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Postal Service (described in paragraph (2) Request. A request for expedited Service description Price Unit
(e) of this section). processing shall be directed in writing
* * * * * to the records custodian. The requester Print.

(e) Appeal procedure. (1) If arequest ~ must provide information in sufficient B. Production Serv-
to inspect or to copy a record, or a detail to demonstrate compelling need ers:
request for expedited processing of the  for the records and certify this statement (Running UNIX 155.00 | Hour.
request, is denied, in whole or in part, to be true and correct to the best of the or NT OS).
if no determination is made within the  requester’s knowledge and belief. The On-line Services 13 | Page.
period prescribed by this section, or if custodian may waive the formality of c P;g'rgonal Com-
a request for waiver of fees is not certification when deemed appropriate. 'puters:
granted, the requester may appeal to the (3) Determination. The records On-line search ... 6.25 | 15.
General Counsel, U.S. Postal Service, custodian shall make a determination of .13 | Minutes.
Washington, DC 20260-1100. whether to provide expedited Print. ..o | Page.
*ooxoxF kX processing and notify the requester D. Personnel

(f) Action on appeals. (1) The decision within ten days after the date of the Charges:
of the General Counsel or his designee request for expedited processing. If the Software Sys- 81.00 | Hour.
constitutes the final decision of the request is granted, the records custodian tems.
Postal Service on the right of the shall process the request for records as gfrv'rcerﬁrr"'-'ﬁ """"" Zg'gg :w:'
requester to inspect or copy a record, or  soon as practicable. If the request for g%r?,icesl 9 ' our:
to expedited processing of the request,  expedited processing is denied, the Manual Unit
as appropriate. The General Counsel written response will include the Services.

will give prompt consideration to an
appeal for expedited processing of a
request. All other decisions normally
will be made within 20 working days
from the time of the receipt by the
General Counsel. The 20-day response
period may be extended by the General
Counsel or his designee for a period not
to exceed an additional 10 working days
when reasonably necessary to permit
the proper consideration of an appeal,
under one or more of the unusual
circumstances set forth in paragraph
(b)(5) of this section. The aggregate
number of additional working days
utilized pursuant to this paragraph (f)(1)
and paragraph (b) of this section,
however, may not exceed 10.

(2) The decision on the appeal shall
be in writing. If the decision sustains a
denial of a record, in whole or in part,
or if it denies expedited processing, it
shall state the justification therefor and
shall inform the requester of his right to
judicial review. In the case of records
withheld, the decision also shall specify
any exemption or exemptions relied on
and the manner in which they apply to
the record, or portion thereof, withheld.
* * * * *

(9) Expedited processing. (1) Criteria.
A request for expedited processing of a
request for records shall be granted
when the requester demonstrates
compelling need. For purposes of this
paragraph, “‘compelling need” exists if:

(i) Failure of the requester to obtain
the records on an expedited basis could
reasonably be expected to pose an
imminent threat to the life or physical
safety of an individual or;

(ii) In the case of a request made by
a person primarily engaged in
disseminating information, there is an
urgency to inform the public concerning
actual or alleged federal government
activity.

procedures at paragraph (d) of this
section for appealing the denial.

Section 265.10 is revised to read as
follows:

§265.10 Annual report.

A report concerning the
administration of the Freedom of
Information Act and this part will be
submitted to the Attorney General of the
United States on or before February 1 of
each year, with the first such report, for
fiscal year 1998, due on or before
February 1, 1999. Data for the report
will be collected on the basis of fiscal
year that begins on October 1 of each
year. The Attorney General, in
consultation with the Director, Office of
Management and Budget, will prescribe
the form and content of the report. The
report will be made available to the
public at the headquarters Library and
on the Postal Service’s world wide web
site at http://www.usps.gov.

12. Appendix A to Part 265—
Information Services Price List is
revised to read as follows:

Appendix A to Part 265—Information
Services Price List

When information is requested that must
be retrieved by computer, the requester is
charged for the resources required to furnish
the information. Estimates are provided to
the requester in advance and are based on the
following price list.

Service description Price Unit
Servers
A. OS390 Servers:
Batch or on-line $1,350.00 | Hour.
Services ............. 25.00 | Volume.
Media Charge .10 | Page.
(Tape Pro-
duced).

Stanley F. Mires,

Chief Counsel, Legislative.

[FR Doc. 98-2907 Filed 2—-6-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-12-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 51 and 52

[FRL-5960-3]

Technical Amendments to Control of
Air Pollution; Removal and
Modification of Obsolete, Superfluous
or Burdensome Rules; Correction of
Effective Data Under Congressional
Review Act (CRA)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Final rule correction; correction
of effective date under CRA.

SUMMARY: On June 24, 1996 (61 FR
32339), the Environmental Protection
Agency published in the Federal
Register a final rule correcting Clean Air
Act final regulations which were
published on April 11, 1996, which
established an effective date of June 24,
1996. This document corrects the
effective date of the rule to February 9,
1998 to be consistent with sections 801
and 808 of the Congressional Review
Act (CRA), enacted as part of the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act, 5 U.S.C. 801 and 808.

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective on
February 9, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tom
Eagles, OAR, at (202) 260-5585.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
l. Background

Section 801 of the CRA precludes a
rule from taking effect until the agency
promulgating the rule submits a rule
report, which includes a copy of the
rule, to each House of Congress and to
the Comptroller General of the General
Accounting Office (GAO). EPA recently
discovered that it had inadvertently
failed to submit the above rule as
required; thus, although the rule was
promulgated on June 24, 1996 (61 FR
32339) by operation of law, the rule did
not take effect on June 24, 1996, as
stated therein. Now that EPA has
discovered its error, the rules being
submitted to both Houses of Congress
and the GAO. This document amends
the effective date of the rule consistent
with the provisions of the CRA.

Section 553 of the Administrative
Procedure Act, 5 U.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, an agency may issue a rule
without providing notice and an
opportunity for public comment. EPA
has determined that there is good cause
for making today’s rule final without
prior proposal and opportunity for
comment because EPA merely is
correcting the effective date of the
promulgated rule to be consistent with
the congressional review requirements
of the Congressional Review Act as a
matter of law and has no discretion in
this matter. Thus, notice and public
procedure are unnecessary. The Agency
finds that this constitutes good cause
under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B). Moreover,
since today’s action does not create any
new regulatory requirements and
affected parties have known of the
underlying rule since June 24, 1996,
EPA finds that good cause exists to
provide for an immediate effective date
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3) and
808(2).

1. Administrative Requirements

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), this action is
not a “‘significant regulatory action” and
is therefore not subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget. In
addition, this action does not impose
any enforceable duty or contain any
unfunded mandate as described in the
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(Pub. L. 104-4), or require prior
consultation with State officials as
specified by Executive Order 12875 (58
FR 58093, October 28, 1993), or involve
special consideration of environmental
justice related issues as required by

Executive Order 12898 (59 FR 7629,
February 16, 1994). Because this action
is not subject to notice-and-comment
requirements under the Administrative
Procedure Act or any other statute, it is
not subject to the regulatory flexibility
provisions of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.).

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A), as
added by the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996, 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 General Accounting
Office; however, in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 808(2), this rule is effective on
February 9, 1998. This rule is not a
“major rule” as defined in 5 U.S.C.
804(2).

This final rule only amends the
effective date of the underlying rule; it
does not amend any substantive
requirements contained in the rule.
Accordingly, to the extent it is available,
judicial review is limited to the
amended effective date.

Dated: January 30, 1998.
Carol Browner,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 98-3035 Filed 2-6-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[CT7-1-5298a; A—1-FRL—-5949-6]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Connecticut; Reasonably Available
Control Technology for Volatile
Organic Compounds at Sikorsky
Aircraft Corporation in Stratford

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

SUMMARY: EPA is approving a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the State of Connecticut.
This revision establishes and requires
reasonably available control technology
(RACT) for volatile organic compound
(VOC) emissions which are not subject
to control technology guideline-based
regulations (i.e., non-CTG VOC emission
sources) at Sikorsky Aircraft
Corporation in Stratford, Connecticut.
The intended effect of this action is to
approve a source-specific RACT
determination made by the State in
accordance with the Clean Air Act. This
action is being taken in accordance with
section 110 of the Clean Air Act.

DATES: This action will become effective
April 10, 1998, unless EPA recieves
adverse or critical comments by March
11, 1998. If the effective date is delayed,
timely notice will be published in the
Federal Register.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Susan Studlien, Deputy Director, Office
of Ecosystem Protection (mail code
CAA), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region I, JFK Federal Building,
Boston, MA 02203-2211. Copies of the
documents relevant to this action are
available for public inspection during
normal business hours, by appointment
at the Office Ecosystem Protection, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, One Congress Street, 11th
floor, Boston, MA; Air and Radiation
Docket and Information Center, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, S.W., (LE-131), Washington,
D.C. 20460; and the Bureau of Air
Management, Department of
Environmental Protection, State Office
Building, 79 EIm Street, Hartford, CT
06106-1630.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steven A. Rapp, Environmental
Engineer, Air Quality Planning Unit
(CAQ), U.S. EPA, Region I, JFK Federal
Building, Boston, MA 02203-2211;
(617) 565-2773; or by E-mail at:
Rapp.Steve@EPAMAIL.EPA.GOV.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

l. Order No. 8010

On March 21, 1984, EPA approved
subsection 22a—-174-20(ee) of
Connecticut’s regulations as part of
Connecticut’s 1982 Ozone Attainment
Plan. This regulation requires the
Connecticut Department of
Environmental Protection to determine
and impose RACT on all stationary
sources with potential VOC emissions of
one hundred tons per year (TPY) or
more that are not already subject to
Connecticut’s regulations developed
pursuant to the Control Techniques
Guideline (CTG) documents. The total
potential VOC emissions from
Sikorsky’s otherwise unregulated
processes are approximately 504 TPY.

On August 26, 1986, the Connecticut
DEP sent draft State Order No. 8010 to
EPA as a RACT determination for
Sikorsky in Stratford. EPA reviewed this
draft RACT determination, and
provided comments on September 23,
1986. On December 5, 1986, the DEP
submitted proposed State Order No.
8010 incorporating EPA’s comments, as
a revision to Connecticut’s State
Implementation Plan for parallel-
processing. EPA submitted additional
comments on January 16, 1987 during
the State’s public comment period. The
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