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important role in promoting future
technologies such as plug-in hybrid
electric and dedicated battery electric
vehicles as well. Additional examples of
non-regulatory approaches include
federal research and development
activities, federal financial assistance to
the private sector to support research
and development, vehicle and
component manufacturing capacity, and
infrastructure to support advanced
technologies, and non-economic
incentives such as use of high
occupancy vehicle lanes and
preferential parking, which are typically
local decisions. While these are useful
approaches for promoting low GHG
technologies they cannot be
accomplished by the agencies in the
upcoming rulemaking.

III1. EPA’s Evaluation of Need for
Potential Further Standards for Criteria
Pollutants and Gasoline Fuel Quality

In addition to addressing GHGs and
fuel consumption, the May 21, 2010
Presidential Memorandum also
requested that EPA examine its broader
motor vehicle air pollution control
program. In the Memorandum, the
President requested that “[t/he
Administrator of the EPA review for
adequacy the current nongreenhouse
gas emissions regulations for new motor
vehicles, new motor vehicle engines,
and motor vehicle fuels, including
tailpipe emissions standards for
nitrogen oxides and air toxics, and
sulfur standards for gasoline. If the
Administrator of the EPA finds that new
emissions regulations are required, then
I request that the Administrator of the
EPA promulgate such regulations as
part of a comprehensive approach
toward regulating motor
vehicles. * * *”

EPA is currently in the process of
conducting an assessment of the
potential need for additional controls on
light-duty vehicles’ non-greenhouse gas
emissions and gasoline fuel quality.
EPA will engage in technical
conversations with the automobile
industry, the oil industry, non-
governmental organizations, the states,
and other stakeholders on the potential
need for new regulatory action,
including the areas that are specifically
mentioned in the Presidential
Memorandum. EPA expects to
coordinate the timing of any final action
on new non-greenhouse gas emissions
regulations for light-duty vehicles and
gasoline with the final action on
greenhouse gas emissions and CAFE
regulations discussed in this Notice of
Intent.

IV. Conclusions

EPA and NHTSA believe that the
recent final rule addressing MYs 2012—
2016 light-duty vehicle GHG emissions
and fuel economy provides an
important starting point for developing
a continued National Program for MY
2017 and later vehicles. The agencies
have received important input from a
range of stakeholders to inform the
extension of the National Program to
MYs 2017-2025. Auto manufacturers,
states, environmental groups and the
United Auto Workers have expressed
support for a continuation of the
National Program. All auto firms are
seriously committed to developing
advanced technologies which can
reduce fuel consumption and GHGs
significantly beyond the MYs 2012—
2016 standards. Manufacturers are
developing many technologies that
would enable them to eventually
achieve appreciable improvements in
fuel economy levels, including
advanced gasoline engines, hybrid
electric vehicles, EVs, and PHEVs.

As discussed in Section III above, the
agencies and CARB have performed an
initial assessment of potential
stringencies with annual reductions in
the range of 3 to 6% per year, or 47 to
62 mpg-equivalent in 2025, which
demonstrates that substantial reductions
in fuel consumption and GHGs can be
achieved with the use of advanced
technologies. EPA and NHTSA
emphasize that this is an initial
assessment, and significant data and
additional analysis will be done to
support the future joint Federal
rulemaking.

EPA and NHTSA will continue to
meet with stakeholders and assess new
technical information as we develop the
new proposed program. Over the next
two months, EPA and NHTSA will work
to update our analysis of potential
standards for 2017-2025. EPA and
NHTSA will work closely with CARB in
developing and reviewing additional
technical data and information as part of
conducting this more refined joint
analysis. EPA and NHTSA expect to
issue, by the end of November 2010, a
Supplemental Notice of Intent that will
outline additional details regarding the
design of a National Program, including
a more refined analysis of potential
scenarios for MY 2017-2025 standards
for GHGs and fuel economy. The
agencies expect to issue a joint proposed
rulemaking by September 30, 2011 and
to issue a final rule by July 31, 2012.

Dated: September 30, 2010.
Ray LaHood,
Secretary, Department of Transportation.
Dated: September 30, 2010.
Lisa P. Jackson,
Administrator, Environmental Protection
Agency.
[FR Doc. 2010-25444 Filed 10-12-10; 8:45 am]
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Correction

In proposed rule document 2010—
24144 beginning on page 59181 in the
issue of Monday, September 27, 2010,
make the following corrections:

§67.4 [Corrected]

1. On page 59182, in § 67.4, the table
which begins three lines from the
bottom of the page is corrected to have
a centered heading above the first row
of the table, which should read “Putnam
County, New York (All Jurisdictions)”.

2. On page 59183, in § 67.4, the table
on that page is corrected to have a
centered heading above the row of that
table whose first column entry reads
“East Branch Tunungwant Creek.”,
which should read “McKean County,
Pennsylvania (All Jurisdictions)”.

[FR Doc. C1-2010-24144 Filed 10-12-10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1505-01-D
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Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations

Correction

In proposed rule document 2010-
24370 beginning on page 60013 in the
issue of Wednesday, September 28,
2010, make the following corrections:
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§67.4 [Corrected]

1. On page 60015, in § 67.4, the
second table on that page is corrected to
have a centered heading above the row
of that table whose first column entry
reads “Yellowstone River”, which
should read “Park County, Montana,
and Incorporated Areas”.

2. On page 60016, in § 67.4, in the
second table on that page, is corrected
to have a centered heading above the
row of that table whose first column
entry reads “Armstrong Creek”, which
should read “Ellis County, Texas, and
Incorporated Areas”.

[FR Doc. C1-2010-24370 Filed 10-12-10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 1505-01-D

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

Federal Emergency Management
Agency

44 CFR Part 67

[Docket ID FEMA-2010-0003; Internal
Agency Docket No. FEMA-B-1151]

Proposed Flood Elevation
Determinations

AGENCY: Federal Emergency
Management Agency, DHS.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: Comments are requested on
the proposed Base (1% annual-chance)
Flood Elevations (BFEs) and proposed
BFE modifications for the communities
listed in the table below. The purpose
of this notice is to seek general
information and comment regarding the
proposed regulatory flood elevations for
the reach described by the downstream
and upstream locations in the table
below. The BFEs and modified BFEs are
a part of the floodplain management
measures that the community is
required either to adopt or to show
evidence of having in effect in order to
qualify or remain qualified for
participation in the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP). In addition,
these elevations, once finalized, will be
used by insurance agents and others to

calculate appropriate flood insurance
premium rates for new buildings and
the contents in those buildings.

DATES: Comments are to be submitted
on or before January 11, 2011.

ADDRESSES: The corresponding
preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) for the proposed BFEs for each
community is available for inspection at
the community’s map repository. The
respective addresses are listed in the
table below.

You may submit comments, identified
by Docket No. FEMA-B-1151, to Roy E.
Wright, Deputy Director, Risk Analysis
Division, Federal Insurance and
Mitigation Administration, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, 500 C
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472,
(202) 646—-3461, or (e-mail)
roy.e.wright@dhs.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Roy
E. Wright, Deputy Director, Risk
Analysis Division, Federal Insurance
and Mitigation Administration, Federal
Emergency Management Agency, 500 C
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20472,
(202) 646—-3461, or (e-mail)
roy.e.wright@dhs.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) proposes to make
determinations of BFEs and modified
BFEs for each community listed below,
in accordance with section 110 of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973,
42 U.S.C. 4104, and 44 CFR 67.4(a).
These proposed BFEs and modified
BFEs, together with the floodplain
management criteria required by 44 CFR
60.3, are the minimum that are required.
They should not be construed to mean
that the community must change any
existing ordinances that are more
stringent in their floodplain
management requirements. The
community may at any time enact
stricter requirements of its own or
pursuant to policies established by other
Federal, State, or regional entities.
These proposed elevations are used to
meet the floodplain management
requirements of the NFIP and also are
used to calculate the appropriate flood

insurance premium rates for new
buildings built after these elevations are
made final, and for the contents in those
buildings.

Comments on any aspect of the Flood
Insurance Study and FIRM, other than
the proposed BFEs, will be considered.
A letter acknowledging receipt of any
comments will not be sent.

National Environmental Policy Act.
This proposed rule is categorically
excluded from the requirements of 44
CFR part 10, Environmental
Consideration. An environmental
impact assessment has not been
prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act. As flood
elevation determinations are not within
the scope of the Regulatory Flexibility
Act, 5 U.S.C. 601-612, a regulatory
flexibility analysis is not required.

Executive Order 12866, Regulatory
Planning and Review. This proposed
rule is not a significant regulatory action
under the criteria of section 3(f) of
Executive Order 12866, as amended.

Executive Order 13132, Federalism.
This proposed rule involves no policies
that have federalism implications under
Executive Order 13132.

Executive Order 12988, Civil Justice
Reform. This proposed rule meets the
applicable standards of Executive Order
12988.

List of Subjects in 44 CFR Part 67

Administrative practice and
procedure, Flood insurance, Reporting
and recordkeeping requirements.

Accordingly, 44 CFR part 67 is
proposed to be amended as follows:

PART 67—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 67
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.;
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR,
1978 Comp., p. 329; E.O. 12127, 44 FR 19367,
3 CFR, 1979 Comp., p. 376.

§67.4 [Amended]

2. The tables published under the
authority of §67.4 are proposed to be
amended as follows:

* Elevation in feet (NGVD)
+ Elevation in feet (NAVD)
#Depth in feet above
. . - ground
State City/town/county Source of flooding Location A Elevation in meters
(MSL)
Existing Modified
Unincorporated Areas of Claiborne County, Tennessee
Tennessee ............. Unincorporated Clinch River .......c.cccoceenee. Approximately 2.3 miles downstream of +1055 +1032
Areas of Clai- Big Barren Creek.
borne County.
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