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general permit is not a ‘‘significant 
regulatory action’’ under the terms of 
Executive Order 12866 and is therefore 
not subject to formal OMB review prior 
to proposal. 

E. Paperwork Reduction Act 
The information collection required 

by this permit has been approved by 
OMB under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. 
3501 et seq., in submission made for the 
NPDES permit program and assigned 
OMB control numbers 2040–0086 
(NPDES permit application) and 2040–
0004 (discharge monitoring reports).

F. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 

U.S.C. 601 et seq, requires that EPA 
prepare a regulatory flexibility analysis 
for regulations that have a significant 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. As discussed below, the permit 
being proposed to be reissued is not a 
‘‘rule’’ subject to the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. EPA prepared a 
regulatory flexibility analysis, however, 
on the promulgation of the Coastal 
Subcategory guidelines on which many 
of the permit’s effluent limitations are 
based. That analysis shows that 
compliance with the permit 
requirements will not result in a 
significant impact on dischargers, 
including small businesses, covered by 
these permits. EPA Region 6 therefore 
concludes that the permits proposed 
today will not have a significant impact 
on a substantial number of small 
entities. 

G. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
Section 201 of the Unfunded 

Mandates Reform Act (UMRA), Public 
Law 104–4, generally requires Federal 
agencies to assess the effects of their 
‘‘regulatory actions’’ on State, local, and 
tribal governments and the private 
sector. UMRA uses the term ‘‘regulatory 
actions’’ to refer to regulations. (See, 
e.g., UMRA section 201, ‘‘Each agency 
shall * * * assess the effects of Federal 
regulatory actions * * * (other than to 
the extent that such regulations 
incorporate requirements specifically 
set forth in law)’’ (emphasis added)). 
UMRA section 102 defines ‘‘regulation’’ 
by reference to section 658 of Title 2 of 
the U.S. Code, which in turn defines 
‘‘regulation’’ and ‘‘rule’’ by reference to 
section 601(2) of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (RFA). That section of 
the RFA defines ‘‘rule’’ as ‘‘any rule for 
which the agency publishes a notice of 
proposed rulemaking pursuant to 
section 553(b) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (APA), or any other law 
* * *’’ 

NPDES general permits are not 
‘‘rules’’ under the APA and thus not 
subject to the APA requirement to 
publish a notice of proposed 
rulemaking. NPDES general permits are 
also not subject to such a requirement 
under the Clean Water Act (CWA). 
While EPA publishes a notice to solicit 
public comment on draft general 
permits, it does so pursuant to the CWA 
section 402(a) requirement to provide 
‘‘an opportunity for a hearing.’’ Thus, 
NPDES general permits are not ‘‘rules’’ 
for RFA or UMRA purposes. 

EPA thinks it is unlikely that this 
proposed permit issuance would 
contain a Federal requirement that 
might result in expenditures of $100 
million or more for State, local and 
tribal governments, in the aggregate, or 
the private sector in any one year. The 
Agency also believes that the proposed 
permit issuance would not significantly 
nor uniquely affect small governments. 
For UMRA purposes, ‘‘small 
governments’’ is defined by reference to 
the definition of ‘‘small governmental 
jurisdiction’’ under the RFA. (See 
UMRA section 102(1), referencing 2 
U.S.C. 658, which references section 
601(5) of the RFA.) ‘‘Small 
governmental jurisdiction’’ means 
governments of cities, counties, towns, 
etc., with a population of less than 
50,000, unless the agency establishes an 
alternative definition. The proposed 
permit issuance also would not 
uniquely affect small governments 
because compliance with the proposed 
permit conditions affects small 
governments in the same manner as any 
other entities seeking coverage under 
the permit.

Dated: July 2, 2002. 
Miguel I. Flores, 
Director, Water Quality Protection Division, 
EPA Region 6.
[FR Doc. 02–17981 Filed 7–17–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Sunshine Act Notices 

Agency: Federal Election 
Commission. 

Date & Time: Tuesday, July 23, 2002 
at 10 a.m. 

Place: 999 E Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. 

Status: This meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

Items to Be Discussed: 
Compliance matters pursuant to 2 

U.S.C. 437g. 
Audits conducted pursuant to 2 

U.S.C. 437g, 438(b), and Title 26, U.S.C. 

Matters concerning participation in 
civil actions or proceedings or 
arbitration. 

Internal personnel rules and 
procedures or matters affecting a 
particular employee. 

Date & Time: Thursday, July 25, 2002 
at 10 a.m. 

Place: 999 E Street, NW., Washington, 
DC (Ninth Floor). 

Status: This meeting will be opened 
to the public. 

Items to Be Discussed:
Correction and Approval of Minutes. 
Draft Advisory Opinion 2002–08: David 

Vitter for Congress Committee by 
William J. Vanderbrook, Treasurer. 

Final Rules and Explanation and 
Justification for the Reorganization of 
the Contribution and Expenditure 
Definitions (11 CFR 100.7 and 100.8). 

Administrative Matters. 
Person to Contact for Information: Mr. 

Ron Harris, Press Officer, Telephone: 
(202) 694–1220.

Mary W. Dove, 
Secretary of the Commission.
[FR Doc. 02–18260 Filed 7–16–02; 12:00 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6715–01–M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Change in Bank Control Notices; 
Acquisition of Shares of Bank or Bank 
Holding Companies

The notificants listed below have 
applied under the Change in Bank 
Control Act (12 U.S.C. 1817(j)) and 
§ 225.41 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 
CFR 225.41) to acquire a bank or bank 
holding company. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the notices are 
set forth in paragraph 7 of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1817(j)(7)).

The notices are available for 
immediate inspection at the Federal 
Reserve Bank indicated. The notices 
also will be available for inspection at 
the office of the Board of Governors. 
Interested persons may express their 
views in writing to the Reserve Bank 
indicated for that notice or to the offices 
of the Board of Governors. Comments 
must be received not later than August 
1, 2002.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis (Julie Stackhouse, Vice 
President) 90 Hennepin Avenue, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480–0291:

1. Kari A. M. and Peter J. Nelson, 
Glenwood, Minnesota, and Paul K. 
Martinson, Eden Prairie, Minnesota; and 
Eric W. and Kirsten R.M. Nelson, 
Glenwood, Minnesota; to gain control of 
Financial Services of Lowry, Inc., 
Lowry, Minnesota, and thereby 
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