, part D of
the Clean Air Act do not create any new
requirements but simply approve
requirements that the State is already
imposing. Therefore, because the
Federal SIP approval does not create
any new requirements, I certify that this
action will not have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities. Moreover, due
to the nature of the Federal-State
relationship under the Clean Air Act,
preparation of flexibility analysis would
constitute Federal inquiry into the
economic reasonableness of state action.
The Clean Air Act forbids EPA to base
its actions concerning SIPs on such
grounds. Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA,
427 U.S. 246, 255–66 (1976); 42 U.S.C.
7410(a)(2).
F. Unfunded Mandates
Under section 202 of the Unfunded
Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must
prepare a budgetary impact statement to
accompany any proposed or final rule
that includes a Federal mandate that
may result in estimated annual costs to
State, local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate; or to private sector, of $100
million or more. Under section 205,
EPA must select the most cost-effective
and least burdensome alternative that
achieves the objectives of the rule and
is consistent with statutory
requirements. Section 203 requires EPA
to establish a plan for informing and
advising any small governments that
may be significantly or uniquely
impacted by the rule.
EPA has determined that the approval
action promulgated does not include a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated annual costs of $100 million
or more to either State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate, or to the
private sector. This Federal action
approves pre-existing requirements
under State or local law, and imposes
no new requirements. Accordingly, no
additional costs to State, local, or tribal
governments, or to the private sector,
result from this action.
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List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Intergovernmental relations, Ozone,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Volatile organic
compound.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Dated: January 7, 2000.
Felicia Marcus,
Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 00–1212 Filed 1–18–00; 8:45 am]
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Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; and
Designation of Areas for Air Quality
Planning Purposes; Indiana
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
a December 21, 1999, request from
Indiana for redesignation of the carbon
monoxide (CO) nonattainment areas in
Lake and Marion Counties, Indiana to
attainment of the CO national ambient
air quality standards (NAAQS). The
EPA is also proposing approval of the
plans for maintaining the CO standard
in the portions of these counties
currently designated as not attaining the
CO NAAQS. In the Final Rules section
of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the State’s SIP revision, as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If we
receive no adverse comments in
response to that direct final rule we plan
to take no further activity in relation to
this proposed rule. If EPA receives
significant adverse comments, in
writing, which have not been addressed,
we will withdraw the direct final rule
and address all public comments
received in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this document.
DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before February 18, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to:
J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
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Branch, (AR–18J), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604.
You may inspect copies of the
documents relevant to this action during
normal business hours at the following
location: Regulation Development
Section, Air Programs Branch, (AR–18J),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604.
Please contact Patricia Morris at (312)
353–8656 before visiting the Region 5
office.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Patricia Morris, Environmental
Scientist, Regulation Development
Section, Air Programs Branch (AR–18J),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 353–8656.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document wherever
‘‘we,’’ ‘‘us,’’ or ‘‘our’’ are used we mean
EPA.
This Supplementary Information
section is organized as follows:
What action is EPA taking today?
Where can I find more information
about this proposal and the
corresponding direct final rule?

What action is EPA taking today?
In this action, we are proposing to
approve a revision to the Indiana State
Implementation Plan for carbon
monoxide. The revision will redesignate
Lake and Marion Counties, Indiana to
attainment for CO. The revision will
also approve CO maintenance plans for
maintaining the CO standard in the
portions of these counties currently
designated as not attaining the CO
national ambient air quality standards.
Where can I find more information
about this proposal and the
corresponding direct final rule?
For additional information see the
direct final rule published in the rules
section of this Federal Register.
Dated: January 3, 2000.
Francis X. Lyons,
Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 00–727 Filed 1–18–00; 8:45 am]
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40 CFR Part 271

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL–6525–4]
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North Dakota: Final Authorization of
State Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revision

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

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

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed deletion of the
Renora, Inc., Superfund Site from the
National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to grant
Final authorization to the hazardous
waste program changes submitted by
North Dakota. In the ‘‘Rules’’ section of
this Federal Register, we are
authorizing the State’s program changes
as an immediate final rule without a
prior proposed rule because we believe
this action as not controversial. Unless
we get written comments opposing this
authorization during the comment
period, the immediate final rule will
become effective and the Agency will
not take further action on this proposal.
If we receive comments that oppose this
action, we will publish a timely
document in the Federal Register
withdrawing this rule before it takes
effect. EPA will address public
comments in a later final rule based on
this proposal. EPA may not provide
further opportunity for comment. Any
parties interested in commenting on this
action must do so at this time.
EFFECTIVE DATE: We must receive your
comments by February 18, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Send written comments to
Kris Shurr, 8P–HW, U.S. EPA, Region
VIII, 999 18th St, Suite 500, Denver,
Colorado 80202–2466, phone number:
(303) 312–6139. You can view and copy
North Dakota’s application at the
following addresses: NDDH from 9:00
AM to 4:00 PM, 1200 Missouri Ave,
Bismarck, ND 58504–5264, contact: Curt
Erickson, phone number (701) 328–5166
and EPA Region VIII, from 8:00 AM to
3:00 PM, 999 18th Street, Suite 500,
Denver, Colorado 80202–2466, contact:
Kris Shurr, phone number: (303) 312–
6139.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kris
Shurr, EPA Region VIII, 999 18th Street,
Suite 500, Denver, Colorado 80202–
2466, phone number: (303) 312–6139.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, please see the
immediate final rule published in the
‘‘Rules’’ section of this Federal Register.

Dated: January 5, 2000.
Jack W. McGraw,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VIII.
[FR Doc. 00–1069 Filed 1–18–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) proposes to delete the
Renora, Inc., Superfund Site which is
located in the Edison Township,
Middlesex County, New Jersey from the
National Priorities List (NPL) and
requests public comment on this action.
The NPL constitutes appendix B of 40
CFR part 300, the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP), which EPA
promulgated pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act of 1980 (CERCLA) as amended. The
EPA and the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection have
determined that the Site poses no
significant threat to public health or the
environment, as defined by CERCLA;
and therefore, further remedial
measures pursuant to CERCLA are not
appropriate.
We are publishing this without prior
proposal notice, because the Agency
views this as a noncontroversial
revision and anticipates no significant
adverse or critical comments. A detailed
rationale for this approval is set forth in
the direct final rule. If no signifcant
adverse or critical comments are
received, no further activity is
contemplated. If EPA receives
significant adverse or critical comments,
the direct final action will be withdrawn
and all public comments received will
be addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period. Any parties interested in
commenting should do so at this time.
DATES: Comments concerning this
action must be received by February 18,
2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be
´
submitted to: Grisell V. Diaz-Cotto,
Remedial Project Manager, Emergency
and Remedial Response Division, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region II, 290 Broadway, 19th Floor,
New York, New York 10007–1866.
Comprehensive information on this
Site is available through the public
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