30640

Federal Register / Vol. 67, No. 88 / Tuesday, May 7, 2002 / Proposed Rules

7218), respectively. We proposed
approval of the sections 182(f) and
182(b)(1) NOX exemptions on August
18, 1995 (60 FR 43100), and October 6,
1995 (60 FR 52349), respectively.
A copy of the recently completed
modeling, NOX control and NSR
regulations, and I/M SIP revision that
were submitted by the State to EPA are
available from EPA and LDEQ at the
addresses provided above.
IX. 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 Clean
Air Act. This proposed rule also is not
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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 Clean Air Act. 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 in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Conformity,
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental
Relations, Nitrogen oxides, Ozone,
Volatile organic compounds.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Dated: May 1, 2002.
Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 02–11297 Filed 5–6–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Part 52
[SC42–200220(a); FRL–7207–1]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; South Carolina:
Approval of Miscellaneous Revisions
to The South Carolina State
Implementation Plan
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.
SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to
approve the State Implementation Plan
(SIP) revisions submitted by the South
Carolina Department of Health and
Environmental Control, through the
State of South Carolina, for the purpose
of amending regulations relating to
volatile organic compounds (VOC’s),
prevention of significant deterioration
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(PSD) and other miscellaneous rules. In
the Final Rules section of this Federal
Register, the EPA is approving the
South Carolina SIP revision as a direct
final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
significant, material, and adverse
comments are received in response to
this rule, 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 rule.
The EPA will not institute a second
comment period on this document. Any
parties interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before June 6, 2002.
ADDRESSES: All comments should be
addressed to: Randy Terry at the EPA,
Region 4 Air Planning Branch, 61
Forsyth Street, SW, Atlanta, Georgia
30303–8960.
Copies of the State submittal(s) are
available at the following addresses for
inspection during normal business
hours:
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 4, Air Planning Branch, 61
Forsyth Street, SW, Atlanta, Georgia
30303–8960. Randy Terry, 404/562–
9032. South Carolina Department of
Health and Environmental Control, 2600
Bull Street, Columbia, South Carolina
29201–1708.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Randy B. Terry at 404/562–9032, or by
electronic mail at terry.randy@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule which is published in the
Rules section of this Federal Register.
Dated: April 8, 2002.
A. Stanley Meiburg,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 02–11289 Filed 5–6–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
40 CFR Part 271
[FRL–7205–8]

Utah: Final Authorization of State
Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revision
AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
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ACTION:

Proposed rule.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to grant
Final authorization to the hazardous
waste program changes submitted by
Utah. In the ‘‘Rules’’ section of this
Federal Register, we are authorizing the
State’s program changes as an
immediate final rule without a prior
proposed rule because we believe this
action is not controversial. Unless we
receive written comments opposing this
authorization during the comment
period, the immediate final rule will
become effective and the Agency will
not take further action on this proposal.
If we receive comments that oppose this
action, we will publish a document in
the Federal Register withdrawing that
rule before it takes effect. EPA will
address public comments in a later final
rule based on this proposal. EPA may
not provide further opportunity for
comment. Any parties interested in
commenting on this action must do so
at this time.
DATES: We must receive your comments
by June 6, 2002.

Send written comments to
Kris Shurr, 8P–HW, U.S. EPA, Region
VIII, 999 18th St, Ste 300, Denver,
Colorado 80202–2466, phone number:
(303) 312–6139. You can view and copy
Utah’s application at the following
addresses: Utah Department of
Environmental Quality (UDEQ), from 8
a.m. to 5 p.m., 288 North 1460 West,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114–4880,
contact: Susan Toronto, phone number:
(801) 538–6776 and EPA Region VIII,
from 8 a.m. to 3 p.m., 999 18th Street,
Suite 300, Denver, Colorado 80202–
2466, contact: Kris Shurr, phone
number: (303) 312–6139.
ADDRESSES:

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kris
Shurr, EPA Region VIII, 999 18th Street,
Suite 300, Denver, Colorado 80202–
2466, phone number: (303) 312–6139.

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

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Dated: April 26, 2002.
Jack W. McGraw,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VIII.
[FR Doc. 02–11292 Filed 5–6–02; 8:45 am]

Fish and Wildlife Service
50 CFR Part 17
RIN 1018–AG88

Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Designation of Critical
Habitat for Cirsium loncholepis (La
Graciosa thistle), Eriodictyon
capitatum (Lompoc yerba santa), and
Deinandra increscens ssp. villosa
(Gaviota tarplant)
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Proposed rule; reopening of
comment period and notice of
availability of draft economic analysis.
SUMMARY: We, the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, announce the
reopening of the comment period for the
proposed designation of critical habitat
for Cirsium loncholepis (La Graciosa
thistle), Eriodictyon capitatum (Lompoc
yerba santa), and Deinandra increscens
ssp. villosa (Gaviota tarplant), and the
availability of the draft economic
analysis for the proposed designation of
critical habitat. We are reopening the
comment period for these species to
allow all interested parties to comment
simultaneously on the proposed rule
and the associated draft economic
analysis. Comments previously
submitted need not be resubmitted as
they will be incorporated into the public
record as part of this extended comment
period and will be fully considered in
the final rule.
DATES: We will accept public comments
until June 6, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments and
information should be submitted to
Field Supervisor, Ventura Fish and
Wildlife Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 2493 Portola Road, Suite B,
Ventura, CA 93003. For the electronic
mail address, and further instructions
on commenting, refer to Public
Comments Solicited section of this
notice.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
general information, Connie Rutherford
or Catrina Martin, Ventura Fish and
Wildlife Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, telephone 805/644–1766;
facsimile 805/644–3958.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

Background
Cirsium loncholepis (La Graciosa
thistle), Eriodictyon capitatum (Lompoc
yerba santa), and Deinandra increscens
ssp. villosa [=Hemizonia increscens ssp.
villosa] (Gaviota tarplant) occur along
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the south central California coast. They
are restricted to a narrow area in
northern and western Santa Barbara
County and southern San Luis Obispo
County, in declining or altered habitats
including central dune scrub, central
maritime chaparral, valley needlegrass
grassland, coastal freshwater wetlands,
and southern bishop pine forest
(Holland 1986, Schoenherr 1992).
Cirsium loncholepis is a short-lived,
spreading, mound-like or erect and
often fleshy, spiny member of the
sunflower family (Asteraceae). Plants
are from 10 to 100 centimeters (cm) (4
to 39 inches (in)) tall, with purplish
flower heads occurring in wide, tight
clusters at the tips of the stems. There
are approximately 17 known locations
for Cirsium loncholepis, all in San Luis
and Santa Barbara counties. Ongoing
threats to this species include
groundwater pumping, oil field
development and remediation, and
competition from aggressive native and
non-native plants.
Eriodictyon capitatum is a shrub in
the waterleaf family (Hydrophyllaceae)
with narrow, sticky stems up to 3 m (10
ft) tall, and a lavender inflorescence
with corollas that are 6 to 15 mm (0.2
to 0.6 in) long. The four known
locations of Eriodictyon capitatum
occur in western Santa Barbara County.
Fire management practices, invasive
non-native plant species, low seed
productivity, and naturally occurring
catastrophic events pose significant
threats to the long-term survival of this
species.
Deinandra increscens ssp. villosa, a
member of the sunflower family, is a
yellow-flowered, variable gray-green,
soft, hairy annual that is 30 to 90 cm (12
to 35 in) tall. Deinandra increscens ssp.
villosa has a highly localized
distribution in western Santa Barbara
County, and is threatened by
destruction of individual plants, habitat
loss, and habitat degradation from the
development and decommissioning of
oil and gas facilities, including
pipelines, and competition with nonnative weeds.
On June 17,1999, our failure to issue
a final rule and to make a critical habitat
determination for Cirsium loncholepis,
Eriodictyon capitatum, and Deinandra
increscens ssp. villosa was challenged
in Southwest Center for Biological
Diversity and California Native Plant
Society v. Babbitt (Case No. C99–2992
(N.D.Cal.). Pursuant to the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act)
(16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), Cirsium
loncholepis, Eriodictyon capitatum, and
Deinandra increscens ssp. villosa, were
listed as endangered species on March
20, 2000 (65 FR 14888). On November
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