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responsibilities between the Federal
Government and Indian tribes, as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000), nor will
it 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 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999), because it merely
approves a state rule implementing a
federal standard, and does not alter the
relationship or the distribution of power
and responsibilities established in the
Clean Air Act. This proposed rule also
is not subject to Executive Order 13045
(62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997), because
it is not economically significant.
In reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. In this context, in the
absence of a prior existing requirement
for the State to use voluntary consensus
standards (VCS), EPA has no authority
to disapprove a SIP submission for
failure to use VCS. It would thus be
inconsistent with applicable law for
EPA, when it reviews a SIP submission,
to use VCS in place of a SIP submission
that otherwise satisfies the provisions of
the Clean Air Act. Thus, the
requirements of section 12(d) of the
National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C.
272 note) do not apply. As required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 (61
FR 4729, February 7, 1996), in issuing
this proposed rule, EPA has taken the
necessary steps to eliminate drafting
errors and ambiguity, minimize
potential litigation, and provide a clear
legal standard for affected conduct. EPA
has complied with Executive Order
12630 (53 FR 8859, March 15, 1988) by
examining the takings implications of
the rule 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 proposed rule does not
impose an information collection
burden under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).
List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Incorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Ozone,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Volatile organic
compounds.
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Dated: August 27, 2001.
Sally Seymour,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 01–23478 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
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811 SW Sixth Avenue, Portland, Oregon
97204–1390.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Connie Robinson, Office of Air Quality
(OAQ–107), EPA, Seattle, Washington,
(206) 553–1086.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the Direct
Final rule which is located in the Rules
section of this Federal Register.
Dated: August 21, 2001.
Charles E. Findley,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 10.
[FR Doc. 01–23219 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) proposes to approve the
revisions to Oregon’s State
Implementation Plan which were
submitted on November 20, 2000. These
revisions consist of the 1996 carbon
monoxide periodic year emissions
inventory for Klamath Falls, Oregon and
the Klamath Falls carbon monoxide
maintenance plan. EPA also proposes to
approve Oregon’s request for
redesignation of Klamath Falls from
nonattainment to attainment for carbon
monoxide.
In the Final Rules section of this
Federal Register, the EPA is approving
the State’s SIP submittal as a direct final
rule without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
submittal and anticipates no adverse
comments. If no adverse comments are
received in response to this action, no
further activity is contemplated.
If the EPA receives adverse
comments, the direct final rule 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 on this
action should do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be
received in writing by October 22, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Connie Robinson, Office
of Air Quality (OAQ–107), at the EPA
Regional Office listed below.
Copies of the State’s request and other
information supporting this action are
available for inspection during normal
business hours at the following
locations: EPA, Office of Air Quality
(OAQ–107), 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle,
Washington 98101, and State of Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality,

[CA–035–MSWb; FRL–7058–6]
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40 CFR Part 62

Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities and
Pollutants: California
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
a revision to the California State Plan for
implementing the emissions guidelines
applicable to existing municipal solid
waste landfills. The revision to the State
Plan was submitted by the California
Air Resources Board for the State of
California to satisfy requirements of
section 111(d) of the Federal Clean Air
Act. In the Final Rules section of this
Federal Register, EPA is approving the
revision as a direct final rule without
prior proposal because the Agency
views this as a noncontroversial action
and anticipates that it will not receive
any significant, material, and adverse
comments. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the direct final
rule. If no significant, material, and
adverse comments are received in
response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated in relation to
this proposed rule. If EPA receives
relevant adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. EPA will
not institute a second comment period
on this action.
DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by October 22, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Andrew Steckel,
Rulemaking Office (AIR–4), Air
Division, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
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AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

the revisions was made contingent upon
EPA approving the changes under both
40 CFR part 70 and 40 CFR part 52. On
September 5, 2001, the District revised
the rules again in order to make the
effective date of the rule changes
contingent solely upon EPA approval
under part 70. EPA is proposing to
approve the operating permit program
contingent upon Pinal submitting the
rules that were adopted on September 5,
2001 as a revision to its part 70 program.
DATES: Comments on the program
revisions discussed in this proposed
action must be received in writing by
October 22, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Written comments on this
action should be addressed to Gerardo
Rios, Acting Chief, Permits Office, Air
Division (AIR–3), EPA Region IX, 75
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco,
California, 94105. You can inspect
copies of Pinal’s submittal and other
supporting documentation relevant to
this action during normal business
hours at the Air Division of EPA Region
9, 75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco,
California, 94105. You may also see
copies of the submitted title V program
at the following location: Pinal County
Air Quality Control District, Building F,
31 North Pinal Street, Florence, Arizona
85232.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ginger Vagenas, EPA Region IX, Permits
Office (AIR–3), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region IX, (415)
744–1252 or vagenas.ginger@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
section provides additional information
by addressing the following questions:
What is the operating permit
program?
What is EPA’s proposed action?
What are the program changes that
EPA is approving?
What is the effect of this proposed
action?

EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Pinal County Air
Quality Control District (Pinal or
District) operating permit program. The
Pinal operating permit program was
submitted in response to the directive in
the 1990 Clean Air Act (CAA)
Amendments that permitting authorities
develop, and submit to EPA, programs
for issuing operating permits to all
major stationary sources and to certain
other sources within the permitting
authorities’ jurisdiction. EPA granted
interim approval to the Pinal operating
permit program on October 30, 1996.
See 61 FR 55910. The District
consequently revised its program to
satisfy the conditions of the interim
approval; however, the effective date of

I. What Is the Operating Permit
Program?
The CAA Amendments of 1990
required all state and local permitting
authorities to develop operating permit
programs that met certain federal
criteria. In implementing the operating
permit programs, the permitting
authorities require certain sources of air
pollution to obtain permits that contain
all applicable requirements under the
CAA. The focus of the operating permit
program is to improve compliance by
issuing each source a permit that
consolidates all of the applicable CAA
requirements into a federally
enforceable document. By consolidating
all of the applicable requirements for a
facility, the source, the public, and the

Street, San Francisco, CA 94105–3901.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
proposed rule are available for public
inspection at EPA’s Region IX office
during normal business hours. Copies of
the submitted revision to the State Plan
are also available for inspection at the
following location: California Air
Resources Board, Stationary Source
Division, Rule Evaluation Section, 1001
‘‘I’’ Street, Sacramento, CA 95814.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mae
Wang, Air Division (AIR–4), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street, San
Francisco, CA 94105–3901, Telephone:
(415) 744–1200.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
document concerns the approval of a
revision submitted by the California Air
Resources Board on December 20, 2000,
to the State of California’s Section
111(d) Plan for Existing Municipal Solid
Waste Landfills. For further
information, please see the information
provided in the direct final action
which is located in the Rules section of
this Federal Register.
Dated: August 8, 2001.
Jane Diamond,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 01–23480 Filed 9–19–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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Clean Air Act Proposed Approval of
Operating Permit Programs; Pinal
County Air Quality Control District, AZ
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permitting authorities can more easily
determine what CAA requirements
apply and how compliance with those
requirements is determined.
Sources required to obtain an
operating permit under this program
include ‘‘major’’ sources of air pollution
and certain other sources specified in
the CAA or in EPA’s implementing
regulations. For example, all sources
regulated under the acid rain program,
regardless of size, must obtain permits.
Examples of major sources include
those that have the potential to emit 100
tons per year or more of volatile organic
compounds, carbon monoxide, lead,
sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides (NOX),
or particulate matter (PM10); those that
emit 10 tons per year of any single
hazardous air pollutant (specifically
listed under the CAA); or those that
emit 25 tons per year or more of a
combination of hazardous air pollutants
(HAPs). In areas that are not meeting the
national ambient air quality standards
for ozone, carbon monoxide, or
particulate matter, major sources are
defined by the gravity of the
nonattainment classification. For
example, in ozone nonattainment areas
classified as ‘‘serious,’’ major sources
include those with the potential of
emitting 50 tons per year or more of
volatile organic compounds or nitrogen
oxides.
II. What Is EPA’s Proposed Action?
Because the Pinal operating permit
program substantially, but not fully, met
the criteria outlined in the
implementing regulations codified at 40
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) part
70, EPA granted interim approval to the
program in a rulemaking published on
October 30, 1996 (61 FR 55910). The
interim approval notice described the
conditions that had to be met in order
for the Pinal program to receive full
approval. This Federal Register notice
describes the changes that have been
made to the Pinal operating permit
program to correct conditions for full
approval.
EPA is proposing full approval of the
operating permits program submitted by
Pinal based on the revisions adopted as
of September 5, 2001. These revisions
satisfactorily address the program
deficiencies identified in EPA’s October
30, 1996 rulemaking. See 61 FR 55910.
In addition, EPA is proposing to
approve, as a title V operating permit
program revision, additional changes to
the rules. The interim approval issues,
Pinal’s corrections, and the additional
changes are described below under the
section entitled ‘‘What are the program
changes that EPA is approving?’’
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