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that there are no factors in this case that
would limit the use of a categorical
exclusion under section 2.B.2 of the
Instruction. Therefore, we believe that
this rule should be categorically
excluded, under figure 2–1, (32)(e), of
the Instruction, from further
environmental documentation. Under
figure 2–1, paragraph (32)(e), an
‘‘Environmental Analysis Check List’’ or
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’
is not required for this rule. Comments
on this section will be considered before
we make the final decision on whether
to categorically exclude this rule from
further environmental review.
List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 117
Bridges.
For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 117 as follows:
PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE
OPERATION REGULATIONS
1. The authority citation for part 117
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 33 U.S.C. 499; 33 CFR 1.05–1(g);
Department of Homeland Security Delegation
No. 0170.1.

2. § 117.469 is revised to read as
follows:
§ 117.469

Liberty Bayou.

The draw of the S433 Bridge, mile 2.0
at Slidell, shall open on signal, except
that between 7 p.m. and 7 a.m., the
draw shall open on signal if at least 2
hours notice is given.
Dated: November 6, 2007.
J.H. Korn,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting
Commander, 8th Coast Guard Dist.
[FR Doc. E7–22365 Filed 11–14–07; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Imperial County Air
Pollution Control District (ICAPCD) and
the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District (MBUAPCD) portions of
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the California State Implementation
Plan (SIP). This action revises and adds
various definitions of terms used by the
ICAPCD and MBUAPCD. We are
proposing to approve these local rules
under the Clean Air Act as amended in
1990 (CAA or the Act).
DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by December 17, 2007.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments,
identified by docket number EPA–R09–
OAR–2007–1003, by one of the
following methods:
1. Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
on-line instructions.
2. E-mail: steckel.andrew@epa.gov.
3. Mail or deliver: Andrew Steckel
(Air–4), 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.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses.
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:
Cynthia G. Allen, EPA Region IX, (415)
947–4120, allen.cynthia@epa.gov.
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This
proposal addresses the following local
rules: ICAPCD 101, ‘‘Definitions’’ and
MBUAPCD 101, ‘‘Definitions.’’ In the
Rules and Regulations section of this
Federal Register, we are approving
these local rules 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.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Dated: October 11, 2007.
Alexis Strauss,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. E7–21810 Filed 11–14–07; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: In the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (NPRM), the Federal
Communications Commission
(Commission) initiates a proceeding to
examine whether its existing rules
governing the setting of tariffed rates by
local exchange carriers (LECs) provide
incentives and opportunities for carriers
to increase access demand
endogenously with the result that the
tariff rates are no longer just and
reasonable. The Commission tentatively
concludes that it must revise its tariff
rules so that it can be confident that
tariffed rates remain just and reasonable
even if a carrier experiences or induces
significant increases in access demand.
The Commission seeks comment on the
types of activities that are causing the
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