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§ 201.17 Statements of account covering 
compulsory licenses for secondary 
transmissions by cable systems. 

* * * * * 
(k) * * * 
(3) * * * 
(iv)(A) All requests filed under this 

paragraph (k) (except those filed under 
paragraph (k)(1)(iii) of this section) must 
be accompanied by a filing fee in the 
amount prescribed in § 201.3(e) of this 
part for each Statement of Account 
involved. * * * 
* * * * * 
� 5. Amend § 201.27 by revising 
paragraph (g)(2) to read as follows: 

§ 201.27 Initial notice of distribution of 
digital audio recording devices or media. 

* * * * * 
(g) * * * 
(2) No fee shall be required for the 

recording of Initial Notices. The fee for 
filing an Amendment to an Initial 
Notice of Distribution of Digital Audio 
Recording Devices or Media is 
prescribed in § 201.3(e). 

� 6. Amend § 201.28 by revising the first 
sentence in paragraph (j)(3)(v)(A) to read 
as follows: 

§ 201.28 Statements of account for digital 
audio recording devices or media. 

* * * * * 
(j) * * * 
(3) * * * 
(v)(A) The request must be 

accompanied by a filing fee in the 
amount prescribed in § 201.3(e) for each 
Statement of Account involved. * * * 
* * * * * 

PART 212—PROTECTION OF VESSEL 
HULL DESIGNS 

� 7. The authority citation for Part 212 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 17 U.S.C. chapter 13. 

� 8. Amend § 212.3 by revising 
paragraphs (e)(1) and (f)(4) to read as 
follows: 

§ 212.3 Registration of claims for 
protection of eligible designs. 

(e) Deposit material–(1) In General. 
Identification of the design to be 
registered may be made in the form of 
drawings or photographs. No more than 
two drawings or photographs of the 
design may appear on a single sheet. 
Applicants may submit up to three
81/2‘‘×11’’ sheets containing drawings 
or photographs as part of the basic 
application fee. An additional fee shall 
be assessed for each page beyond the 
first three pages. No combinations of 
drawings and photographs may be 
submitted on a single sheet. The 

drawings or photographs that 
accompany the application must reveal 
those aspects of the design for which 
protection is claimed. The registration 
extends only to those aspects of the 
design which are adequately shown in 
the drawings or photographs. 
* * * * * 

(f) * * * 
(4) Fees. The basic application fee 

prescribed in § 201.3(c) of this chapter 
applies to each design submitted, 
regardless of whether a single 
application or multiple applications are 
used. 

� 9. Amend § 212.5 by revising 
paragraph (c)(4) to read as follows: 

§ 212.5 Recordation of distinctive 
identification of vessel hull designer. 

* * * * * 
(c) * * * 
(4) The recordation fee in the amount 

prescribed in § 201.3 (c) of this chapter. 
* * * * * 

Dated: June 5, 2007 
Marybeth Peters, 
Register of Copyrights. 

Approved by: 
James H. Billington, 
The Librarian of Congress. 
[FR Doc. E7–11815 Filed 6–18–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 1410–30–S 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[EPA–R04–OAR–2005–NC–0002–200538c; 
FRL–8328–6] 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; North Carolina: 
Charlotte, Raleigh-Durham, and 
Winston-Salem Areas Second 10-Year 
Maintenance Plan for the Carbon 
Monoxide National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard; Clarification 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule; clarification. 

SUMMARY: EPA is clarifying its approval 
of revisions to the North Carolina State 
Implementation Plan (SIP), published in 
the Federal Register on March 24, 2006. 
Specifically, EPA is clarifying that its 
March 24, 2006, approval of the North 
Carolina carbon monoxide (CO) second 
10-year maintenance plan for the 
Charlotte, Raleigh-Durham, and 
Winston-Salem areas included final 
approval of the movement of the 
oxygenated fuel program from the North 
Carolina Raleigh-Durham CO 

maintenance plan to the contingency 
plan. 
DATES: This action is effective June 19, 
2007. 
ADDRESSES: EPA has established a 
docket for this action under Docket 
Identification No. EPA–R04–OAR– 
2005–NC–0002. All documents in the 
docket are listed on the 
www.regulations.gov Web site. Although 
listed in the index, some information is 
not publicly available, i.e., Confidential 
Business Information or other 
information whose disclosure is 
restricted by statute. Certain other 
material, such as copyrighted material, 
is not placed on the Internet and will be 
publicly available only in hard copy 
form. Publicly available docket 
materials are available either 
electronically through 
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at 
the 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. EPA 
requests that if at all possible, you 
contact the person listed in the FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section to 
schedule your inspection. The Regional 
Office’s official hours of business are 
Monday through Friday, 8:30 to 4:30, 
excluding legal holidays. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Sean Lakeman, 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. The 
telephone number is (404) 562–9043. 
Mr. Lakeman can also be reached via 
electronic mail at 
Lakeman.sean@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. EPA’s Action 
In September 1995, EPA redesignated 

Raleigh-Durham, North Carolina to 
attainment for the carbon monoxide 
National Ambient Air Quality Standard 
(CO NAAQS) and approved the initial 
10-year maintenance plan for the area 
(60 FR 39258). The initial 10-year 
maintenance plan included the use of a 
2.0% oxygenated fuel program. 
Subsequently, on October 19, 1995, 
North Carolina submitted a proposed 
SIP revision requesting that the 
oxygenated fuel program for the 
Raleigh-Durham CO maintenance area 
be moved from the maintenance plan to 
the contingency measures portion of the 
plan. The request was based on a 
revised vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 
analysis which demonstrated that the 
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CO NAAQS could be maintained 
without the continued use of the 
oxygenated fuel program. EPA analyzed 
this request and proposed to approve 
the revision in 1995 (60 FR 56127, 
November 7, 1995). EPA received no 
comments on its proposed action. 

As required by section 175A(b) of the 
Clean Air Act (CAA), North Carolina 
submitted another SIP revision in March 
2005 providing for the second 10-year 
maintenance plan for CO for the 
Raleigh-Durham area, as well as for the 
Charlotte and Winston-Salem CO 
maintenance areas. The second 10-year 
maintenance plan included a new 
carbon monoxide emission inventory for 
2000 and also established new motor 
vehicle emission budgets (MVEBs) for 
CO for 2015. The plan also provided for 
the oxygenated fuel program for the 
Raleigh-Durham CO area as a 
contingency measure rather than as a 
maintenance plan component. On 
March 24, 2006, (71 FR 14817) EPA 
approved, through a direct final 
rulemaking, the second 10-year CO 
maintenance plan for the Raleigh- 
Durham, Charlotte, and Winston-Salem 
CO maintenance areas. EPA received no 
comments on the March 2006 direct 
final rulemaking and it became effective 
in May 2006. 

The March 2006 direct final 
rulemaking, however, did not explicitly 
reference any final action by EPA on the 
movement of the oxygenated fuel 
program for the Raleigh-Durham area 
from the maintenance plan to the 
contingency measures portion of the 
plan. While not explicitly referenced, it 
was EPA’s intent to take such final 
action in the March 2006 rulemaking. 
Therefore, today, EPA is clarifying that 
in its March 2006 approval of the 
second 10-year maintenance plan for the 
Raleigh-Durham CO maintenance area, 
EPA intended to finalize its 1995 
proposed approval of the movement of 
the oxygenated fuel program for the 
Raleigh-Durham area from the 
maintenance plan to the contingency 
measures portion of the plan. 

EPA has determined that today’s 
action falls under the ‘‘good cause’’ 
exemption in section 553(b)(3)(B) of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (APA) 
which, upon finding ‘‘good cause,’’ 
authorizes agencies to dispense with 
public participation where public notice 
and comment procedures are 
impracticable, unnecessary, or contrary 
to the public interest. Public notice and 
comment for this action are unnecessary 
because today’s clarification of EPA’s 
March 24, 2006, rule approving the 
second 10-year maintenance plan for the 
Raleigh-Durham CO maintenance area 
has no substantive impact on that 

approval and the clarification makes no 
substantive difference to EPA’s analysis 
as set out in that rule. In addition, EPA 
can identify no particular reason why 
the public would be interested in being 
notified of this clarification since the 
opportunity to comment on the action to 
move the oxygenated fuel program for 
the Raleigh-Durham area from the 
maintenance plan to the contingency 
measures portion of the plan was 
previously provided and no comments 
were received. 

EPA also finds that there is good 
cause under APA section 553(d)(3) for 
this clarification to become effective on 
the date of publication of this action. 
Section 553(d)(3) of the APA allows an 
effective date less than 30 days after 
publication ‘‘as otherwise provided by 
the agency for good cause found and 
published with the rule.’’ (5 U.S.C. 
553(d)(3)). The purpose of the 30-day 
waiting period prescribed in APA 
section 553(d)(3), is to give affected 
parties a reasonable time to adjust their 
behavior and prepare before the final 
rule takes effect. Today’s rule, however, 
does not create any new regulatory 
requirements such that affected parties 
would need time to prepare before the 
rule takes effect. Rather, today’s rule 
simply clarifies that in EPA’s March 
2006 approval of the second 10-year 
maintenance plan for the Raleigh– 
Durham CO maintenance area, EPA 
intended to finalize its 1995 proposed 
approval of the movement of the 
oxygenated fuel program for the 
Raleigh–Durham area from the 
maintenance plan to the contingency 
measures portion of the plan. For these 
reasons, EPA finds good cause under 
APA section 553(d)(3), for this 
clarification to become effective on the 
date of publication of this action. 

II. Statutory and Executive Order 
Reviews 

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 
51735, October 4, 1993), this 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 action merely provides 
clarification that in EPA’s March 24, 
2006, approval of the second 10-year 
maintenance plan for the Raleigh– 
Durham CO maintenance area, EPA 
intended to finalize its 1995 proposed 
approval of the movement of the 
oxygenated fuel program for the 
Raleigh–Durham area from the 
maintenance plan to the contingency 

measures portion of the plan. This 
clarification has no substantive impact 
on EPA’s March 24, 2006, approval and 
it imposes no additional requirements 
beyond those imposed by state law. 
Accordingly, the Administrator certifies 
that this action 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 
clarification 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 clarification 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 
clarifies an approved state rule 
implementing a Federal standard, and 
does not alter the relationship or the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities established in the CAA. 
This action 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 action does not impose an 
information collection burden under the 
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provisions of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.,) 

The Congressional Review Act, 5 
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small 
Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides 
that before a rule may take effect, the 
agency promulgating the rule must 
submit a rule report, which includes a 
copy of the rule, to each House of the 
Congress and to the Comptroller General 
of the United States. EPA will submit a 
report containing this rule and other 
required information to the U.S. Senate, 
the U.S. House of Representatives, and 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States prior to publication of the rule in 
the Federal Register. A major rule 
cannot take effect until 60 days after it 
is published in the Federal Register. 
This action is not a ‘‘major rule’’ as 
defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2). 

Under section 307(b)(1) of the CAA, 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit by August 20, 2007. Filing a 
petition for reconsideration by the 
Administrator of this final rule does not 
affect the finality of this rule for the 
purposes of judicial review nor does it 
extend the time within which a petition 
for judicial review may be filed, and 
shall not postpone the effectiveness of 
such rule or action. This action may not 
be challenged later in proceedings to 
enforce its requirements. (See section 
307(b)(2)). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Environmental protection, Air 
pollution control, Carbon monoxide, 
Intergovernmental relations, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements, Ozone. 

Dated: June 7, 2007. 
J.I. Palmer, Jr., 
Regional Administrator, Region 4. 

� 40 CFR part 52, is amended as 
follows: 

PART 52—[AMENDED] 

� 1. The authority citation for part 52 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq. 

Subpart II—North Carolina 

� 2. In § 52.1770 (c), table 1 is amended 
under subchapter 2D by revising the 
entries for ‘‘Sect .1301’’, ‘‘Sect .1302’’ 
and ‘‘Sect .1304’’ to read as follows: 

§ 52.1770 Identification of plan. 

* * * * * 
(c) * * * 

TABLE 1.—EPA APPROVED NORTH CAROLINA REGULATIONS 

State citation Title/subject State effec-
tive date EPA approval date Explanation 

* * * * * * * 
Sect .1301 ................. Purpose ........................................................ 09/01/96 06/19/07 [Insert first page of publication].
Sect .1302 ................. Applicability .................................................. 09/01/96 06/19/07 [Insert first page of publication].

* * * * * * * 
Sect .1304 ................. Oxygen Content Standard ........................... 09/01/96 06/19/07 [Insert first page of publication].

* * * * * * * 

* * * * * 
[FR Doc. E7–11776 Filed 6–18–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 94 

[EPA–HQ–OAR–2007–0120; FRL–8328–5] 

RIN 2060–A026 

Change in Deadline for Rulemaking To 
Address the Control of Emissions 
From New Marine Compression- 
Ignition Engines at or Above 30 Liters 
per Cylinder 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Withdrawal of Direct Final Rule. 

SUMMARY: Because EPA received 
adverse comment, we are withdrawing 
the direct final rule for ‘‘Change in 
Deadline for Rulemaking to Address the 
Control of Emissions from New Marine 
Compression-Ignition Engines at or 
Above 30 Liters per Cylinder’’ 
published on April 27, 2007. 

DATES: Effective June 19, 2007, EPA 
withdraws the direct final rule 
published at 72 FR 20948, on April 27, 
2007. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael Samulski, Assessment and 
Standards Division, Office of 
Transportation and Air Quality, 2000 
Traverwood Drive, Ann Arbor, MI, 
48105; telephone number: (734) 214– 
4532; fax number: (734) 214–4050; e- 
mail address: 
samulski.michael@epa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Because 
EPA received adverse comment, we are 
withdrawing the direct final rule for 
‘‘Change in Deadline for Rulemaking to 
Address the Control of Emissions from 
New Marine Compression-Ignition 
Engines at or Above 30 Liters per 
Cylinder’’ published on April 27, 2007 
(72 FR 20948). We stated in that direct 
final rule that if we received adverse 
comment by May 29, 2007, we would 
publish a timely withdrawal in the 
Federal Register. We subsequently 
received adverse comment on that direct 
final rule. Concurrent with the direct 
final rule, we published a separate 
document (72 FR 20977) that will serve 

as the proposed rule to consider the 
adoption of the provisions in the direct 
final rule. We will address the 
comments in the context of subsequent 
activity on the proposed rulemaking. 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 94 

Environmental protection, 
Administrative practice and procedure, 
Air pollution control, Confidential 
business information, Imports, 
Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Vessels, Warranties. 

Dated: June 13, 2007. 

Stephen L. Johnson, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc. E7–11778 Filed 6–18–07; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 
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