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include your name, mailing address,
and an e-mail address or other contact
information in the body of your
comment. This ensures that you can be
identified as the submitter of the
comment and allows EPA to contact you
in case EPA cannot read your comment
due to technical difficulties or needs
further information on the substance of
your comment. EPA’s policy is that EPA
will not edit your comment, and any
identifying or contact information
provided in the body of a comment will
be included as part of the comment that
is placed in the official public docket.

If EPA cannot read your comment due
to technical difficulties and cannot
contact you for clarification, EPA may
not be able to consider your comment.

a. Electronic mail. Comments may be
sent by e-mail to Leland Daniels at
daniels.leland@epa.gov. Please include
identification number, KS 184-1184, in
the subject line. EPA’s e-mail system is
not an ‘‘anonymous access” system. If
you send an e-mail comment directly
without going through Regulations.gov,
EPA’s e-mail system automatically
captures your e-mail address. E-mail
addresses that are automatically
captured by EPA’s e-mail system are
included as part of the comment that is
placed in the official public docket.

b. Regulations.gov. Your use of
Regulations.gov is an alternative method
of submitting electronic comments to
EPA. Go directly to http://
www.regulations.gov, click on “To
Search for Regulations,” then select
Environmental Protection Agency and
use the “go” button. The list of current
EPA actions available for comment will
be listed. Please follow the online
instructions for submitting comments.
The system is an “anonymous access”
system, which means EPA will not
know your identity, e-mail address, or
other contact information unless you
provide it in the body of your comment.

2. By Mail. Written comments should
be sent to the name and address listed
above.

Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

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 (Pub. L. 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 CAA. 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, Carbon monoxide,
Incorporation by reference,
Intergovernmental relations, Lead,
Nitrogen dioxide, Ozone, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur oxides, Volatile
organic compounds.

Dated: September 4, 2003.

James B. Gulliford,

Regional Administrator, Region 7.

[FR Doc. 03—-23590 Filed 9-15-03; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[NC105-200331b; FRL-7559-6]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans, North Carolina:
Miscellaneous Revisions to the
Forsyth County Local Implementation
Plan

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

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to
approve revisions to the Local
Implementation Plan (LIP) submitted by
the Forsyth County Environmental
Affairs Department, through the State of
North Carolina, for the purpose of
amending or adding indirect heat
exchangers, cotton ginning operations,
bulk gasoline terminals, gasoline truck
tanks and vapor collection systems and
activities exempt from permit
requirements and other miscellaneous
rules within the Air Pollution Control
Requirements subchapter. In the Final
Rules Section of this Federal Register,
the EPA is approving the Forsyth county
LIP 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 October 16, 2003.
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ADDRESSES: All comments should be
addressed to: Rosymar De La Torre
Colén; Regulatory Development Section;
Air Planning Branch; Air, Pesticides and
Toxics Management Division; U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
Region 4; 61 Forsyth Street, SW.,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303—-8960.
Comments may also be submitted
electronically, or through hand
delivery/courier. Please follow the
detailed instructions described in the
direct final rule, SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION (sections I.B.1.i. through
iii.) which is published in the Rules
Section of this Federal Register.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Rosymar De La Torre Colén, Regulatory
Development Section, Air Planning
Branch, Air, Pesticides and Toxics
Management Division, Region 4, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 61
Forsyth Street, SW., Atlanta, Georgia
30303-8960. The telephone number is
(404) 562—-8965. Ms. De La Torre Colon
can also be reached via electronic mail
at delatorre.rosymar@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the direct
final rule which is published in the
rules section of this Federal Register.
Dated: August 28, 2003.
A. Stanley Meiburg,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 03—23583 Filed 9—15-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA-271-0412b; FRL-7551-9]

Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, Monterey Bay
Unified and San Joaquin Valley Unified
Air Pollution Control District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the San Joaquin Valley
Unified Air Pollution Control District
(SJVUAPCD) and the Monterey Bay
Unified Air Pollution Control District
(MBUAPCD) portions of the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern volatile organic
compounds (VOC) emissions from
organic solvents, animal reduction,
leather processing, and industries
coating glass products. We are
proposing to rescind and approve local
rules that regulate these emission

sources under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by October 16, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR-
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901
or email to steckel.andrew@epa.gov.

You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s
technical support documents (TSDs) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted SIP revisions at the
following locations: California Air
Resources Board, Stationary Source
Division, Rule Evaluation Section, 1001
“I” Street, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District, 24580 Silver Cloud Ct.,
Monterey, CA 93940-6536. San Joaquin
Valley Unified Air Pollution Control
District, 1990 E. Gettysburg, Fresno, CA
93726.

A copy of the rules may also be
available via the Internet at http://
www.arb.ca.gov/drdb/drdbltxt.htm.
Please be advised that this is not an EPA
Web site and may not contain the same
version of the rules that were submitted
to EPA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Cynthia G. Allen, EPA Region IX, (415)
947-4120.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal addresses the following local
rules: MBUAPCD Rules 414 and 430
and SJVUAPCD Rules 4610 and 4661. In
the Rules and Regulations section of this
Federal Register, we are approving
these local rules and rule rescissions in
a direct final action without prior
proposal because we believe these SIP
revisions are not controversial. If we
receive adverse comments, however, we
will publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final rule and address the
comments in subsequent action based
on this proposed rule. Please note that
if we receive adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
we may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

We do not plan to open a second
comment period, so anyone interested
in commenting should do so at this
time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.

Dated: August 5, 2003.
Debbie Jordan,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 03—23589 Filed 9—15-03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 70

[IA 183-1183; FRL-7559-7]
Approval and Promulgation of

Operating Permits Program; State of
lowa

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

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve
revisions to the lowa Operating Permits
Program for air pollution control
submitted to EPA on March 11, 2002,
and July 17, 2002. This action proposes
approval of numerous rules adopted by
the state in 2002. Iowa rule revisions
addressed in this action pertain to the
deadlines for which an application for
a significant modification is due, and
Title V insignificant activities, and
insignificant emission levels. Approval
of these revisions will ensure
consistency between the state and
federally-approved rules.

DATES: Comments on this proposed
action must be received in writing by
October 16, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted either by mail or
electronically. Written comments
should be mailed to Judith Robinson,
Environmental Protection Agency, Air
Planning and Development Branch, 901
North 5th Street, Kansas City, Kansas
66101. Electronic comments should be
sent either to robinson.judith@epa.gov
or to http://www.regulations.gov, which
is an alternative method for submitting
electronic comments to EPA. To submit
comments, please follow the detailed
instructions described in “What action
is EPA taking” in the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section of the direct final
rule which is located in the rules
section of the Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Judith Robinson at (913) 551-7825, or
by e-mail at robinson.judith@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the
final rules section of the Federal
Register, EPA is approving the state’s
operating permits program revisions as
a direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial revision amendment
and anticipates no relevant adverse
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