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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 1
[REG-166012-02]
RIN 1545-BB82

National Principal Contracts;
Contingent Nonperiodic Payments;
Correction

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Correction to hearing
cancellation for public hearing.

SUMMARY: This document contains a
correction to a hearing cancellation
notice published in the Federal Register
on May 14, 2004 (69 FR 26782) that
relates to the inclusion into income or
deduction of a contingent nonperiodic
payment provided for under a notional
principal contract (NPC).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kate
Sleeth, (202) 622—-3920 (not a toll free
number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

The hearing cancellation notice that is
the subject of this correction is under
section 446 of the Internal Revenue
Code.

Need for Correction

As published, the hearing
cancellation notice (REG-166012-02),
contains an error that may prove to be
misleading and is in need of
clarification.

Correction of Publication

Accordingly, the publication of the
hearing cancellation notice (REG—
166012—-02), which was the subject of
FR Doc. 04-110186, is corrected as
follows:

On page 26782, column 3, in the
heading, the subject line ‘“National
Principal Contracts; Contingent

Nonperiodic Payments; Hearing
Cancellation” is corrected to read
“National Principal Contracts;
Contingent Nonperiodic Payments;
Hearing Cancellation”.

Cynthia Grigsby,

Acting Chief, Publications and Regulations
Branch, Legal Processing Division, Associate
Chief Counsel, (Procedures and
Administration).

[FR Doc. 04-13953 Filed 6—18-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA 287-0445; FRL-7775-3]
Revisions to the California State

Implementation Plan, Antelope Valley
Air Quality Management District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing a limited
approval and limited disapproval of
revisions to the Antelope Valley Air
Quality Management District’s
(AVAQMD) portion of the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern volatile organic
compound (VOC) emissions from
architectural coatings. In accordance
with the Clean Air Act as amended in
1990 (CAA or the Act), we are proposing
action on a local rule that regulates
these emission sources. We are taking
comments on this proposal and plan to
follow with a final action.
DATES: Any comments must arrive by
July 21, 2004.
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.
You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s
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technical support document (TSD) 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.

Antelope Valley Air Quality
Management District, 43301 Division
Street, Suite 206, Lancaster, CA
93535—4649.

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 website and may not contain the
same version of the rules that were
submitted to EPA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Francisco Doéfiez, EPA Region IX, (415)
972-3956.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document, “we,” “us”
and ‘“our” refer to EPA.
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1. The State’s Submittal
A. What Rule Did the State Submit?

Table 1 shows the rule addressed by
this proposal with the dates that it was
adopted by the local air agencies and
submitted to us by the California Air
Resources Board (CARB).

Local agency

Rule No.

Rule title

Adopted Submitted

AVAQMD ..o

1113

Architectural Coatings ...............

03/18/03 06/05/03

On July 18, 2003, this rule submittal
was found to meet the completeness
criteria in 40 CFR part 51, appendix V,
which must be met before formal EPA
review.

B. Are There Other Versions of This
Rule?

We approved a version of AVAQMD
Rule 1113 into the SIP on January 24,
1985. The AVAQMD adopted revisions
to the SIP-approved version of this rule
on March 18, 2003. CARB submitted the
rule revision to us on June 5, 2003.

C. What Is the Purpose of the Submitted
Rule Revisions?

The rule revisions primarily modify
the rule for consistency with the
Suggested Control Measure for
Architectural Coatings (SCM). The SCM
is a model rule developed by CARB
which seeks to provide statewide
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