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(3) Where any such owner or operator
demonstrates to the satisfaction of the
Administrator that compliance with
the applicable regulations will be
achieved on or before January 31, 1974,
no compliance schedule shall be re-
quired.

(4) Any owner or operator who sub-
mits a compliance schedule pursuant
to this paragraph shall, within 5 days
after the deadline for each increment
of progress, certify to the Adminis-
trator whether or not the required in-
crement of the approved compliance
schedule has been met.
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(5) Any compliance schedule adopted
by the State and approved by the Ad-
ministrator shall satisfy the require-
ments of this paragraph for the af-
fected source.

(e) [Reserved]

(f) State compliance schedules. (1)
[Reserved]

(2) The compliance schedules for the
sources identified below are dis-
approved as not meeting the require-
ments of Subpart N of this chapter. All
regulations cited are air pollution con-
trol regulations of the county in which
the source is located, unless otherwise
indicated.

Source (county)

Location Rule or regulation Date of
involved adoption

Final compli-

Effective date ance date

Simpson Lee Paper Co. (Order No. 72-V-7) | Shasta .. | 3.2

.......................... Oct. 31, | Immediately ..... | Jan. 15, 1976.

1973.
Monolith Portland Cement Co. (Order No. 73— | Kern ...... 401(b), 404.1, 406 .. | Dec. 31, | ...... dO s July 1, 1976.
6 as amended Mar. 11, 1974). 1973.

[37 FR 19814, Sept. 22, 1972]

EDITORIAL NOTE: For FEDERAL REGISTER citations affecting §52.240, see the List of CFR Sec-
tions Affected, which appears in the Finding Aids section of the printed volume and at

www.fdsys.gov.

§52.241 Inspection and maintenance
program.

(a) [Reserved]

(b) Approval. On June 5, 2009, the
California Air Resources Board sub-
mitted a revision to the California
Motor Vehicle Inspection and Mainte-
nance Program (2009 I'M Revision) to
satisfy the requirements for basic and
enhanced motor vehicle inspection and
maintenance (I/M) in applicable ozone
nonattainment areas. On October 28,
2009, the California Air Resources
Board amended the 2009 I/M Revision to
include revised enhanced performance
program evaluations for six nonattain-
ment areas. Approved elements of the
2009 /M Revision, as amended on Octo-
ber 28, 2009, include a discussion of each
of the required design elements of the
I/M program; description of the current
geographic coverage of the program; I/
M-related statutes and regulations; en-
hanced I/M performance standard eval-
uations for the urbanized areas within
six California ozone nonattainment
areas (South Coast Air Basin, San Joa-
quin  Valley, Sacramento  Metro,
Coachella Valley, Ventura County, and

Western Mojave Desert); basic I/M per-
formance standard evaluation for the
urbanized area within the San Fran-
cisco Bay Area ozone nonattainment
area; and emission analyzer specifica-
tions and test procedures, including
BAR-97 specifications. The 2009 I/M Re-
vision, as amended on October 28, 2009,
meets the requirements of sections
182(a)(2)(B) and 182(c)(3) of the Clean
Air Act, as amended in 1990, and 40 CFR
part 51, subpart S and is approved as a
revision to the California State Imple-
mentation Plan.

[75 FR 38026, July 1, 2010]

§52.242 Disapproved rules and regula-
tions.

(a) The following Air Pollution Con-
trol District rules are disapproved be-
cause they do not meet the require-
ments of section 110 of the Clean Air
Act.

(1) South Coast Air Quality Manage-
ment District.

(i) Rule 1623, Credits for Lawn and
Garden Equipment, submitted on Au-
gust 28, 1996 and adopted on May 10,
1996.
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(ii) Rule 118, Emergencies, submitted
on May 21, 1998.

(iii) Rule 1175, “‘Control of Emissions
from the Manufacturing of Polymeric
Cellular (Foam) Products,” submitted
on March 7, 2008 and adopted on Sep-
tember 7, 2007.

(2) Antelope Valley Air
Control District.

(i) Rule 118, Emergencies, submitted
on March 10, 1998.

(3) Imperial County Air Pollution
Control District.

(i) Rule 401, Opacity of Emissions
submitted on May 26, 2000. Rule 401
submitted on June 9, 1987, is retained.

(4) San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District.

(i) Rule 4101, Visible Emissions, sub-
mitted on December 6, 2001 and adopted
on November 15, 2001.

(5) Kern County Air Pollution Con-
trol District.

(i) Rule 203, Transfer, submitted on
July 23, 1996 and amended on May 2,
1996. Rule 203, submitted on June 30,
1972, is retained.

(6) Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollu-
tion Control District

(i) Rule 400, Visible Emissions, sub-
mitted on March 7, 2008. Rule 400 sub-
mitted on January 15, 2004, is retained.

[65 FR 10717, Feb. 29, 2000, as amended at 66
FR 49297, Sept. 27, 2001; 67 FR 62385, Oct. 7,
2002; 69 FR 1273, Jan. 8, 2004; 72 FR 63110, Nov.
8, 2007, 75 FR 25778, May 10, 2010; 75 FR 37730,
June 30, 2010]

Pollution

§52.243 Interim approval of the Car-
bon Monoxide plan for the South
Coast.

The Carbon Monoxide plan for the
Los Angeles-South Coast Air Basin is
approved as meeting the provisions of
sections 171(1), 172(c)(2), and 187(a)(7)
for quantitative milestones and reason-
able further progress, and the provi-
sions of section 187(a)(7) for attainment
demonstration. This approval expires
on August 7, 1998, or earlier if by such
earlier date the State has submitted as
a SIP revision a demonstration that
the carbon monoxide emission reduc-
tion credits for the enhanced motor ve-
hicle inspection and maintenance pro-
gram are appropriate and that the pro-
gram is otherwise in compliance with
the Clean Air Act and EPA takes final
action approving that revision, as pro-

40 CFR Ch. | (7-1-14 Edition)

vided by section 348(c) of the National
Highway System Designation Act
(Public Law 104-59).

[63 FR 19662, Apr. 21, 1998]

§52.244 Motor vehicle emissions budg-
ets.

(a) Approval of the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for the following
ozone rate-of-progress and attainment
SIPs will apply for transportation con-
formity purposes only until new budg-
ets based on updated planning data and
models have been submitted and EPA
has found the budgets to be adequate
for conformity purposes.

(1) Antelope Valley, approved Janu-
ary 8, 1997;

(2) Coachella, approved January 8,
1997;

(3) Kern, approved January 8, 1997;

(4) Mojave, approved January 8, 1997;

(5) Sacramento, approved January 8,
1997;

(6) South Coast, approved April 10,
2000;

(7) Ventura, approved January 8, 1997.

(b) Approval of the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for the following
ozone maintenance SIP will apply for
transportation conformity purposes
only until new budgets based on up-
dated planning data and models have
been submitted and EPA has found the
budgets to be adequate for conformity
purposes.

(1) Monterey, approved January 17,
1997.

(2) [Reserved]

(c) Approval of the motor vehicle
emissions budgets for the following
carbon monoxide maintenance SIPs
will apply for transportation con-
formity purposes only until new budg-
ets based on updated planning data and
models have been submitted and EPA
has found the budgets to be adequate
for conformity purposes.

(1) Bakersfield, approved March 31,
1998;

(2) Chico, approved March 31, 1998;

(3) Fresno, approved March 31, 1998;

(4) Lake Tahoe-North, approved
March 31, 1998;
(56) Lake Tahoe-South, approved

March 31, 1998;
(6) Modesto, approved March 31, 1998;
(7) Sacramento, approved March 31,
1998;
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