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Texas Low Emission Diesel fuel
program web site providing for the use
of alternative diesel fuel formulations.
The second sentence in footnote 7
should now read as follows: “Although
Section 114.312(f) provides that
alternative diesel fuel formulations must
provide comparable or better reductions
of NOx and PM, three of the six
alternative diesel fuel formulation
approval letters to date have cited NOx
reductions alone, or (in one case)
reductions of NOx and hydrocarbons,
but not PM, as the basis for approval.”

IV. MSM Demonstration and Extension
of Attainment Date

In our August 3, 2006 final action, we
determined that CARB diesel was not
required as a MSM because it did not
advance the attainment date. Today’s
proposed approval of the BACM
demonstration in the MAG plan for the
on-road and nonroad vehicle exhaust
source categories for the Maricopa
County area without CARB diesel does
not affect that determination. Therefore,
we are again proposing to approve the
MSM demonstration in the MAG plan.
If we again take final action to approve
the MSM demonstration, the attainment
date extension granted to the Maricopa
County area in our August 3, 2006 final
action would not be affected.

V. 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 (Public Law 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 Clean
Air Act. 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 approves a state rule
implementing a Federal standard.

In reviewing SIP submission, EPA’s
role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. 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 Clean Air Act. 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, Intergovernmental
relations, Particulate matter, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Dated: May 31, 2007.
Wayne Nastri,
Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 07—2848 Filed 6—7—-07; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[EPA-R09-OAR-2007-0165; FRL-8323-9]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Revisions to the
Nevada State Implementation Plan;
Stationary Source Permits

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
comment period.

SUMMARY: On April 17, 2007 (72 FR
19144), EPA proposed certain approvals
and certain disapprovals of revisions to
the Nevada State Implementation Plan
(SIP) submitted to EPA by the Nevada
Division of Environmental Protection.
These revisions involve State rules
governing applications for, and issuance
of, permits for stationary sources, but
not including review and permitting of
major sources and major modifications
under parts C and D of title I of the
Clean Air Act. EPA is extending the
comment period to August 17, 2007.
DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by August 17, 2007.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments,
identified by docket number EPA-R09—
OAR-2007-0165, by one of the
following methods:

1. Federal eRulemaking Portal:
www.regulations.gov. Follow the on-line
instructions.

2. E-mail: rios.gerardo@epa.gov.

3. Mail or deliver: Gerardo Rios (Air-
3), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street,
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

Instructions: All comments will be
included in the public docket without
change and may be made available
online at www.regulations.gov,
including any personal information
provided, unless the comment includes
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information that
you consider CBI or otherwise protected
should be clearly identified as such and
should not be submitted through
www.regulations.gov or e-mail.
www.regulations.gov is an “anonymous
access” system, and EPA will not know
your identity or contact information
unless you provide it in the body of
your comment. If you send e-mail
directly to EPA, your e-mail address
will be automatically captured and
included as part of the public comment.
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.
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Docket: The index to the docket for
this action is available electronically at
www.regulations.gov and in hard copy
at EPA Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street,
San Francisco, California. While all
documents in the docket are listed in
the index, some information may be
publicly available only at the hard copy
location (e.g., copyrighted material), and
some may not be publicly available in
either location (e.g., CBI). To inspect the
hard copy materials, please schedule an
appointment during normal business
hours with the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laura Yannayon, EPA Region IX, (415)
972-3534, Yannayon.Laura@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
17, 2007, EPA proposed, under the
Clean Air Act, approval of certain
revisions to the applicable state
implementation plan for the State of
Nevada and disapproval of certain other
revisions. These revisions involve State
rules governing applications for, and
issuance of, permits for stationary
sources, but not including review and
permitting of major sources and major
modifications under parts C and D of
title I of the Clean Air Act. These
revisions involve submittal of certain
new or amended State rules and
requests by the State for rescission of
certain existing rules from the state
implementation plan. The proposed rule
divides the SIP revisions into three
categories: (1) Separable permit-related
rules for which EPA has proposed
action on a rule-by-rule basis; (2)
submitted rules that comprise the bulk
of the permitting program for which
EPA has proposed disapproval as a
whole; and (3) existing SIP rules for
which NDEP has requested rescission
and for which EPA has proposed action
on a rule-by-rule basis. See tables 1, 2
and 3 in the proposed rule at 72 FR
19144, at 19146-19149 for the lists of
affected rules.

The proposed action provided a 60-
day public comment period. In response
to a request from Leo M. Drozdoff, P.E.,
Administrator, Nevada Division of
Environmental Protection, submitted by
letter on May 7, 2007, EPA is extending
the comment period for an additional 60
days.

Dated: May 29, 2007.

Wayne Nastri,

Regional Administrator, Region IX.

[FR Doc. E7-11109 Filed 6—-7-07; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 64

[CC Docket No. 96-115, WC Docket No. 04—
36; FCC 07-22]

Customer Proprietary Network
Information

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission (Commission) adopted a
further notice of proposed rulemaking
(Further NPRM) seeking comment on
what steps the Commission should take,
if any, to implement section 222 of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, which governs carriers’ use
and disclosure of customer proprietary
network information. Through this
Further NRPM, the Commission seeks
comment on whether the Commission
should act to expand its CPNI rules
further, and whether it should expand
the consumer protections to ensure that
customer information and CPNI are
protected in the context of mobile
communication devices.

DATES: Comments are due on or before
July 9, 2007, and reply comments are
due on or before August 7, 2007.

ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by CC Docket No. 96—-115 and
WC Docket No. 04—36, by any of the
following methods:

e Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the
instructions for submitting comments.

e Agency Web Site: http://
www.fcc.gov. Follow the instructions for
submitting comments on http://
www.fcc.gov/cgb/ecfs/.

o E-mail: ecfs@fcc.gov, and include
the following words in the body of the
message, “‘get form.” A sample form and
directions will be sent in response.

e Mail: Secretary, Federal
Communications Commission, 445 12th
Street, SW., Washington DC 20554.

e Hand Delivery/Courier: 236
Massachusetts Avenue, NE., Suite 110,
Washington, DC 20002.

Instructions: All submissions received
must include the agency name and
docket numbers for this rulemaking, CC
Docket No. 96—115 and WC Docket No.
04-36. All comments received will be
posted without change to http://
www.fcc.gov/cgb/ecfs/, including any
personal information provided. For
detailed instructions on submitting
comments and additional information
on the rulemaking process, see the
“Public Participation” heading of the

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section of
this document.

Docket: For access to the docket to
read background documents or
comments received, go to http://
www.fcc.gov/cgb/ecfs/.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Adam Kirschenbaum, (202) 418-7280,
Wireline Competition Bureau.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Further
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (Further
NPRM) in CC Docket No. 96—115 and
WC Docket No. 04-36, FCC 07-22,
adopted March 13, 2007, and released
April 2, 2007. The complete text of this
document is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the FCC Reference Information
Center, Portals II, 445 12th Street, SW.,
Room CY-A257, Washington, DC,
20554. This document may also be
purchased from the Commission’s
duplicating contractor, Best Copy and
Printing, Inc., 445 12th Street, SW.,
Room CY-B402, Washington, DC 20554,
telephone (800) 378-3160 or (202) 863—
2893, facsimile (202) 863—2898, or via e-
mail at http://www.bcpiweb.com. 1t is
also available on the Commission’s Web
site at http://www.fcc.gov.

Public Participation

Comments may be filed using (1) the
Commission’s Electronic Comment
Filing System (ECFS), (2) the Federal
Government’s eRulemaking Portal, or (3)
by filing paper copies. See Electronic
Filing of Documents in Rulemaking
Proceedings, 63 FR 24121 (May 1, 1998).

e Electronic Filers: Comments may be
filed electronically using the Internet by
accessing the ECFS: http://www.fcc.gov/
cgb/ecfs/ or the Federal eRulemaking
Portal: http://www.regulations.gov.
Filers should follow the instructions
provided on the Web site for submitting
comments.

e For ECFS filers, if multiple docket
or rulemaking numbers appear in the
caption of this proceeding, filers must
transmit one electronic copy of the
comments for each docket or
rulemaking number referenced in the
caption. In completing the transmittal
screen, filers should include their full
name, U.S. Postal Service mailing
address, and the applicable docket or
rulemaking number. Parties may also
submit an electronic comment by
Internet e-mail. To get filing
instructions, filers should send an e-
mail to ecfs@fcc.gov, and include the
following words in the body of the
message, ‘“‘get form.” A sample form and
directions will be sent in response.

e Paper Filers: Parties who choose to
file by paper must file an original and
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