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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.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.

Dated: December 1, 1998.

Laura Yoshii,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 98–32891 Filed 12–10–98; 8:45 am]
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Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans For Designated Facilities and
Pollutants: Maine; Plan for Controlling
MWC Emissions From Existing MWC
Plants

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

SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
proposes to approve the sections 111(d)/
129 State Plan submitted by Maine
Department of Environmental Protection
on April 15, 1998, for implementing and
enforcing the Emissions Guidelines (EG)
applicable to existing Municipal Waste
Combustors (MWCs) units with capacity
to combust more than 250 tons/day of
municipal solid waste (MSW). See 40
CFR part 60, subpart Cb. The Plan was
submitted by the Maine DEP to satisfy
certain Federal Clean Air Act
requirements. In the Final Rules section
of the Federal Register, EPA is
approving the Maine State Plan
submittal as a direct final rule without
prior proposal because the Agency
views this as a noncontroversial
submittal 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 and incorporated by reference
herein. If no significant, material, and
adverse comments are received, no
further activity is contemplated in
relation to this proposed rule. If 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. EPA will
not institute a second comment period
on this action.
DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by January 11, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to: John Courcier, Office of
Ecosystem Protection (CAP), U.S. EPA,
JFK Federal Building, Boston,
Massachusetts 02203–2211. Copies of
the documents relevant to this action
are available for public inspection
during normal business hours at the
following locations. The interested
persons wanting to examine these
documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least 24 hours before the day of the
visit.

Environmental Protection Agency, Air
Permits Unit, Office of Ecosystem
Protection, 10th Floor, One Congress
Street, Boston, Massachusetts 02203.

Maine Department of Environmental
Protection, Bureau of Air Quality, Ray
Building, Hospital Street, Augusta,
Maine 04333, (207) 287–2437.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Courcier, Office of Ecosystem Protection
(CAP), EPA-New England, Region 1,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203, (617)
565–9462.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the Direct Final
action which is located in the Rules
section of this Federal Register.

Dated: November 24, 1998.
John P. DeVillars,
Regional Administrator, Region 1.
[FR Doc. 98–32987 Filed 12–10–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 65

[CC Docket No. 98–177; FCC 98–238]

1998 Biennial Regulatory Review—
Petition for Section 11 Biennial
Review.

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: On May 8, 1998, SBC
Communications (‘‘SBC’’) filed a
petition for rulemaking in which SBC
presents a number of proposals
designed to reduce or eliminate
Commission regulations as part of the
1998 biennial review. The attached
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(‘‘NPRM’’) commences a biennial review
proceeding to seek comment on SBC’s
proposals to reduce or eliminate
regulations pertaining to incumbent
local exchange carriers (‘‘LECs’’).
Specifically, the NPRM seeks comments
on SBC’s proposals to revise the
Commission’s rate of return
represcription rules, to eliminate the
requirement to use the lead lag study
methodology for calculating the cash
working capital of large incumbent
LECs, to detariff certain services subject
to competition, to further streamline the
cost allocation manual filing
procedures, and to simplify the
Commission’s wireless radio rules. The
NPRM declines to seek comment on the
remaining SBC proposals because such
proposals either involve rules
promulgated as a result of the 1996 Act
of the proposals or involve rules or
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