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Gasoline that exceeds the RVP limit
will not violate this rule if the gasoline
is separately stored, sealed, and clearly
labeled and not used until it is in
compliance with this rule is exempt
from this regulation. The label shall
state that the gasoline is prohibited from
being sold, dispensed, supplied, offered
for sale, offered for supply, transported
or exchanged in trade until the specific
date that the gasoline shall be in
compliance with this rule.

An individual consumer of gasoline
who dispenses gasoline into his/her
personal motor vehicle is exempt from
this rule.

Gasoline used only to fuel vehicles on
property zoned for agriculture use is
exempt from this rule.

Owners and operators of facilities that
only dispense gasoline into individual
motor vehicles are not required to
conduct the RVP testing specified.

The sampling procedures and test
methods are those outlined in 40 CFR
part 80, appendices D and E. Additional
testing is required whenever the RVP is
between 7.0 and 7.3 psi for conventional
gasoline or when the RVP is between 8.0
and 8.3 psi for 9 to 10 percent ethyl
alcohol blends.

Have the Requirements for Approval of
a SIP Revision Been Met?

The State submittal has met the
public notice requirements for SIP
submissions in accordance with 40 CFR
51.102. The submittal also satisfied the
completeness criteria of 40 CFR part 51,
appendix V. In addition, as explained
above and in the technical support
document which is part of this
document, the revision meets the
substantive SIP requirements of the
CAA, including section 110 and part D
of Title I and implementing regulations.

What Action Is EPA Taking?
We are proposing to approve this

revision to the Missouri SIP concerning
10 CSR 10–2.330 as it meets the
requirements of the CAA.

Administrative Requirements
Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR

51735, October 4, 1993), this proposed
action is not a ‘‘significant regulatory
action’’ and therefore is not subject to
review by the Office of Management and
Budget. For this reason, this action is
also not subject to Executive Order
13211, ‘‘Actions Concerning Regulations
That Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use’’ (66 FR 28355, May
22, 2001). This proposed action merely
proposes to approve state law as
meeting Federal requirements and
imposes no additional requirements
beyond those imposed by state law.

Accordingly, the Administrator certifies
that this proposed rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). Because this rule
proposes to approve pre-existing
requirements under state law and does
not impose any additional enforceable
duty beyond that required by state law,
it does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Public Law 104–4).

This proposed rule also does not have
tribal implications because it will not
have a substantial direct effect on one or
more Indian tribes, on the relationship
between the Federal Government and
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities between the
Federal Government and Indian tribes,
as specified by Executive Order 13175
(65 FR 67249, November 9, 2000). This
action also does not have Federalism
implications because it does not 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). This action merely
proposes to approve a state rule
implementing a Federal standard, and
does not alter the relationship or the
distribution of power and
responsibilities established in the CAA.
This proposed rule also is not subject to
Executive Order 13045 ‘‘Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks’’ (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 CAA. 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. 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 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Lead, Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements, Sulfur
oxides.

Dated: November 5, 2001.
Martha R. Steincamp,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 7.
[FR Doc. 01–28737 Filed 11–15–01; 8:45 am]
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40 CFR Part 63

[FRL–7100–5]

Delegation of National Emission
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
for Source Categories; State of
Arizona; Arizona Department of
Environmental Quality

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

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 112(l) of
the 1990 Clean Air Act, EPA granted
delegation of specific national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants
(NESHAPs) to the Arizona Department
of Environmental Quality on March 5,
2001. In the Rules section of this
Federal Register, EPA is amending
regulations to reflect the current
delegation status of NESHAPs in
Arizona. EPA is taking direct final
action without prior proposal because
the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial action and anticipates
no adverse comments. A detailed
rationale for this approval is set forth in
the direct final rule. If no adverse
comments are received, no further
activity is contemplated. 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. The EPA will not
institute a second comment period. Any
parties interested in commenting should
do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be
received by December 17, 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
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105–3901.
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Copies of the submitted requests are
available for public inspection at EPA’s
Region IX office during normal business
hours (docket number A–96–25).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mae
Wang, Rulemaking Office (AIR–4), Air
Division, 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 delegation of
unchanged NESHAPs to the Arizona
Department of Environmental Quality.
For further information, please see the
information provided in the direct final
action which is located in the Rules
section of this Federal Register.

Authority: This action is issued under the
authority of section 112 of the Clean Air Act,
as amended, 42 U.S.C. 7412.

Dated: October 30, 2001.
Jack P. Broadbent,
Director, Air Division, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 01–28343 Filed 11–15–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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40 CFR Part 271

[FRL–7101–8]

New York: Final Authorization of State
Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revisions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: New York has applied to EPA
for final authorization of changes to its
hazardous waste program under Solid
Waste Disposal Act, as amended,
commonly referred to as the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).
EPA proposes to grant final
authorization to New York for these
changes which are described in the
‘‘Rules and Regulations’’ section of this
Federal Register. In that section, EPA is
authorizing the changes by an
immediate final rule. EPA did not make
a proposal prior to the immediate final
rule because we believe this action is
not controversial and do not expect
comments that oppose it. We have
explained the reasons for this
authorization in the preamble to the
immediate final rule. Unless we get
written comments which oppose this
authorization during the comment
period, the immediate final rule will
become effective on the date it
establishes, and we will not take further
action on this proposal. If we get
comments that oppose this action, we
will withdraw the portion of the
immediate final rule that is the subject
of the comments, and it will not take
effect. We will then respond to those
public comments opposing this
authorization in a second final
authorization notice. This second final
notice may or may not include changes
based on comments received during the
public notice comment period. You may
not have another opportunity for

comment. If you want to comment on
this action, you must do so at this time.

DATES: Send your written comments by
December 17, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to
Michael Infurna, Division of
Environmental Planning and Protection,
EPA, Region 2, 290 Broadway, 22nd
Floor, New York, NY 10007, Phone
number: (212) 637–4177 or e-mail:
Infurna.Michael@epamail.epa.gov. You
can examine copies of the materials
submitted by New York during business
hours at the following locations: EPA
Region II Library, 290 Broadway, 16th
Floor, New York, NY 10007, Phone
number: (212) 637–3185; or New York
State Department of Environmental
Conservation, Division of Solid and
Hazardous Materials, 625 Broadway,
Albany, NY 12233–7250, Phone
number: (518) 402–8730.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Infurna, Division of
Environmental Planning and Protection,
EPA Region 2, 290 Broadway, 22nd
floor, New York, NY 10007, Phone
number (212) 637–4177.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, please see the
immediate final rule published in the
‘‘Rules and Regulations’’ section of this
Federal Register.

Dated: October 29, 2001.
William J. Muszynski,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 2.
[FR Doc. 01–28628 Filed 11–15–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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