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considered significant under Executive 
Order 12866, and (2) likely to have a 
significant adverse effect on the supply, 
distribution, or use of energy. Because 
this rule is exempt from review under 
Executive Order 12866 and is not 
expected to have a significant adverse 
effect on the supply, distribution, or use 
of energy, a Statement of Energy Effects 
is not required. 

National Environmental Policy Act 
This rule does not require an 

environmental impact statement 
because section 702(d) of SMCRA (30 
U.S.C. 1292(d)) provides that agency 
decisions on proposed State regulatory 
program provisions do not constitute 
major Federal actions within the 
meaning of section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act (42 
U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)). 

Paperwork Reduction Act 
This rule does not contain 

information collection requirements that 
require approval by OMB under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
3507 et seq.). 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Department of the Interior 

certifies that this 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.). The State submittal, 
which is the subject of this rule, is based 
upon counterpart Federal regulations for 
which an economic analysis was 
prepared and certification made that 
such regulations would not have a 
significant economic effect upon a 
substantial number of small entities. In 
making the determination as to whether 
this rule would have a significant 
economic impact, the Department relied 
upon the data and assumptions for the 
counterpart Federal regulations. 

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act 

This rule is not a major rule under 5 
U.S.C. 804(2), the Small Business 
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act. 
This rule: (a) does not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million; 
(b) will not cause a major increase in 
costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and (c) does not 
have significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or the ability 
of U.S.-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises. This 
determination is based upon the fact 
that the state submittal, which is the 

subject of this rule, is based upon 
counterpart Federal regulations for 
which an analysis was prepared and a 
determination made that the Federal 
regulation was not considered a major 
rule. 

Unfunded Mandates 

This rule will not impose an 
unfunded mandate on State, local, or 
tribal governments or the private sector 
of $100 million or more in any given 
year. This determination is based upon 
the fact that the State submittal, which 
is the subject of this rule, is based upon 
counterpart Federal regulations for 
which an analysis was prepared and a 
determination made that the federal 
regulation did not impose an unfunded 
mandate.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 931 

Intergovernmental relations, Surface 
mining, Underground mining.

Dated: November 21, 2003. 
Allen D. Klein, 
Regional Director, Western Regional 
Coordinating Center.
[FR Doc. 03–31343 Filed 12–18–03; 8:45 am] 
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Delegation of National Emission 
Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants 
for Source Categories; State of 
California

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to delegate 
to several California air pollution 
control agencies the authority to 
implement and enforce national emision 
standards for hazardous air pollutants as 
they apply to non-major sources.
DATES: Any comments on this proposal 
must arrive by January 20, 2004.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Andrew 
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR–
4), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105–3901, 
or e-mail to steckel.andrew@epa.gov, or 
submit comments at http://
www.regulations.gov. Copies of the 
requests for delegation and other 
supporting documentation are available 
for public inspection (docket number 
A–96–25) at the Region IX office during 
normal business hours by appointment. 

Copies are also available at: Air and 
Radiation Docket and Information 
Center (6102), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Ariel Rios Bldg, 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave, NW., 
Washington, DC 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mae 
Wang, EPA Region IX, (415) 947–4124, 
wang.mae@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 112(l) of the 1990 Clean Air 
Act, EPA is proposing to delegate 
national emission standards for 
hazardous air pollutants as they apply 
to non-major sources to the following 
local air pollution control agencies in 
California: Antelope Valley Air Quality 
Management District, Butte County Air 
Quality Management District, Kern 
County Air Pollution Control District, 
Mendocino County Air Quality 
Management District, Mojave Desert Air 
Quality Management District, Monterey 
Bay Unified Air Pollution Control 
District, San Luis Obispo County Air 
Pollution Control District, Ventura 
County Air Pollution Control District, 
and Yolo-Solano Air Quality 
Management District. In the Rules and 
Regulations section of this Federal 
Register, we are approving these 
delegations in a direct final action 
without prior proposal because we 
believe these delegations 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 a 
subsequent action based on this 
proposed rule. Please note that if we 
receive adverse comments 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: December 2, 2003. 

Matt Haber, 
Acting Director, Air Division, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 03–31349 Filed 12–18–03; 8:45 am] 
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