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determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Though this rule will not result in such
an expenditure, we discuss the effects of
this rule elsewhere in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not effect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not create an environmental risk to
health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does 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.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a ‘‘significant
energy action’’ under that order because
it is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of

Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Environment
We have considered the

environmental impact of this rule and
concluded that under figure 2–1,
paragraph 34(g), of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1D, this rule is
categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation. A
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is available for inspection or copying
where indicated under ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165
Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation

(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191,
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6, 160.5; 49
CFR 1.46.

2. A new temporary § 165.T08–009 is
added to read as follows:

§ 165.T08–009 Security Zone; Ohio River
Miles 119.0 to 119.8, Natrium, West Virginia.

(a) Location. The following area is a
security zone: The waters of the Ohio
River, extending 200 feet from the
shoreline of the left descending bank
beginning from mile marker 119.0 and
ending at mile marker 119.8.

(b) Effective date. This section is
effective from 8 a.m. on February 8,
2002 through 8 a.m. on June 15, 2002.

(c) Authority. The authority for this
section is 33 U.S.C. 1226, 33 U.S.C.
1231, 33 CFR 1.05–1(g), and 49 CFR
1.46.

(d) Regulations. (1) Entry into this
security zone is prohibited unless
authorized by the Coast Guard Captain
of the Port Pittsburgh or his designated
representative.

(2) Persons or vessels requiring entry
into or passage through the zone must
request permission from the Captain of
the Port Pittsburgh, or his designated
representative. They may be contacted
via VHF Channel 16 or via telephone at
(412) 644–5808.

(3) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of the
Captain of the Port Pittsburgh and
designated on-scene U.S. Coast Guard
patrol personnel. On-scene U.S. Coast

Guard patrol personnel include
commissioned, warrant, and petty
officers of the U.S. Coast Guard.

Dated: February 8, 2002.
S.L. Hudson,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port Pittsburgh.
[FR Doc. 02–5090 Filed 3–1–02; 8:45 am]
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Security Zone; Ohio River Mile 34.6 to
35.1, Shippingport, PA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DOT.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is
establishing a temporary security zone
encompassing all water extending 200
feet from the shoreline of the left
descending bank on the Ohio River,
beginning from mile marker 34.6 and
ending at mile marker 35.1. This
security zone is necessary to protect the
First Energy Nuclear Power Plant in
Shippingport, Pennsylvania from any
and all subversive actions from any
groups or individuals whose objective it
is to cause disruption to the daily
operations of the First Energy Nuclear
Power Plant. Entry of vessels into this
security zone is prohibited unless
authorized by the Coast Guard Captain
of the Port Pittsburgh or his designated
representative.
DATES: This rule is effective from 8 a.m.
on February 8, 2002 through 8 a.m. on
June 15, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Documents indicated in this
preamble as being available in the
docket, are part of docket [COTP
Pittsburgh–02–002] and are available for
inspection or copying at Marine Safety
Office Pittsburgh, Suite 1150 Kossman
Bldg., 100 Forbes Ave. Pittsburgh, PA
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except Federal holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Chief Petty Officer, Brian Smith, Marine
Safety Office Pittsburgh at (412) 644–
5808.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Regulatory Information
We did not publish a notice of

proposed rulemaking (NPRM) for this
regulation. Under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), the
Coast Guard finds that good cause exists
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for not publishing an NPRM, and, under
5 U.S.C. 553(d)(3), good cause exists for
making this rule effective less than 30
days after publication in the Federal
Register. The catastrophic nature of, and
resulting devastation from, the
September 11, 2001 attacks on the
World Trade Center towers in New York
City and the Pentagon in Washington
DC, makes this rulemaking necessary for
the protection of national security
interests. National security and
intelligence officials warn that future
terrorist attacks against United States
interests are likely. Any delay in making
this regulation effective would be
contrary to the public interest because
immediate action is necessary to protect
against the possible loss of life, injury,
or damage to property.

Background and Purpose

On September 11, 2001, both towers
of the World Trade Center and the
Pentagon were attacked by terrorists. In
response to these terrorist acts,
heightened awareness and security of
our ports and harbors is necessary. To
enhance that security the Captain of the
Port, Pittsburgh is establishing a
temporary security zone.

This security zone includes all water
extending 200 feet from the shoreline of
the left descending bank on the Ohio
River beginning from mile marker 34.6
and ending at mile marker 35.1. This
security zone is necessary to protect the
public, facilities, and surrounding area
from possible acts of terrorism at the
First Energy Nuclear Power Plant. All
vessels are prohibited from entering the
zone without the permission of the
Captain of the Port Pittsburgh.

Regulatory Evaluation

This rule is not a ‘‘significant
regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866 and does not
require an assessment of potential costs
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that
Order. The Office of Management and
Budget has not reviewed it under that
Order. It is not ‘‘significant’’ under the
regulatory policies and procedures of
the Department of Transportation (DOT)
(44 FR 11040, February 26, l979).

The Coast Guard expects the
economic impact of this proposal to be
so minimal that a full Regulatory
Evaluation under paragraph 10(e) of the
regulatory policies and procedures of
DOT is unnecessary. This rule will not
obstruct the regular flow of vessel traffic
and will allow vessel traffic to pass
safely around the security zone and
vessels may be permitted to enter the
security zone on a case-by-case basis.

Small Entities
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act

(5 U.S.C. 601–612), we considered
whether this rule would have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
The term ‘‘small entities’’ comprises
small businesses, not-for-profit
organizations that are independently
owned and operated and are not
dominant in their fields, and
governmental jurisdictions with
populations of less than 50,000.

The Coast Guard certifies under 5
U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.

This security zone will not have an
impact on a substantial number of small
entities because this rule will not
obstruct the regular flow of vessel traffic
and will allow vessel traffic to pass
safely around the security zone.

If you are a small business entity and
are significantly affected by this
regulation please contact Chief Petty
Officer Brian Smith, U.S. Coast Guard
Marine Safety Pittsburgh, Suite 1150
Kossman Bldg. 100 Forbes Ave.
Pittsburgh, PA at (412) 644–5808.

Assistance for Small Entities
Under section 213(a) of the Small

Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104–121),
we offer to assist small entities in
understanding the rule so that they can
better evaluate its effects on them and
participate in the rulemaking process.
Small businesses may send comments
on the actions of Federal employees
who enforce, or otherwise determine
compliance with, Federal regulations to
the Small Business and Agriculture
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman
and the Regional Small Business
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The
Ombudsman evaluates these actions
annually and rates each agency’s
responsiveness to small business. If you
wish to comment on actions by
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1–
888–REG–FAIR (1–888–734–3247).

Collection of Information
This rule calls for no new collection

of information under the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501–
3520).

Federalism
A rule has implications for federalism

under Executive Order 13132,
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct
effect on State or local governments and
would either preempt State law or
impose a substantial direct cost of
compliance on them. We have analyzed
this rule under that Order and have

determined that it does not have
implications for federalism.

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) requires
Federal agencies to assess the effects of
their discretionary regulatory actions. In
particular, the Act addresses actions
that may result in the expenditure by a
State, local, or tribal government, in the
aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100,000,000 or more in any one year.
Though this rule will not result in such
an expenditure, we discuss the effects of
this rule elsewhere in this preamble.

Taking of Private Property

This rule will not effect a taking of
private property or otherwise have
taking implications under Executive
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and
Interference with Constitutionally
Protected Property Rights.

Civil Justice Reform

This rule meets applicable standards
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to
minimize litigation, eliminate
ambiguity, and reduce burden.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13045, Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not
an economically significant rule and
does not create an environmental risk to
health or risk to safety that may
disproportionately affect children.

Indian Tribal Governments

This rule does not have tribal
implications under Executive Order
13175, Consultation and Coordination
with Indian Tribal Governments,
because it does 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.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this rule under
Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a ‘‘significant
energy action’’ under that order because
it is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of
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Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Environment

We have considered the
environmental impact of this rule and
concluded that under figure 2–1,
paragraph 34(g), of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1D, this rule is
categorically excluded from further
environmental documentation. A
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is available for inspection or copying
where indicated under ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard amends 33
CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191,
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6, 160.5; 49
CFR 1.46.

2. A new temporary § 165.T08–010 is
added to read as follows:

§ 165.T08–010 Security Zone; Ohio River
Miles 34.6 to 35.1, Shippingport,
Pennsylvania.

(a) Location. The following area is a
security zone: The waters of the Ohio
River, extending 200 feet from the
shoreline of the left descending bank
beginning from mile marker 34.6 and
ending at mile marker 35.1.

(b) Effective date. This section is
effective from 8 a.m. on February 8,
2002 through 8 a.m. on June 15, 2002.

(c) Authority. The authority for this
section is 33 U.S.C. 1226, 33 U.S.C.
1231, 33 CFR 1.05–1(g), and 49 CFR
1.46.

(d) Regulations. (1) Entry into this
security zone is prohibited unless
authorized by the Coast Guard Captain
of the Port Pittsburgh or his designated
representative.

(2) Persons or vessels requiring entry
into or passage through the zone must
request permission from the Captain of
the Port Pittsburgh, or his designated
representative. They may be contacted
via VHF Channel 16 or via telephone at
(412) 644–5808.

(3) All persons and vessels shall
comply with the instructions of the
Captain of the Port Pittsburgh and
designated on-scene U.S. Coast Guard

patrol personnel. On-scene U.S. Coast
Guard patrol personnel include
commissioned, warrant, and petty
officers of the U.S. Coast Guard.

Dated: February 8, 2002.
S.L. Hudson,
Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port Pittsburgh.
[FR Doc. 02–5091 Filed 3–1–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–15–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[Iowa 0127–1127a; FRL–7151–7]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; State of Iowa

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

SUMMARY: EPA is approving the State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the state of Iowa. This
revision approves numerous rules
adopted by the state in 1998, 1999, and
2001. This includes rules pertaining to
definitions, compliance, permits for
new or existing stationary sources,
voluntary operating permits, permits by
rule, and testing and sampling methods.

These revisions will strengthen the
SIP with respect to attainment and
maintenance of established air quality
standards, ensure consistency between
the state and Federally approved rules,
and ensure Federal enforceability of the
state’s air program rule revisions
according to section 110.
DATES: This direct final rule will be
effective May 3, 2002 unless EPA
receives adverse comments by April 3,
2002. If adverse comments are received,
EPA will publish a timely withdrawal of
the direct final rule in the Federal
Register informing the public that the
rule will not take effect.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Wayne Kaiser, Environmental
Protection Agency, Air Planning and
Development Branch, 901 North 5th
Street, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.

Copies of documents relative to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the above-listed Region 7
location. The interested persons
wanting to examine these documents
should make an appointment with the
office at least 24 hours in advance.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne Kaiser at (913) 551–7603.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Throughout this document whenever
‘‘we,’’ ‘‘us,’’ or ‘‘our’’ is used, we mean
EPA. This section provides additional
information by addressing the following
questions:

What is a SIP?
What is the Federal approval process for a

SIP?
What does Federal approval of a state

regulation mean to me?
What is being addressed in this action?
Have the requirements for approval of a

SIP revision been met?
What action is EPA taking?

What Is a SIP?

Section 110 of the Clean Air Act
(CAA) requires states to develop air
pollution regulations and control
strategies to ensure that state air quality
meets the national ambient air quality
standards established by EPA. These
ambient standards are established under
section 109 of the CAA, and they
currently address six criteria pollutants.
These pollutants are: carbon monoxide,
nitrogen dioxide, ozone, lead,
particulate matter, and sulfur dioxide.

Each state must submit these
regulations and control strategies to us
for approval and incorporation into the
Federally-enforceable SIP.

Each Federally-approved SIP protects
air quality primarily by addressing air
pollution at its point of origin. These
SIPs can be extensive, containing state
regulations or other enforceable
documents and supporting information
such as emission inventories,
monitoring networks, and modeling
demonstrations.

What Is the Federal Approval Process
for a SIP?

In order for state regulations to be
incorporated into the Federally-
enforceable SIP, states must formally
adopt the regulations and control
strategies consistent with state and
Federal requirements. This process
generally includes a public notice,
public hearing, public comment period,
and a formal adoption by a state-
authorized rulemaking body.

Once a state rule, regulation, or
control strategy is adopted, the state
submits it to us for inclusion into the
SIP. We must provide public notice and
seek additional public comment
regarding the proposed Federal action
on the state submission. If adverse
comments are received, they must be
addressed prior to any final Federal
action by us.

All state regulations and supporting
information approved by EPA under
section 110 of the CAA are incorporated
into the Federally-approved SIP.
Records of such SIP actions are
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