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other aging appellants, such as the
surviving spouses of deceased veterans.

Fortunately, the law also permits the
Board, on motion, to advance cases for
earlier consideration and determination
under certain circumstances, including
serious illness, severe financial
hardship, and “other sufficient cause
shown.” 38 U.S.C. 7107(a)(2). Because
of the large numbers of appeals—on
average, the Board receives 35,000—
40,000 per year—the Board has taken a
restrictive view of its authority to
advance cases on the docket. The
implementing regulation, at 38 CFR
20.900(c), currently specifies that “other
sufficient cause” includes
“administrative error resulting in a
significant delay in docketing the case.”

Given the age of our veteran
population, we propose expanding this
provision to permit advancement for
earlier consideration by the Board
because of the appellant’s advanced age.
For this limited purpose, VA proposes
defining “advanced age” as 75 or more
years of age. We chose age 75 for three
reasons: First, it is an age at which a
veteran is very near to his or her life
expectancy. Second, it represents a
segment of the veteran population—
18%—Ilarge enough to provide
meaningful relief, but not so large as to
dilute the general rule of first come, first
served. Third, the other bases for
advancement on the docket in
§20.900(c), illness and financial
hardship, adequately cover other
exigent circumstances.

As with most other bases for
advancing on the docket, we intend to
rely primarily on motions filed by
appellants and their representatives to
alert the Board to situations where
advancement based on advanced age
would be appropriate. (Approximately
90% of appellants have representatives.)
As the regulation defines “advanced
age” (75 years) as good cause for
advancement, all such motions should
be granted. However, we welcome any
comments from the public as to how
best to implement this authority.

Unfunded Mandates

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act,
Public Law 104—4, March 22, 1995,
requires (in section 202) that agencies
prepare an assessment of anticipated
costs and benefits before developing any
rule that may result in an expenditure
by State, local, or tribal governments, in
the aggregate, or by the private sector of
$100 million or more in any given year.
This proposed rule will have no
consequential effect on State, local, or
tribal governments.

Paperwork Reduction Act

This document contains no provisions
constituting a collection of information
under the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501-3520).

Executive Order 12866

This document has been reviewed by
the Office of Management and Budget
under Executive Order 12866.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Secretary hereby certifies that
this regulatory amendment will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities as
they are defined in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601-612. This
rule affects only individuals. Therefore,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), this
regulatory amendment is exempt from
the initial and final regulatory flexibility
analysis requirements of sections 603
and 604.

List of Subjects in 38 CFR Part 20

Administrative practice and
procedure, Claims, Veterans.

Approved: February 27, 2002.
Anthony J. Principi,
Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, VA proposes to amend 38
CFR part 20 as follows:

PART 20—BOARD OF VETERANS’
APPEALS: RULES OF PRACTICE

1. The authority citation for part 20
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 38 U.S.C. 501(a) and as noted in
specific sections.

Subpart J—Action by the Board

2. Section 20.900(c) is revised to read
as follows:

§20.900 Rule 900. Order of consideration
of appeals.
* * * * *

(c) Advancement on the docket. A
case may be advanced on the docket on
the motion of the Chairman, the Vice
Chairman, a party to the case before the
Board, or such party’s representative.
Such a motion may be granted only if
the case involves interpretation of law
of general application affecting other
claims, if the appellant is seriously ill or
is under severe financial hardship, or if
other sufficient cause is shown. “Other
sufficient cause” shall include, but is
not limited to, administrative error
resulting in a significant delay in
docketing the case or the advanced age
of the appellant. For purposes of this
Rule, “‘advanced age” is defined as 75
or more years of age. Such motions must

be in writing and must identify the
specific reason(s) why advancement on
the docket is sought, the name of the
veteran, the name of the appellant if
other than the veteran (e.g., a veteran’s
survivor, a guardian, or a fiduciary
appointed to receive VA benefits on an
individual’s behalf), and the applicable
Department of Veterans Affairs file
number. The motion must be filed with:
Director, Administrative Service (014),
Board of Veterans’ Appeals, 810
Vermont Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20420. If a motion is received prior to
the assignment of the case to an
individual member or panel of
members, the ruling on the motion will
be by the Vice Chairman, who may
delegate such authority to a Deputy Vice
Chairman. If a motion to advance a case
on the docket is denied, the appellant
and his or her representative will be
immediately notified. If the motion to
advance a case on the docket is granted,
that fact will be noted in the Board’s
decision when rendered.

* * * * *

(Authority: 38 U.S.C. 7107, Pub. L. 103-
446, Sec. 302)

[FR Doc. 02—14685 Filed 6—-11-02; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 8320-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 80
[AMS-FRL-7222-1]
RIN 2060-AJ71

Control of Air Pollution from New
Motor Vehicles; Second Amendment to
the Tier 2/Gasoline Sulfur Regulations

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to clarify,
correct, amend, and revise certain
provisions of the Tier 2/Gasoline Sulfur
regulations (February 10, 2000),
hereinafter referred to as the Tier 2 rule.
First, today’s action would correct
typographical errors and would make
other minor revisions to clarify the
regulations governing compliance with
the Tier 2 rule. Second, it would modify
the effective date of the regulatory
butane test method for determining the
sulfur content of butane, a gasoline
blendstock. Third, today’s rule would
modify the Geographic Phase-in Area
(GPA) program by replacing the variable
standard for GPA gasoline with a flat
average standard of 150 ppm sulfur.
Fourth, it would allow an approved
small refiner, under limited
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circumstances, to seek a temporary
adjustment to its interim small refiner
per-gallon cap standard. Finally, it
would amend certain provisions of the
small refiner and Averaging, Banking,
and Trading (ABT) programs as well as
compliance and enforcement provisions
to assist regulated entities with program
implementation and compliance.

DATES: Written comments or requests for
a public hearing must be received by
July 12, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Comments: All comments
and materials relevant to today’s action
should be submitted to Public Docket
No. A—97-10 at the following address:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Air Docket (6102), Room M—
1500, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20460.

Docket: Materials related to this
rulemaking are available at EPA’s Air
Docket for review at the above address
(on the ground floor in Waterside Mall)
from 8 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., Monday
through Friday, except on government
holidays. You can reach the Air Docket
by telephone at (202) 260-7548 and by
facsimile at (202) 260—4400. You may be
charged a reasonable fee for
photocopying docket materials, as
provided in 40 CFR part 2.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Manners, U.S. EPA, National

Vehicle and Fuels Emission Laboratory,
Assessment and Standards Division,
2000 Traverwood, Ann Arbor, MI
48105; telephone (734) 214-4873, fax
(734) 214-4051, e-mail
manners.mary@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA is
proposing to approve corrections,
amendments, and revisions to the Tier

2 rule (65 FR 6698, February 10, 2000).
However, in the “Rules and
Regulations” section of today’s Federal
Register, we are approving these
corrections, amendments, and revisions
as a direct final rule without a prior
proposal because we view this as a
noncontroversial action and anticipate
no adverse comment. We have
explained our reasons for this approval
in the preamble to the direct final rule.
This proposal incorporates by reference
all of the reasoning, explanation, and
regulatory text from the direct final rule.
For further information, including the
regulatory text for this proposal, please
refer to the direct final rule that is
located in the “Rules and Regulations”
section of this Federal Register
publication. The direct final rule will be
effective on September 10, 2002, unless
we receive adverse comment or a
request for a public hearing by July 12,
2002. If we receive no adverse comment,
we will not take further action on this

proposed rule. If we receive adverse
comment on one or more distinct
amendments, paragraphs, or sections of
this rulemaking, we will publish a
timely withdrawal in the Federal
Register indicating which provisions are
being withdrawn due to adverse
comment. We may address all adverse
comments in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. We will not
institute a second comment period on
this action. Any parties interested in
commenting must do so at this time.
Any distinct amendment, paragraph, or
section of today’s rulemaking for which
we do not receive adverse comment will
become effective on the date set out
above, notwithstanding any adverse
comment on any other distinct
amendment, paragraph, or section of the
direct final rule.

Regulated Entities

This proposal could affect you if you
produce, distribute, or sell gasoline.

The table below gives some examples
of entities that may have to comply with
the regulations. However, since these
are only examples, you should carefully
examine these and other existing
regulations in 40 CFR part 80. If you
have any questions, please call the
person listed in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section above.

Category (':\l(ﬁjlgssa Cosdl(e:s b Examples of potentially regulated entities
INAUSETY e 324110 2911 | Petroleum Refiners.
INAUSETY oo 422710 5171 | Gasoline Marketers and Distributors.
422720 5172
INAUSETY oo 484220 4212 | Gasoline Carriers.
484230 4213

a North American Industry Classification System (NAICS).
b Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) system code.

Access to Rulemaking Documents
Through the Internet

Today’s action is available
electronically on the day of publication
from EPA’s Federal Register Internet
Web site listed below. Electronic copies
of this preamble, regulatory language,
and other documents associated with
today’s proposal are available from the
EPA Office of Transportation and Air
Quality Web site listed below shortly
after the rule is signed by the
Administrator. This service is free of
charge, except any cost that you already
incur for connecting to the Internet.

EPA Federal Register Web Site:
http://www.epa.gov/docs/fedrgstr/epa-
air/ (Either select a desired date or use
the Search feature.).

Tier 2/Gasoline Sulfur home page:
http://www.epa.gov/otaq/tr2home.htm.

Please note that due to differences
between the software used to develop
the document and the software into
which the document may be
downloaded, changes in format, page
length, etc., may occur.

Administrative Requirements

A. Administrative Designation and
Regulatory Analysis

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), the Agency is
required to determine whether this
regulatory action would be “significant”
and therefore subject to review by the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) and the requirements of the
Executive Order. The order defines a
“significant regulatory action” as any
regulatory action that is likely to result
in a rule that may:

* Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more or
adversely affect in a material way the
economy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
state, local, or tribal governments or
communities;

» Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

* Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or,

* Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive Order.

Pursuant to the terms of Executive
Order 12866, we have determined that
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this proposed rule is not a “significant
regulatory action.”

B. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), as
amended by the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996 (SBREFA), 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.

The RFA generally requires an agency
to prepare a regulatory flexibility
analysis of any rule subject to notice
and comment rulemaking requirements
under the Administrative Procedure Act
or any other statute unless the agency
certifies that the rule will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.
Small entities include small businesses,
small organizations, and small
governmental jurisdictions.

For purposes of assessing the impacts
of today’s proposed rule on small
entities, small entity is defined as: (1) A
small business refiner that had no more
than 1500 employees corporate-wide,
based on the average number of
employees for all pay periods from
January 1, 1998 to January 1, 1999; and
a corporate crude capacity less than or
equal to 155,000 barrels per calendar
day for 19991; (2) a small governmental
jurisdiction that is a government of a
city, county, town, school district or
special district with a population of less
than 50,000; and (3) a small
organization that is any not-for-profit
enterprise which is independently
owned and operated and is not
dominant in its field.

After considering the economic
impacts of today’s proposed rule on
small entities, I certify that this action
will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. This proposed rule will not
have any adverse economic impact on
small entities. Today’s rule corrects,
amends, and revises certain provisions
of the Tier 2 rule (65 FR 6698, February
10, 2000), regulated entities will find it
easier to comply with the requirements
of the Tier 2 rule. More specifically,
today’s action corrects typographical
errors and makes other minor revisions
to clarify the regulations governing
compliance with the Tier 2 rule.
Second, it modifies the effective date of
the regulatory butane test method for
determining the sulfur content of
butane, a gasoline blendstock. Third,
today’s rule modifies the GPA program
by replacing the variable standard for
GPA gasoline with a flat average
standard of 150 ppm sulfur. Fourth, it
allows an approved small refiner, under
limited circumstances, to seek a
temporary adjustment to its interim

1This definition of a small business refiner was
established under the Tier 2 Rule. See § 80.225.

small refiner per-gallon cap standard.
Finally, it amends certain provisions of
the small refiner and ABT programs as
well as compliance and enforcement
provisions to assist regulated entities
with program implementation and
compliance. We continue to be
interested in the potential impacts of the
proposed rule on small entities and
welcome comments on issues related to
such impacts.

C. Paperwork Reduction Act

The information collection
requirements in this rule have been
submitted for approval to the Office of
Management and Budget (OMB) under
the Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq. An Information Collection
Request (ICR) document has been
prepared by EPA (ICR No. 2073.01) and
a copy may be obtained from Sandy
Farmer, Collection Strategies Division;
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(2822); 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW,
Washington, DC 20460 or by calling
(202) 260—2740. The information
requirements are not effective until
OMB approves them.

Certain small refiners may provide
this requested information in order to
for EPA to consider granting specific
relief relating to the gasoline sulfur
requirements. This relief would be in
the form of an adjustment to one of the
gasoline sulfur standards that apply to
small refiners, the per-gallon cap sulfur
standard. The information will allow
EPA to assess the need for such relief
and to grant the appropriate relief based
on the small refiner’s situation. This
information will be provided
voluntarily by letter and will be treated
by EPA as Confidential Business
Information.

EPA estimates that between one and
five small refiners may request an
adjustment in their per-gallon cap sulfur
standards, and that a one-time effort of
about two hours will be required to
prepare the application letter. We
estimate the total industry-wide burden
to be less than $1000. Burden means the
total time, effort, or financial resources
expended by persons to generate,
maintain, retain, or disclose or provide
information to or for a Federal agency.
This includes the time needed to review
instructions; develop, acquire, install,
and utilize technology and systems for
the purposes of collecting, validating,
and verifying information, processing
and maintaining information, and
disclosing and providing information;
adjust the existing ways to comply with
any previously applicable instructions
and requirements; train personnel to be
able to respond to a collection of
information; search data sources;

complete and review the collection of
information; and transmit or otherwise
disclose the information.

An Agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number. The OMB control
numbers for EPA’s regulations are listed
in 40 CFR part 9 and 48 CFR chapter 15.

D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act

Title II of the Unfunded Mandates
Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Public
Law 104-4, establishes requirements for
federal agencies to assess the effects of
their regulatory actions on state, local,
and tribal governments, and the private
sector. Under section 202 of the UMRA,
we generally must prepare a written
statement, including a cost-benefit
analysis, for proposed and final rules
with “federal mandates” that may result
in expenditures to state, local, and tribal
governments, in the aggregate, or to the
private sector, of $100 million or more
for any single year. Before promulgating
a rule for which a written statement is
needed, section 205 of the UMRA
generally requires us to identify and
consider a reasonable number of
regulatory alternatives and adopt the
least costly, most cost-effective, or least
burdensome alternative that achieves
the objectives of the rule. The
provisions of section 205 do not apply
when they are inconsistent with
applicable law. Moreover, section 205
allows us to adopt an alternative that is
not the least costly, most cost-effective,
or least burdensome alternative if we
provide an explanation in the final rule
of why such an alternative was adopted.

Before we establish any regulatory
requirement that may significantly or
uniquely affect small governments,
including tribal governments, we must
develop a small government plan
pursuant to section 203 of the UMRA.
Such a plan must provide for notifying
potentially affected small governments,
and enabling officials of affected small
governments to have meaningful and
timely input in the development of our
regulatory proposals with significant
federal intergovernmental mandates.
The plan must also provide for
informing, educating, and advising
small governments on compliance with
the regulatory requirements.

This proposed rule contains no
federal mandates for state, local, or
tribal governments as defined by the
provisions of Title IT of the UMRA. The
proposed rule imposes no enforceable
duties on any of these governmental
entities. Nothing in the proposal will
significantly or uniquely affect small
governments.
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We have determined that this
proposed rule does not contain a federal
mandate that may result in estimated
expenditures of more than $100 million
to the private sector in any single year.
This action has the net effect of
correcting, amending, and revising
certain provisions of the Tier 2 rule.
Therefore, the requirements of the
UMRA do not apply to this action.

E. Executive Order 13175: Consultation
and Coordination With Indian Tribal
Governments

Executive Order 13175, entitled
“Consultation and Coordination with
Indian Tribal Governments” (65 FR
67249, November 6, 2000), requires EPA
to develop an accountable process to
ensure ‘“‘meaningful and timely input by
tribal officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have tribal
implications.” This proposed rule does
not have tribal implications, as specified
in Executive Order 13175. Today’s rule
would not uniquely affect the
communities of American Indian tribal
governments since the motor vehicle
fuel and other related requirements for
private businesses in today’s rule have
national applicability. Furthermore,
today’s proposed rule does not impose
any direct compliance costs on these
communities and no circumstances
specific to such communities exist that
will cause an impact on these
communities beyond those discussed in
the other sections of today’s document.
The effect of today’s rule is no more
significant than the Tier 2 rule for tribes
under the original provisions of the GPA
program; under today’s action, gasoline
sold in certain tribal lands would be
subject to a flat average standard of 150
ppm sulfur. Thus, Executive Order
13175 does not apply to this proposed
rule.

F. Executive Order 13132 (Federalism)

Executive Order 13132, entitled
“Federalism” (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999), requires us to develop an
accountable process to ensure
“meaningful and timely input by state
and local officials in the development of
regulatory policies that have federalism
implications.” “Policies that have
federalism implications” is defined in
the Executive Order to include
regulations that 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.

Under Section 6 of Executive Order
13132, we may not issue a regulation
that has federalism implications, that
imposes substantial direct compliance

costs, and that is not required by statute,
unless the federal government provides
the funds necessary to pay the direct
compliance costs incurred by state and
local governments, or we consult with
state and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation. We also may not issue a
regulation that has federalism
implications and that preempts state
law, unless the Agency consults with
state and local officials early in the
process of developing the proposed
regulation.

Section 4 of the Executive Order
contains additional requirements for
rules that preempt state or local law,
even if those rules do not have
federalism implications (i.e., the rules
will 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). Those
requirements include providing all
affected state and local officials notice
and an opportunity for appropriate
participation in the development of the
regulation. If the preemption is not
based on express or implied statutory
authority, we also must consult, to the
extent practicable, with appropriate
state and local officials regarding the
conflict between state law and federally
protected interests within the agency’s
area of regulatory responsibility.

This proposed rule does not have
federalism implications. It will 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. This proposed
rule clarifies and corrects certain
provisions of an earlier rule that
adopted national standards to control
gasoline sulfur. The requirements of the
rule will be enforced by the federal
government at the national level. Thus,
the requirements of Section 6 of the
Executive Order do not apply to this
rule.

G. Executive Order 13211: Energy
Effects

This rule is not subject to Executive
Order 13211, “Actions Concerning
Regulations That Significantly Affect
Energy Supply, Distribution, or Use” (66
Fed. Reg. 28355 (May 22, 2001)) because
it is not a significant regulatory action
under Executive Order 12866.

H. National Technology Transfer and
Advancement Act

Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (NTTAA), Section 12(d) of
Public Law 104-113, directs us to use
voluntary consensus standards in our
regulatory activities unless it would be
inconsistent with applicable law or
otherwise impractical. Voluntary
consensus standards are technical
standards (e.g., materials specifications,
test methods, sampling procedures, and
business practices) developed or
adopted by voluntary consensus
standards bodies. The NTTAA directs
us to provide Congress, through OMB,
explanations when we decide not to use
available and applicable voluntary
consensus standards.

This proposed rule references
technical standards adopted by us
through previous rulemakings. No new
technical standards are established in
today’s proposed rule. The standards
referenced in today’s proposed rule
involve the measurement of gasoline
fuel parameters and motor vehicle
emissions. The measurement standards
for gasoline fuel parameters referenced
in today’s proposal are all voluntary
consensus standards.

1. Executive Order 13045: Children’s
Health Protection

Executive Order 13045, ‘“Protection of
Children from Environmental Health
Risks and Safety Risks” (62 FR 19885,
April 23, 1997) applies to any rule that
(1) is determined to be “economically
significant” as defined under Executive
Order 12866, and (2) concerns an
environmental health or safety risk that
we have reason to believe may have a
disproportionate effect on children. If
the regulatory action meets both criteria,
section 5-501 of the Executive Order
directs us to evaluate the environmental
health or safety effects of the planned
rule on children, and explain why the
planned regulation is preferable to other
potentially effective and reasonably
feasible alternatives considered by us.

This proposed rule is not subject to
the Executive Order because it is not an
economically significant regulatory
action as defined by Executive Order
12866. Furthermore, this proposed rule
does not concern an environmental
health or safety risk that we have reason
to believe may have a disproportionate
effect on children.

Statutory Provisions and Legal
Authority

Statutory authority for the fuel
controls set in today’s proposed rule
comes from section 211(c) of the CAA
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(42 U.S.C. 7545(c)), which allows us to
regulate fuels that either contribute to
air pollution which endangers public
health or welfare or which impair
emission control equipment. Additional
support for the procedural and
enforcement-related aspects of the fuel’s
controls in today’s proposed rule,
including the record keeping
requirements, comes from sections
114(a) and 301(a) of the CAA.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 80

Environmental protection, Fuel
additives, Gasoline, Imports, Labeling,
Motor vehicle pollution, Penalties,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: May 23, 2002.
Christine Todd Whitman,
Administrator.
[FR Doc. 02—-13803 Filed 6-11—-02; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 271

[FRL-7228-6]

Nevada: Final Authorization of State
Hazardous Waste Management
Program Revisions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The EPA proposes to grant
final authorization to the hazardous
waste program revisions submitted by
the Nevada Department of
Environmental Protection. In the final
rules section of this Federal Register,
EPA is authorizing the State’s program
revisions as an immediate final rule
without prior proposal because EPA
views this action as noncontroversial
and anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the authorization
is set forth in the immediate final rule.
If no adverse written comments are
received, the immediate final rule will
become effective and no further activity
will occur in relation to this proposal.
If EPA receives adverse written
comments, EPA will withdraw the
immediate final rule before its effective
date by publishing a notice of
withdrawal in the Federal Register. EPA
will then respond to 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
should do so at this time.

DATES: Written comments on this
proposed rule must be received on or
before July 12, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Mail written comments to
Lisa McClain-Vanderpool, 75
Hawthorne St. (WST-2), San Francisco,
CA 94105. You can examine copies of
the materials submitted by Nevada
during normal business hours at the
following locations: U.S. EPA Region IX
Library-Information Center, 75
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA
94105, 415/947-4406; or Nevada
Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, Division of Environmental
Protection, 333 W. Nye Lane, Carson
City, NV 89710, 775/687—-5872.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lisa
McClain-Vanderpool, U.S. EPA Region
IX (WST-2), 75 Hawthorne Street, San
Francicso, CA 94105, Phone: (415) 972—
3316.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the
immediate final rule published in the
rules section of this Federal Register.
Dated: June 3, 2002.
Laura Yoshii,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 9.
[FR Doc. 02—14630 Filed 6—11-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Maritime Administration

46 CFR Part 298
[Docket No. MARAD-2002-12425]

RIN 2133-AB47

Amendment of MARAD’s Regulations
Establishing and Administering
Deposit Funds Authorized by Section
1109 of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936,
as Amended

AGENCY: Maritime Administration,
Transportation.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: Recent legislation modified
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as
amended, by adding a new Section
1109, which authorizes the Secretary of
Transportation to hold funds from Title
XI obligors as collateral by depositing
them with the United States Treasury
and investing them in Treasury
obligations. As a consequence, these
funds need no longer be deposited in
private banks. This notice of proposed
rulemaking proposes changes to existing
procedures to simplify, reduce costs of,
and expedite Title XI closings.

DATES: You should submit your
comments early enough to ensure that
Docket Management receives them not
later than August 12, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Your comments should
refer to docket number MARAD-2002—
12425. You may submit your comments
in writing to: Docket Clerk, U.S. DOT
Dockets, Room P1L—401, 400 7th St.,
SW., Washington, DC 20590. You may
also submit them electronically via the
Internet at http://dmses.dot.gov/
submit/. You may call Docket
Management at (202) 366—9324 and visit
the Docket Room from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.,
E.T., Monday through Friday, except
Federal Holidays. An electronic version
of this document is available on the
World Wide Web at http://dms.dot.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Richard M. Lorr, Assistant Chief
Counsel for Ship Financing, at (202)
366—5882. You may send mail to Mr.
Lorr at Maritime Administration, Office
of Chief Counsel, Room 7221, 400
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC
20590. You may also e-mail Mr. Lorr at
richard.lorr@marad.dot.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments

How Do I Prepare and Submit
Comments?

Your comments must be written and
in English. To ensure that your
comments are correctly filed in the
Docket, please include the docket
number of this document in your
comments. We encourage you to write
your primary comments in a concise
fashion. However, you may attach
necessary additional documents to your
comments. There is no limit on the
length of the attachments. Please submit
two copies of your comments, including
the attachments, to Docket Management
at the address given above under
ADDRESSES.

How Can I Be Sure That My Comments
Were Received?

If you wish Docket Management to
notify you upon its receipt of your
comments, enclose a self-addressed,
stamped postcard in the envelope
containing your comments. Docket
Management will return the postcard by
mail.

How Do I Submit Confidential Business
Information?

If you wish to submit any information
under a claim of confidentiality, you
should submit three copies of your
complete submission, including the
information you claim to be confidential
business information, to the Chief
Counsel, Maritime Administration, at
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