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impose any additional regulatory
requirements on sources beyond those
imposed by State law. Redesignation to
attainment does not in and of itself
create any new requirements, but rather
results in the applicability of
requirements contained in the CAA for
areas that have been redesignated to
attainment. Moreover, the Administrator
is required to approve a SIP submission
that complies with the provisions of the
Act and applicable Federal regulations.
42 U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a).
Thus, in reviewing SIP submissions,
EPA’s role is to approve State choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the Clean Air Act. Accordingly, these
actions merely propose to approve a
State plan and redesignation request as
meeting Federal requirements and do
not impose additional requirements
beyond those by State law. For these
reasons, these proposed actions:
• Are not a ‘‘significant regulatory
action’’ subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and Executive Order
13563 (76 FR 3821, January 21, 2011);
• Do not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);
• Are certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);
• Do 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);
• Do not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);
• Are not an economically significant
regulatory action based on health or
safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);
• Are not a significant regulatory
action subject to Executive Order 13211
(66 FR 28355, May 22, 2001);
• Are not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
application of those requirements would
be inconsistent with the CAA; and
• Do not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address
disproportionate human health or
environmental effects with practical,
appropriate, and legally permissible
methods under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).
In addition, this proposed rule does
not have Tribal implications as
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specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000), because
the SIP is not approved to apply in
Indian country located in the State, and
EPA notes that it will not impose
substantial direct costs on Tribal
governments or preempt Tribal law.
Nonetheless, EPA has discussed the
proposed action with the one Tribe, the
Las Vegas Paiute Tribe, located within
the Las Vegas Valley PM10
nonattainment area.
List of Subjects
40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Intergovernmental
relations, Nitrogen dioxide, Particulate
matter, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur dioxide.
40 CFR Part 81
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, National parks,
Wilderness areas.
Dated: June 27, 2014.
Alexis Strauss,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 2014–16575 Filed 7–18–14; 8:45 am]
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
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40 CFR Part 61
[EPA–HQ–OAR–2008–0218; FRL–9914–06–
OAR]
RIN 2060–AP26

Revisions to National Emission
Standards for Radon Emissions From
Operating Mill Tailings
Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule; extension of
comment period.
AGENCY:

The Environmental Protection
Agency is announcing an extension of
the public comment period for the
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
requesting public comment and
information on revisions to the EPA’s
‘‘National Emission Standards for Radon
Emissions from Operating Mill
Tailings’’. The EPA published the
NPRM on May 2, 2014 in the Federal
Register, which included a request for
comments on or before July 31, 2014.
The purpose of this action is to extend
the public comment period an
additional 90 days.
DATES: Written comments on the
proposed rule published on May 2, 2014
(79 FR 25388) must be received on or
before October 29, 2014.
SUMMARY:
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Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–
OAR–2008–0218, by one of the
following methods:
• www.regulations.gov: Follow the
on-line instructions for submitting
comments.
• Email: a-and-r-docket@epa.gov.
• Fax: (202) 566–9744.
• Mail: U.S. Postal Service, send
comments to: Air and Radiation Docket,
EPA Docket Center, Docket ID No. EPA–
HQ–OAR–2008–0218, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460. Please include a total of two
copies.
Hand Delivery: In person or by
courier, deliver comments to: EPA
Docket Center, Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–
OAR–2008–0218, EPA West, Room
3334, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20004. Such deliveries
are only accepted during the Docket’s
normal hours of operation, and special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information. Please
include a total of two copies.
Instructions: Direct your comments to
Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–OAR–2008–
0218. The Agency’s policy is that all
comments received 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 information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through www.regulations.gov
or email. The www.regulations.gov Web
site is an ‘‘anonymous access’’ system,
which means EPA will not know your
identity or contact information unless
you provide it in the body of your
comment. If you send an email
comment directly to EPA without going
through www.regulations.gov your email
address will be automatically captured
and included as part of the comment
that is placed in the public docket and
made available on the Internet. If you
submit an electronic comment, EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD–ROM you submit. 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. For additional information
about the EPA’s public docket, visit the
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EPA Docket Center homepage at
www.epa.gov/epahome/dockets.htm.
Docket: All documents in the docket
are listed in the www.regulations.gov
index. Although listed in the index,
some information is not publicly
available, e.g., CBI or other information
for which disclosure is restricted by
statute. Certain other material, such as
copyrighted material, will be publicly
available only in hard copy. Publicly
available docket materials are available
either electronically in
www.regulations.gov or in hard copy at
the EPA Docket Center, EPA West,
Room 3334, 1301 Constitution Ave.
NW., Washington, DC. The Public
Reading Room is open from 8:30 a.m. to
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The telephone
number for the Public Reading Room is
(202) 566–1744, and the telephone
number for the Docket Center is (202)
566–1742.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Reid
J. Rosnick, EPA Office of Radiation and
Indoor Air, (202) 343–9290,
rosnick.reid@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
A. What should I consider as I prepare
my comments for the EPA?
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1. Tips for Preparing Your Comments.
When submitting comments, remember
to:
• Identify the rulemaking by docket
number, subject heading, Federal
Register date and page number.
• Explain why you agree or disagree;
suggest alternatives and substitute
language for your requested changes.
• Describe any assumptions and
provide any technical information and/
or data that you used.
• If you estimate potential costs or
burdens, explain how you arrived at
your estimate in sufficient detail to
allow it to be reproduced.
• Illustrate your concerns with
specific examples and suggest
alternatives.
• Explain your views as clearly as
possible, avoiding the use of profanity
or personal threats.
• Make sure to submit your
comments by the comment period
deadline identified.
B. How can I get copies of this
document, the proposed rule and other
related information?
The EPA has established a docket for
this action under Docket ID No. EPA–
HQ–OAR–2008–0218. The EPA has also
developed a Web site for the NPRM at:
www.epa.gov/radiation/neshaps/
subpartw/rulemaking-activity.html.
Please refer to the original Federal
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Register notice on the NPRM for
detailed information on accessing
information related to the notice.
In response to requests for an
extension, we are extending the public
comment period for this NPRM through
October 29, 2014. This extension will
provide the public additional time to
provide comment on updating this
standard.
Dated: July 11, 2014.
Janet G. McCabe,
Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of Air
and Radiation.
[FR Doc. 2014–17135 Filed 7–18–14; 8:45 am]
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
47 CFR Part 54
[WC Docket No. 10–90; DA 14–944]

Wireline Competition Bureau
Announces Posting of Broadband Data
From Urban Rate Survey and Seeks
Comment on Calculation of
Reasonable Comparability Benchmark
for Broadband Services
Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.
AGENCY:

In this document, the
Wireline Competition Bureau (Bureau)
announces the posting of the fixed
broadband services data collected in the
2013 urban rate survey, and explanatory
notes regarding the data, on the
Commission’s Web site. The Bureau also
proposes a specific methodology for
calculating the reasonable comparability
benchmark for fixed broadband services
which would result in a broadband
benchmark that ranges from $68.48 to
$71.84 for services meeting the current
broadband performance standard of 4
Mbps downstream/1 Mbps upstream,
with the specific benchmark depending
on the associated usage allowance.
DATES: Comments are due on or before
August 20, 2014.
ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file
comments on or before August 20, 2014.
All pleadings are to reference WC
Docket No. 10–90. Comments may be
filed using the Commission’s Electronic
Comment Filing System (ECFS) or by
filing paper copies, by any of the
following methods:
• Electronic Filers: Comments may be
filed electronically using the Internet by
accessing the ECFS: http://
fjallfoss.fcc.gov/ecfs2/.
SUMMARY:
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• Paper Filers: Parties who choose to
file by paper must file an original and
one copy of each filing.
• People with Disabilities: To request
materials in accessible formats for
people with disabilities (Braille, large
print, electronic files, audio format),
send an email to fcc504@fcc.gov or call
the Consumer & Governmental Affairs
Bureau at (202) 418–0530 (voice), (202)
418–0432 (tty).
For detailed instructions for
submitting comments and additional
information on the rulemaking process,
see the SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
section of this document.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Suzanne Yelen, Wireline Competition
Bureau at (202) 418–0626 or TTY (202)
418–0484.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Wireline Competition
Bureau’s Public Notice (Notice) in WC
Docket No. 10–90; DA 14–944, released
June 30, 2014. 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.
The 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 Internet at http://
www.bcpiweb.com.
1. The Wireline Competition Bureau
(Bureau) announces the posting of the
fixed broadband services data collected
in the 2013 urban rate survey, and
explanatory notes regarding the data, on
the Commission’s Web site at http://
www.fcc.gov/encyclopedia/urban-ratesurvey-data. The Bureau (Bureau) also
proposes a specific methodology for
calculating the reasonable comparability
benchmark for fixed broadband services.
In the USF/ICC Transformation Order,
the Commission required that as a
condition of receiving Connect America
Fund support, recipients must offer
voice and broadband services in
supported areas at rates that are
reasonably comparable to rates for
similar services in urban areas. The
methodology proposed here would
result in a broadband benchmark that
ranges from $68.48 to $71.84 for
services meeting the current broadband
performance standard of 4 Mbps
downstream/1 Mbps upstream, with the
specific benchmark depending on the
associated usage allowance.
2. Consistent with longstanding
Commission precedent for the voice
comparability benchmark, we will
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