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(1) Is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866,

(2) Would not affect intrastate
aviation in Alaska, and

(3) Would not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, under the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
the FAA proposes to amend 14 CFR part
39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

m 1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

m 2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by:

m a. Removing Airworthiness Directive
2022-27-08, Amendment 39-22293 (87
FR 79794, December 28, 2022); and

m b. Adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

Bell Textron Canada Limited: Docket No.
FAA-2026-7220; Project Identifier
MCAI-2025-01738-R.

(a) Comments Due Date

The FAA must receive comments on this
airworthiness directive (AD) by August 31,
2026.

(b) Affected ADs

This AD replaces AD 2022-27-08,
Amendment 39-22293 (87 FR 79794,
December 28, 2022).

(c) Applicability
This AD applies to Bell Textron Canada

Limited Model 407 helicopters, certificated
in any category.

(d) Subject

Joint Aircraft System Component (JASC)
Code 5302, Rotorcraft tail boom.

(e) Unsafe Condition

This AD was prompted by reports of
broken upper-left tail boom attachment bolts.
The FAA is issuing this AD to address the
failure of the tail boom attachment hardware.
The unsafe condition, if not addressed, could
result in separation of the tail boom from the
helicopter and loss of control of the
helicopter.

(f) Compliance

Comply with this AD within the
compliance times specified, unless already
done.

(g) Required Actions

Except as specified in paragraphs (h) and
(i) of this AD: Comply with all required
actions and compliance times specified in,
and in accordance with, Transport Canada
AD CF-2025-59, dated November 19, 2025
(Transport Canada AD CF-2025-59).

(h) Exceptions to Transport Canada AD CF-
2025-59

(1) Where Transport Canada AD CF-2025—
59 refers to its effective date, this AD requires
using the effective date of this AD.

(2) Where Transport Canada AD CF-2025—
59 requires compliance in terms of air time,
this AD requires using hours time-in-service.

(3) Where Transport Canada AD CF-2025—
59 specifies “torque checks”, this AD
requires replacing that text with “torque
inspections”.

(4) Where any paragraph in Transport
Canada AD CF-2025-59 specifies to contact
Bell Product Support Engineering (PSE) for a
disposition, or instructions to rectify any
defect, this AD requires accomplishing
repairs in accordance with a method
approved by the Manager, International
Validation Branch, FAA; or Transport
Canada; or Bell Textron Canada Limited’s
Transport Canada Design Approval
Organization (DAO). If approved by the DAO,
the approval must include the DAO-
authorized signature.

(5) Where the material referenced in
Transport Canada AD CF-2025-59 specifies
to discard parts, this AD requires removing
those parts from service.

(6) Where Part V of Transport Canada AD
CF-2025-59 specifies “complete the new
limitations contained in Table 1 of the
applicable ALS”, this AD requires replacing
that text with “revise the existing
airworthiness limitations section (ALS) of the
helicopter by incorporating Table 1 of the
applicable ALS”.

(i) Provisions for Alternative Actions and
Intervals

After the action required by paragraph
(h)(6) of this AD has been done, no
alternative actions and associated thresholds
and intervals, including any life limits, are
allowed.

(j) No Reporting Requirement

Although the material referenced in
Transport Canada AD CF-2025-59 specifies
to submit certain information to the
manufacturer, this AD does not require that
action.

(k) Alternative Methods of Compliance
(AMOCs)

(1) The Manager, International Validation
Branch, FAA, has the authority to approve
AMOCG:s for this AD, if requested using the
procedures found in 14 CFR 39.19. In
accordance with 14 CFR 39.19, send your
request to your principal inspector or local
Flight Standards District Office, as
appropriate. If sending information directly
to the manager of the International Validation
Branch, send it to the attention of the person
identified in paragraph (1) of this AD and
email to: AMOC@faa.gov.

(2) Before using any approved AMOC,
notify your appropriate principal inspector,

or lacking a principal inspector, the manager
of the local flight standards district office/
certificate holding district office.

(1) Additional Information

For more information about this AD,
contact Soban Saeed, Aviation Safety
Engineer, FAA, 1600 Stewart Avenue, Suite
410, Westbury, NY 11590; phone: (316) 946—
4123; email: soban.saeed@faa.gov.

(m) Material Incorporated by Reference

(1) The Director of the Federal Register
approved the incorporation by reference of
the material listed in this paragraph under 5
U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR part 51.

(2) You must use this material as
applicable to do the actions required by this
AD, unless the AD specifies otherwise.

(i) Transport Canada AD CF-2025-59,
dated November 19, 2025.

(ii) [Reserved]

(3) For Transport Canada material
identified in this AD, contact Transport
Canada, Transport Canada National Aircraft
Certification, 159 Cleopatra Drive, Nepean,
Ontario, K1A ON5, Canada; phone: (888)
663—3639; email:
TC.AirworthinessDirectives-
Consignesdenavigabilite. TC@tc.gc.ca. You
may view this material on the Transport
Canada website at tc.canada.ca/en/aviation.

(4) You may view this material at FAA,
Airworthiness Products Section, Operational
Safety Branch, 10101 Hillwood Parkway, Fort
Worth, TX 76177. For information on the
availability of this material at the FAA, call
(817) 222-5110.

(5) You may view this material at the
National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA). For information on
the availability of this material at NARA,
visit www.archives.gov/federal-register/cfr/
ibr-locations or email fr.inspection@nara.gov.

Issued on July 10, 2026.
Steven W. Thompson,

Acting Deputy Director, Compliance &
Airworthiness Division, Aircraft Certification
Service.

[FR Doc. 2026—14238 Filed 7-14—26; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R05-OAR-2025-1377; FRL—-13186-
01-R5]

Air Plan Approval; Wisconsin; Source-
Specific Air Quality Implementation
Plan; Oak Creek Power Plant

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to approve a
revision to the State of Wisconsin’s
State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the
Oak Creek Power Plant located in Oak
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Creek, Wisconsin. The EPA is proposing
to approve alternative nitrogen oxides
(NOx) emissions limits for the Oak
Creek facility. The alternative limits will
allow the facility to operate in
compliance with State and Federal
regulations, and emit less NOx over
time as compared to current limits. This
proposed action will not interfere with
the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) and meets all
applicable requirements under the
Clean Air Act (CAA).

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before August 14, 2026.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by Docket ID No. EPA-R05—
OAR-2025-1377 at https://
www.regulations.gov, or via email to
arra.sarah@epa.gov. For comments
submitted at Regulations.gov, follow the
online instructions for submitting
comments. Once submitted, comments
cannot be edited or removed from the
docket. The EPA may publish any
comment received to its public docket.
Do not submit to the EPA’s docket at
https://www.regulations.gov any
information you consider to be
Confidential Business Information (CBI),
Proprietary Business Information (PBI),
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Multimedia
submissions (audio, video, etc.) must be
accompanied by a written comment.
The written comment is considered the
official comment and should include
discussion of all points you wish to
make. The EPA will generally not
consider comments or comment
contents located outside of the primary
submission (i.e. on the web, cloud, or
other file sharing system). For
additional submission methods, please
contact the person identified in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.
For the full EPA public comment policy,
information about CBI, PBI, or
multimedia submissions, and general
guidance on making effective
comments, please visit https://
www.epa.gov/dockets/commenting-epa-
dockets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mayesha Choudhury, Air and Radiation
Division (AR-18]), Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604, telephone number: (312) 886—
5909, email address:
choudhury.mayesha@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document whenever
“we,” “us,” or “our” is used, we mean
the EPA.

Organization of this document. This
supplementary information section is
arranged as follows:

I. Background of Action and Wisconsin’s
Submittal
II. The EPA’s Analysis
A. Section 110(1) Analysis
B. Additional Considerations
III. What action is the EPA taking?
IV. Incorporation by Reference
V. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews

I. Background of Action and
Wisconsin’s Submittal

The We Energies Oak Creek Power
Plant (“Oak Creek” or “facility”) is a
natural gas-fired electric generation
facility located in Oak Creek,
Wisconsin. On April 17, 2024, We
Energies submitted a construction
permit application to the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources
(WDNR) which included plans and
specifications for changes at the Oak
Creek facility. The project included the
construction and operation of five
simple cycle combustion turbine
electric generating units and other
equipment including the installation of
a continuous emission monitoring
system (CEMS) on each combustion
turbine to monitor for levels of NOx
emissions.

Wisconsin’s Submittal

This source-specific SIP revision
incorporates alternative emission limits
for the new Oak Creek turbines into the
facility’s source-specific SIP. The simple
cycle combustion turbines are currently
subject to a NOx emission limit in the
Wisconsin SIP (NR 428.04 Wisconsin
Administrative Code) of 12 parts per
million dry volume (ppmdv) based on a
30-day rolling average, and a limit
under NR 428.22 for NOx Reasonably
Available Control Technology (RACT) of
25 ppmdv. These limits include all
modes of operations, including periods
of start-up and shut-down. The new
turbines will operate as peaking units,
with varied daily start-up and shut-
down events. We Energies’ April 2024
submittal to WDNR included an
explanation that the facility cannot
achieve current applicable NOx limits
due to operational variability of these
units. We Energies explains that the
new turbines at the Oak Creek facility
are designed to be “dispatchable,”
meaning that the facility can quickly
turn them on or off depending on daily
energy demand. The units would be
dispatched by the local utility company;
the facility would not have complete
operational control over the start-up and
shut-down events. The facility expects
to turn these turbines on and off
quickly, and potentially multiple times
a day. The new turbines are not
designed to operate for long periods of
time at a steady state rate, which would
be required to achieve compliance with

current applicable NOx limits. We
Energies estimates that the typical daily
dispatch of these turbines is expected to
be from one to six hours, including
periods of start-up and shut-down with
normal operation, with a combined
capacity factor limit of 20 percent.?

The State’s submittal contains new
emissions limits to accommodate the
facility’s new operating parameters.
Without the change in limits, We
Energies specifies that the facility would
need to operate the peaking units longer
than necessary to achieve the existing
NOx limits, thereby emitting more NOx
emissions than under the adjusted
limits.2 With each start-up and shut-
down period estimated to take
approximately 20 minutes, We Energies
submitted calculations showing that the
new turbines would need to operate for
six to 38 hours in a steady state to offset
one start-up/shut-down event to meet
the current SIP-approved 12 ppmdv
limit on a daily basis.

We Energies requested approval of an
alternative site-specific emission
limitation of 9 ppmdv on a 30-day
rolling average during normal operation,
with NOx emissions not to exceed 57.1
pounds per start-up event and 31.7
pounds per shut-down event to
accommodate the new operating
scenarios. These limits were calculated
from emission data based on
manufacturer specifications.? To
support its request, We Energies
calculated potential emissions under
these proposed limits and the currently
applicable NOx limits. The resulting
calculations estimate that the facility
would potentially emit 469.2 tons of
NOx per year under the currently
applicable limit of 12 ppmdv within NR
428.04(2)(g)1.a. In comparison, We
Energies calculated that total potential
emissions from normal operations and
start-up/shut-down events will decrease
to 463.4 tons per year under the
requested alternative NOx limits.

The construction permit limits
combined start-up/shut-down events to
2,500 per year and also limits a start-up
event to 21 minutes and a shut-down
event to 13 minutes. It also contains
requirements for the facility to report
periods of excess emissions to the State

1 A unit’s capacity factor refers to the fraction of
the unit’s total available capacity that is utilized
over a period of time, usually expressed as a
fraction. In this case, the new Oak Creek turbines
operating at a 20 percent capacity factor produces
a fifth of the energy that it could have produced
operating at full capacity over all hours.

2Compliance with the applicable limit under NR
428.04 is based on hourly average emissions which
are then averaged per day to create a 30-day rolling
average. WDNR Submittal at 40.

3 See WDNR Submittal at 46—47 (We Energies
response to a comment on emissions calculations).
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on a timely basis.# Should a start-up or
shut-down period exceed the permitted
amount of time specified for that event,
the permit requires the facility to count
the additional time spent in start-up or
shut-down status as an additional
event.5 The facility is also required to
keep and maintain records of CEMS
operation as it monitors each
combustion turbine while it is operating
and during periods of start-up and shut-
down.®

WDNR determined that the facility’s
technical analysis meets the State’s
requirements for alternative NOx
emissions limits and NOx RACT limits,
and approved and issued the alternative
limits in construction permit 24—-JAM—
065 on June 17, 2025 in accordance with
its EPA-approved construction permit
program.” WDNR has submitted the
alternative limits to the EPA as a
revision to the Oak Creek site-specific
SIP.

II. The EPA’s Analysis

Based on a review of the State’s
emissions calculations, and for the
reasons described in greater detail in
this section, the EPA finds that WDNR
and We Energies have demonstrated
that the alternative NOx emissions
limits will not result in an increase of
annual NOx emissions when compared
to potential emissions under the current
applicable NOx limits.

A. Section 110(l) Analysis

CAA section 110(1) states that the EPA
shall not approve a SIP revision if it
would interfere with any applicable
requirement concerning attainment and
reasonable further progress (RFP)
towards attainment of the NAAQS, or
any other applicable requirement of the
CAA. The EPA will evaluate a facility’s
request for a site-specific alternative
emission limit on a case-by-case basis in
accordance with applicable
requirements contained within the
CAA. To understand whether a SIP
revision would interfere with
attainment or maintenance of the
NAAQS, the EPA assesses whether the
SIP revision will potentially allow for
an increase in emissions as compared to
what is allowed under the existing SIP
condition(s). The EPA’s evaluation is
conducted on a case-by-case basis,
considering the nature of the SIP
revision, the applicable SIP

4 Oak Creek Construction Permit 24-JAM-065
Term LEA.2.a.(4)(b)—(c).

5 Qak Creek Construction Permit 24-JAM-065
Term LEA.2.a.(4)(d).

6 Oak Creek Construction Permit 24—-JAM-065
Term LEA.2.c.

7 See Wisconsin State rules NR 428.055 and NR
428.25(3)(a).

requirements, and the air quality status
of the affected area.

The EPA has also evaluated this
revision in light of the Agency’s
guidance on establishing alternative
emission limits for periods of start-up
and shut-down, also known as the
2015 SSM Policy.” 8 The guidance
contains seven recommended
approvability criteria that encourage a
State to consider the technical
limitations of the specific source
category subject to the alternative
limitation, as well as the control
technology that is feasible during start-
up and shut-down events. The EPA’s
analysis of the proposed alternative
emission limit for the Oak Creek facility
can be found in the Technical Support
Document for this action.?

WDNR submitted an analysis of non-
interference for the Oak Creek facility to
demonstrate that the proposed
alternative limits will result in a
decrease in total potential NOx
emissions and, therefore, would not
contribute to exceedances or violations
of the NAAQS. The State concurred
with the analysis provided by We
Energies to support its request for the
alternative NOx limits. The EPA’s
evaluation of WDNR’s analysis relies on
a comparison of maximum allowable
NOx emissions under the existing SIP-
approved NOx limits (which establish
the baseline for attainment of the
NAAQS and other applicable CAA
requirements) with the maximum
allowable NOx emissions under the
proposed alternative NOx limits. As
discussed in section I of this preamble,
the State estimates that the facility’s
potential to emit under the previously
approved SIP limit of 12 ppmdv NOx is
469.2 tons of NOx per year based on a
30-day rolling average for all five
turbines combined. To compare
potential emissions under its requested
alternative NOx limits, We Energies
estimates that under the alternative
limit of 9 ppmdv NOx for steady state
operation, with a startup limit of 57.1
pounds per startup event and 31.7
pounds per shutdown event, potential
emissions will decrease to 463.4 tons
per year.

As the Oak Creek Facility is located
in an area currently designated as
nonattainment for the 2015 ozone
NAAQS, the EPA has also considered
the effect these alternative limits would
have on air quality in the surrounding
area. The EPA has reviewed the
modeling analysis submitted by the

8 See page 33980 of 80 FR 33840.
9The Technical Support Document for this action

is found in the corresponding rulemaking docket.
Docket ID: EPA-R05-OAR-2025-1377.

facility and approved by the State. This
demonstration relies on a dispersion
modeling analysis of potential nitrogen
dioxide (NO,) emissions from the new
turbines using the EPA’s regulatory air
dispersion model, the AMS/EPA
Regulatory Model Improvement
Committee Model (also known as
AERMOD).10 The facility modeled the
impacts of potential NO, emissions from
the facility, assuming a background NO»
concentration that is the highest
measured from any monitor in the State.
This “worst-case” modeling analysis
showed potential NO, emissions
reaching 85 percent of the 1-hour NO,
standard, and 48 percent of the annual
NO; standard, which demonstrates that
the operation of these turbines under
these alternative limits is not expected
to result in violations, or exceedances,
of the NAAQS.11

Federal RACT Requirements

The EPA also evaluated the proposed
alternative limits per the applicable
State NOx RACT rules found in NR
428.22. This federally approved limit is
the lowest a source in the State of
Wisconsin like Oak Creek could meet by
use of reasonably available control
technology (considering technological
and economic feasibility). WDNR
approved We Energies’ demonstration
that the proposed alternative NOx
emissions limits constitute RACT for the
Oak Creek facility as required under NR
428.25(3)(a).

Similar to the calculations made
under the current 12 ppmdv NOx limit,
We Energies also calculated that Oak
Creek would need to operate for two to
eight hours to offset one start-up/shut-
down event to meet the 25 ppmdv NOx
RACT limit on a daily basis.12 As
explained in the EPA’s analysis of
WDNR’s 110(1) demonstration, if
operating under the alternative, separate
start-up and shut-down limits and a
limited capacity for normal operation,
the facility would potentially emit less
than it would under the applicable
Federal NOx RACT limit.

The EPA also compared the proposed
alternative NOx limits to State RACT
rules and Alternative Control
Techniques in other States to ensure the
stringency of the proposed alternative
NOx limits.13 The EPA found that the

10 AERMOD accounts for facility-specific
characteristics such as emission releases and
building downwash influences, as well as localized
terrain and meteorological conditions.

11 The EPA considers the “worst-case” scenario to
be the maximum allowable rate of emissions.

12 See WDNR Submittal at 38—42.

13 The EPA’s analysis is contained within the
Technical Support Document for this action, which
is found in the corresponding rulemaking docket.
Docket ID: EPA-R05-OAR-2025-1377.
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proposed alternative limits are
consistent with similar CTG-categorical
rules adopted by other States. Moreover,
the EPA finds that the proposed
alternative limits are more stringent
than the current RACT rules in the SIP,
as the facility will emit less NOx under
the alternative limits.

The EPA finds that the alternative
emission limits on the new Oak Creek
turbines will not interfere with
attainment or reasonable further
progress of the NAAQS. Compliance
with the alternative limits will not
require Oak Creek to unnecessarily
operate the new turbines for a longer
period as the existing NOx emission
limits would. If the facility operates
under the alternative limits, the facility
will emit less than it would under the
currently applicable requirements. In
other words, the alternative limits for
these new turbines better accommodate
the operating scenarios that these
peaking units were designed to operate
under. Since the proposed limits will
not increase allowable emissions when
compared to existing SIP limits, the EPA
finds that the State has demonstrated
that the alternative limits will not
interfere with the NAAQS pursuant to
section 110(1) of the CAA.

B. Additional Considerations

In reaching the proposed approval of
these alternate limits, the EPA also
considered the facility’s operating
procedures and requirements. The
construction permit requires the Oak
Creek facility to operate a NOx CEMS
per turbine, which will analyze and
track NOx emissions on a continuous
basis (including during periods of start-
up and shut-down).14 The facility will
use this real-time data to monitor the
performance of the turbines and ensure
compliance with applicable permit
requirements. The construction permit
also requires the facility to keep and
maintain records of CEMS operation
during periods of start-up and shut-
down (as also required by State and
Federal regulations, see NR 439.04(1)(d)
and 40 CFR 52.21(r)(6)(iii)), and to
count additional time spent in start-up
or shut-down status as an additional
event, which are limited to 2,500 per
year. The EPA finds that these
provisions in the permit are crucial
emissions control mechanisms and
require the State and We Energies to
ensure that the Oak Creek facility will
not contribute to violations of the site-
specific NOx emissions limits or
exceedances of the NAAQS.

14 Oak Creek Construction Permit 24—JAM—-065
Term I.LEA.2.b.(1)(a).

ITI. What action is the EPA taking?

The EPA is proposing to approve this
site-specific SIP revision for the Oak
Creek facility. Based upon the submitted
material for this site-specific revision,
the EPA finds that WDNR has
demonstrated that Oak Creek will emit
less NOx under the alternative NOx
limits. The EPA also finds that WDNR’s
submittal, which includes potential
emissions calculations and a modeling
analysis, demonstrates that
implementation of the alternative limits
will not interfere with attainment or
maintenance of the NAAQS.

IV. Incorporation by Reference

In this rulemaking, the EPA is
proposing to amend regulatory text that
includes incorporation by reference. In
accordance with requirements of 1 CFR
51.5, the EPA is proposing to
incorporate by reference components of
Oak Creek construction permit 24-JAM—
065 Conditions I.LEA.2.a.(1)—(5),
L.LEA.2.b.(1)-(10), and I.LEA.2.c.(1)—(9) of
construction permit 24—-JAM—065,
issued by the State of Wisconsin and
effective June 17, 2025, as discussed in
section II of this preamble. The EPA has
made, and will continue to make, these
documents generally available through
www.regulations.gov and at the EPA
Region 5 Office (please contact the
person identified in the FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT section of this
preamble for more information).

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under the CAA, the Administrator is
required to approve a SIP submission
that complies with the provisions of the
CAA and applicable Federal regulations.
42 U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a).
Thus, in reviewing SIP submissions, the
EPA’s role is to approve State choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the CAA. Accordingly, this action
merely approves State law as meeting
Federal requirements and does not
impose additional requirements beyond
those imposed by State law. For that
reason, this action:

e Is 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);

e Is not an Executive Order 14192 (90
FR 9065, February 6, 2025) regulatory
action because this action is not
significant under Executive Order
12866;

¢ Does not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

o Is 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.);

e Does not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
0f 1995 (Pub. L. 104-4);

¢ Does not have federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

¢ Is not subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997)
because it approves a State program;

¢ Is not a significant regulatory action
subject to Executive Order 13211 (66 FR
28355, May 22, 2001); and

¢ Is 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.

In addition, the SIP is not approved
to apply on any Indian reservation land
or in any other area where the EPA or
an Indian Tribe has demonstrated that a
Tribe has jurisdiction. In those areas of
Indian country, the rulemaking does not
have Tribal implications and will not
impose substantial direct costs on Tribal
governments or preempt Tribal law as
specified by Executive Order 13175 (65
FR 67249, November 9, 2000).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Nitrogen oxides, Ozone,

Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: July 8, 2026.
Anne Vogel,
Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 2026—14282 Filed 7-14—26; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA-R07-OAR-2026-4819; FRL—13460-
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Air Plan Approval; Missouri; Control of
NOx Emissions From Large Stationary
Internal Combustion Engines

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to approve
revisions to the Missouri State
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