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eliminate ambiguity, and reduce
burden.

Indian Tribal Governments

This proposed rule does not have
tribal implications under Executive
Order 13175, Consultation and
Coordination with Indian Tribal
Governments, because it would 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.

To help the Coast Guard establish
regular and meaningful consultation
and collaboration with Indian and
Alaskan Native tribes, we published a
notice in the Federal Register (66 FR
36361, July 11, 2001) requesting
comments on how to best carry out the
Order. We invite your comments on
how this proposed rule might impact
tribal governments, even if that impact
may not constitute a “tribal
implication” under the Order.

Energy Effects

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13211, Actions
Concerning Regulations That
Significantly Affect Energy Supply,
Distribution, or Use. We have
determined that it is not a ““significant
energy action” under that order because
it is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866 and is not
likely to have a significant adverse effect
on the supply, distribution, or use of
energy. It has not been designated by the
Administrator of the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs as a
significant energy action. Therefore, it
does not require a Statement of Energy
Effects under Executive Order 13211.

Protection of Children

We have analyzed this proposed rule
under Executive Order 13045,
Protection of Children from
Environmental Health Risks and Safety
Risks. This rule is not an economically
significant rule and does not concern an
environmental risk to health or risk to
safety that may disproportionately affect
children.

Environment

We have considered the
environmental impact of this proposed
rule and concluded that under figure 2—
1, paragraph (34)(g) of Commandant
Instruction M16475.1D, this proposed
rule, a safety zone, is categorically
excluded from further environmental
documentation. A ‘“‘Categorical
Exclusion Determination” is available in

the docket for inspection or copying
where indicated under ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191,
33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 6.04—1, 6.04-6, 160.5; 49
CFR 1.46.

2. From 9 p.m. on July 4, 2002 to 9:30
p-m. on July 4, 2002, add a new
§165.T11-040 to read as follows:

§165.T11-040 Safety Zone; Colorado
River, Laughlin, NV.

(a) Location. The following area is a
safety zone: that portion of the Colorado
River between Laughlin Bridge and the
Golden Nugget Hotel and Casino.

(b) Enforcement periods. This section
is effective from 9 p.m. on July 4th, 2002
to 9:30 p.m. on July 4, 2002.

(c) Regulations. In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.23 of
this part, entry into, transit through or
anchoring within the safety zone is
prohibited unless authorized by the
Coast Guard Captain of the Port, San
Diego, or his designated representative.

Dated: April 22, 2002.
S.P. Metruck,

Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port, San Diego.

[FR Doc. 02-12167 Filed 5-14—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-15-U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[IL214-1b; FRL-7164-5]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; lllinois
Emission Reporting

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to Illinois rules for emission
reporting. These revisions restructure
previously approved emission reporting
rules and add requirements for sources
in the Chicago area trading program to

report emissions of hazardous air
pollutants. Illinois requested these
revisions on November 6, 2001.

In separate action in today’s Federal
Register, EPA is approving the
submittals as a direct final rule without
prior proposal, because the EPA views
this as a noncontroversial action and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for this action is set
forth in the direct final rule.

If EPA receives no adverse written
comments in response to these actions,
we contemplate no further activity in
relation to this proposed rule. If we
receive adverse written comments, we
will withdraw the direct final rule and
will address all public comments in a
subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. Any parties interested in
commenting on this action should do so
at this time.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before June 14, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Mail written comments to:

J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR-18]), United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 77
West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Nlinois 60604.

A copy of the State submittal is
available for inspection at: Regulation
Development Section, Air Programs
Branch (AR-18]), United States
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.: ]ohn
Summerhays, Environmental Scientist,
at (312) 886—6067.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information see the direct
final rule published in the rules section
of this Federal Register.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7671q.

Dated: March 19, 2002.
Gary Gulezian,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 02—12007 Filed 5-14—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[PA185-4191; FRL-7211-5]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania;
Control of Volatile Organic
Compounds From Solvent Cleaning
Operations

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
a State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revision submitted by the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. This
revision includes the adoption of
revised volatile organic compound
(VOC) control regulations for solvent
cleaning operations, and also adds new
definitions and amends certain existing
definitions for terms used in regulations
pertaining to solvent cleaning
operations.

DATES: Written comments must be
received on or before June 14, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
mailed to David L. Arnold, Chief, Air
Quality Planning and Information
Services Branch, Mailcode 3AP21, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air Protection Division,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; and
the Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection, Bureau of Air
Quality, P.O. Box 8468, 400 Market
Street, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ellen Wentworth, (215) 814—2034, or by
e-mail at wentworth.ellen@epa.gov.
Please note that while questions may be
posed via telephone and e-mail, formal
comments must be submitted in writing,
as indicated in the ADDRESSES section of
this document.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
February 13, 2002, the Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Protection
(PADEP) submitted a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision.
This revision consists of revised
regulations for the control of VOC
emissions from solvent cleaning
operations. PADEP submitted this SIP
revision in order to reduce VOCs
emitted from solvent cleaning
operations statewide. These regulations
will help to achieve additional VOC
emission reduction benefits needed in
the Philadelphia-Wilmington-Trenton
severe nonattainment area (the
Philadelphia area) to close an EPA-
identified shortfall in the attainment
demonstration submitted by
Pennsylvania for the Philadelphia area
and approved by EPA on October 26,
2001 (66 FR 54143).

I. Background

Under the Federal Clean Air Act
(CAA), states are required to ensure that

the ambient air meets the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS). In areas where those
standards are not met, states are
required to develop and implement
emission control plans to meet the
standards, and then to ensure that the
standards are maintained.

The Ozone Transport Commission
(OTC) was created by Congress,
pursuant to the CAA amendments of
1990, to help coordinate control plans
for reducing ground-level ozone in the
Northeast and mid-Atlantic states. The
OTC continues to work individually and
collectively to ensure attainment and
maintenance of the national ambient air
quality standards (NAAQS). This
includes identifying any remaining
control measures that may be necessary
to attain and maintain the NAAQS. Six
states (Connecticut, Delaware,
Maryland, New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsylvania) in particular are focusing
on additional control measures as part
of their severe area ozone attainment
demonstrations. Working regionally, the
OTC states expedited development of
control measures into model rules for a
number of source categories and
estimated emission reduction benefits
from implementing these model rules.
Implementing the model rules will
result in SIP emission reductions in
VOC and NOx to support the attainment
demonstrations, as well as reducing
ground-level ozone in other areas of the
states. The model rules that were
developed may be used by states as a
framework for state-specific regulations.
Each state must act pursuant to its own
administrative process in order to
promulgate and implement the model
rules.

On October 26, 2001 (66 FR 54143),
EPA approved the one-hour attainment
demonstration SIP submitted by
Pennsylvania for the Philadelphia area,
with the understanding that the
Commonwealth would submit
additional emission reduction measures
to address EPA-identified emission
shortfalls. One of the emission
reduction measures identified by the
OTC to help attain and maintain the
one-hour ozone standard was a
regulation reducing VOC emissions
from solvent cleaning operations.
Pennsylvania submitted a SIP revision
to its solvent cleaning regulations to
EPA on February 13, 2002, based upon
the model rule developed by the OTC.

This revision will reduce VOCs
emitted from solvent cleaning
operations throughout the
Commonwealth and will help achieve
the additional VOC emission reduction
benefits needed by the Philadelphia area

to meet its attainment demonstration
commitments.

II. Summary of SIP Submittal

On February 13, 2002, the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
submitted a SIP revision revising its
VOC control requirements for solvent
cleaning operations throughout the
state. Specifically, a new section,
section 129.63 of Chapter 129,
Standards for Sources, Sources of VOCs,
VOC Cleaning Operations, is replacing
the current section 129.63 to update
equipment requirements for solvent
cleaning machines to make the
requirements consistent with current
technology. In addition, the operating
requirements in section 129.63 are being
revised to specify improved operating
practices. This SIP revision also adds
and revises definitions for terms in
Chapter 121, section 121.1 Definitions,
that are used in the substantive sections
of Chapter 129 relating to standards for
sources.

This revision also specifies volatility
limits for solvents used in cold cleaning
machines. This revision only applies to
those operations that use solvents
containing greater than 5 percent VOC
content by weight for the cleaning of
metal parts. This revision exempts
solvent cleaning machines that are
subject to the Federal Solvent Cleaning
NESHAP (National Emission Standard
for Hazardous Air Pollutants), and
provides operators of solvent cleaning
machines a choice of compliance
options for meeting the requirements of
this rulemaking. Owners and operators
of affected solvent cleaning machines
can either implement a program using
low volatility solvents or they can
assure that the affected units meet
specific hardware requirements. Some
of the VOC control requirements in this
rulemaking are more stringent than the
control requirements in the Federal
Control Techniques Guidelines issued
in 1977. PADEP revised the solvent
cleaning operations control
requirements to enable the
Commonwealth to attain and maintain
the ozone NAAQS. Specifically, this SIP
revision includes requirements adopted
in the Federal Solvent Cleaning
NESHAP for cleaning operations
utilizing nonhazardous air pollutant
VOC solvents, as well as hazardous air
pollutant (HAP) VOC solvents. This will
discourage operators from converting to
non-HAP VOC solvents to avoid the
more stringent NESHAP requirements,
which could adversely affect air quality.
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A. Summary of Revised Solvent
Cleaning Regulations

Chapter 129. Standards For Sources—
Revisions to Section 129.63, VOC
Cleaning Operations

Except for machines subject to the
Federal Solvent Cleaning NESHAP
promulgated under 40 CFR part 63,
subpart T, the changes to section
129.63(a)—(c) and the addition of section
129.63(d) apply to cold cleaning
machines, batch vapor cleaning
machines, in-line vapor cleaning
machines, airless cleaning machines,
and airtight cleaning machines that use
solvents containing greater than 5
percent VOC content by weight to clean
metal parts. These revisions update
equipment requirements for these
solvent cleaning machines to make the
equipment requirements consistent with
current technology. These equipment
specifications are consistent with the
requirements of the Federal Solvent
Cleaning NESHAP. Section 129.63(e)
specifies volatility limits for solvents in
certain cleaning machines.

Section 129.63(a) Cold Cleaning
Machines

This section specifically applies to
cold cleaning machines except for those
subject to the Federal Solvent Cleaning
NESHAP. This section applies to cold
cleaning machines that use 2 gallons or
more of solvents containing greater than
5 percent VOC content by weight for the
cleaning of metal parts. The section
outlines the operating practices and
procedures that are to be followed when
operating a cold cleaning machine.

Section 129.63(b) Batch Vapor Cleaning
Machines

This section specifically applies to
batch vapor cleaning machines, except
for those subject to the Federal Solvent
Cleaning NESHAP. This section applies
to batch vapor cleaning machines that
use solvent containing greater that 5
percent VOC by weight for the cleaning
of metal parts. This section outlines
equipment requirements and additional
options required for batch vapor
cleaning machines with a solvent/air
interface area of 13 square feet or less,
and for batch vapor cleaning machines
with a solvent/air interface area of
greater than 13 square feet. The
operating procedures for batch vapor
cleaning machines are also outlined in
this section.

Section 129.63(c) In-line Vapor Cleaning
Machines

This section specifically applies to in-
line vapor cleaning machines except for
those subject to the Federal Solvent
Cleaning NESHAP. This section applies
to in-line vapor cleaning machines that
use solvent containing greater than 5
percent VOC by weight for the cleaning
of metal parts. This section outlines the
equipment requirements, the additional
devices or strategies required in
operation, and good operating
procedures for in-line vapor cleaning
machines.

Section 129.63(d) Airless Cleaning
Machines and Airtight Cleaning
Machines

This section specifically applies to
airless cleaning machines and airtight
cleaning machines except for those
subject to the Federal Solvent Cleaning
NESHAP. This section applies to airless
cleaning machines and airtight cleaning
machines that use solvent containing
greater than 5 percent VOC by weight
for the cleaning of metal parts. This
section outlines the operating and
equipment requirements for airless
cleaning machines and airtight cleaning
machines as well as the allowable
emission limits from each machine. The
operator of each machine shall
demonstrate that the emissions from
each machine, on a 3-month rolling
average, are equal to or less than the
allowable limit determined by the use of
the following equation:

EL = 330 (vol) 06
Where:

EL = the 3-month rolling average
monthly emission limit (kilograms/
month)

vol = the cleaning capacity of machine
(cubic meters)

Section 129.63(e) Alternative Provisions
for Solvent Cleaning Machines

This section describes the alternative
provisions for solvent cleaning
machines used to process metal parts
that use solvents containing greater than
5 percent VOC by weight. As an
alternative to complying with sections
(b)—(d), the operator of a solvent
cleaning machine may demonstrate
compliance with paragraph (1) or (2) of
section 129.63(e). The operator shall
maintain records sufficient to
demonstrate compliance. These records

shall include, at a minium, the quantity
of solvent added to and removed from
the machine and the dates of the
addition and removal. These records
shall be maintained for at least 2 years.

Section 129.63(e)(1) outlines the
requirements for solvent cleaning
machines if the solvent cleaning
machine has a solvent/air interface. In
this instance, the owner or operator is
required to maintain a log of solvent
additions and deletions for each solvent
cleaning machine, and to ensure that the
emissions from each solvent cleaning
machine are equal to or less than the
applicable emission limit presented in
Table 1.

TABLE 1.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SOL-
VENT CLEANING MACHINES WITH A
SOLVENT/AIR INTERFACE

3-month rolling
average month-
ly emission limit
Solvent cleaning machine
K i
month month
Batch vapor solvent clean-
ing machines ................. 150 30.7
Existing in-line solvent
cleaning machines ........ 153 31.3
In-line solvent cleaning
machines installed after
the effective date of the
regulation ..........cccoeeeene 99 20.2

Section 129.63(e)(2) specifies the
volatility limits if the solvent cleaning
machine is a batch vapor cleaning
machine and it does not have a solvent/
air interface. In that case, the owner or
operator is required to maintain a log of
solvent additions and deletions for each
machine and to ensure that the
emissions from each machine are equal
to or less than the appropriate limits as
described in paragraphs (3) and (4) of
this section.

Section 129.63(e)(3) specifies the
volatility limits for solvent cleaning
machines without a solvent/air interface
with a cleaning capacity that is less than
or equal to 2.95 cubic meters. The
emission limit for these machines is to
be determined using Table 2 or the
equation in paragraph (4) of section
129.63(e). If the table is used, and the
cleaning capacity of a cleaning machine
falls between two cleaning capacity
sizes, the lower of the two emission
limits applies.
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TABLE 2.—EMISSION LIMITS FOR SOLVENT CLEANING MACHINES WITHOUT A SOLVENT/AIR INTERFACE

’ﬁ_—month ’ﬁ_—month ’ﬁ_—month
rolling aver- Cleanin rolling aver- Cleanin rolling aver-
Cleaning capacity a%%ri'ggirgrr]lly cap_acit)g/] a%%ri'ggirgrr]lly cap_acit)g/] a%%ri'ggirgrr]lly

(cubic meters) limit (cubic me- limit (cubic me- limit

(kilograms/ ters) (kilograms/ ters) (kilograms/

month) month) month)
0 1.00 330 2.00 500
55 1.05 340 2.05 508
83 1.10 349 2.10 515
106 1.15 359 2.15 522
126 1.20 368 2.20 530
144 1.25 377 2.25 537
160 1.30 386 2.30 544
176 1.35 395 2.35 551
190 1.40 404 2.40 558
204 145 412 2.45 565
218 1.50 421 2.50 572
231 1.55 429 2.55 579
243 1.60 438 2.60 585
255 1.65 446 2.65 592
266 1.70 454 2.70 599
278 1.75 462 2.75 605
289 1.80 470 2.80 612
299 1.85 477 2.85 619
310 1.90 485 2.90 625
320 1.95 493 2.95 632

Section 129.63(e)(4) specifies
volatility limits for solvent cleaning
machines without a solvent/air interface
with a cleaning capacity that is greater
than 295 cubic meters. The emission
limit for these machines is to be
determined using the following
quotation:

EL =330 (vol)0-6

Where:

EL = the 3-month rolling average
monthly emission limit (kilograms/
month)

vol = the cleaning capacity of machine
(cubic meters)

This regulation also requires the
owner or operator of a batch vapor or in-
line solvent cleaning machine
complying with this subsection to
demonstrate compliance with the
applicable 3-month rolling average
monthly emission limit on a monthly
basis. If the applicable 3-month rolling
average emission limit is not met, an
exceedance will have occurred.
Exceedances shall be reported to the
Department within 30 days of the
determination of the exceedance.

B. Definitions

Chapter 121.1 General Provisions-
Additions, Revisions to Section 121.1,
Definitions

This SIP revision adds definitions and
revises certain existing definitions to
Chapter 121, General Provisions, section
121.1, Definitions for terms used in the
substantive provisions of Chapter 129,
Pennsylvania’s regulations which

contain VOC emission standards.
Additional definitions are provided for
the following: Airless cleaning system,
Airtight cleaning system, Batch vapor
cleaning machine, Carbon absorber,
Cold cleaning machine, Dwell, Dwell
time, Extreme cleaning service,
Freeboard refrigeration device, Idling
mode, Immersion cold cleaning
machine, In-line vapor cleaning
machine, Reduced room draft, Remote
reservoir cold cleaning machine,
Solvent/air interface, Solvent cleaning
machine, Solvent cleaning machine
automated parts handling system,
Solvent cleaning machine down time,
Solvent vapor zone, Superheated vapor
system, Vapor cleaning machine, Vapor
cleaning machine primary condenser,
Vapor pressure, Vapor up control
switch, and Working mode cover.

These amendments also include a
revision to the definition of “freeboard
ratio”’ to make it consistent with the
definition in the Federal Solvent
Cleaning NESHAP.

III. EPA’s Evaluation of Pennsylvania’s
Submittal

The February 13, 2002 SIP revision
submitted by the Commonwealth
revises the existing solvent cleaning
requirements as recommended by the
OTC in their model rule for solvent
cleaning operations to help attain and
maintain the one-hour ozone standard.
The new VOC regulations submitted by
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania as
a SIP revision on February 13, 2002,

related to solvent cleaning operations,
and the addition of definitions used in
the substantive sections of Chapter 129
strengthen Pennsylvania’s SIP by
providing enforceable emission control
measures that will reduce VOC
emissions from solvent cleaning
operations throughout the
Commonwealth.

These regulations implement one of
the VOC control strategies
recommended by the OTC to address
the emission reduction shortfall in
Pennsylvania’s attainment
demonstration. The emission reductions
that will result from this rulemaking are
a significant part of the
Commonwealth’s efforts to continue
toward attainment and maintenance of
the one-hour NAAQS for ozone
throughout the Commonwealth.

IV. Proposed Action

EPA is proposing to approve the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania SIP
revision for solvent cleaning operations,
which was submitted on February 13,
2002. EPA is also proposing to approve
the additions and revisions of
definitions used in the solvent cleaning
regulations. EPA is soliciting public
comments on the issues discussed in
this document or on other relevant
matters. These comments will be
considered before taking final action.
Interested parties may participate in the
Federal rulemaking procedure by
submitting written comments to the
EPA Regional office listed in the
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ADDRESSES section of this document. A
more detailed description of the state
submittal and EPA’s evaluation are
included in a Technical Support
Document (TSD) prepared in support of
this rulemaking action. A copy of the
TSD is available, upon request, from the
EPA Regional Office listed in the
ADDRESSES section of this document

V. Administrative Requirements

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR
51735, October 4, 1993), this proposed
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 proposes
to approve state law as meeting Federal
requirements and imposes no additional
requirements beyond those imposed by
state law. Accordingly, the
Administrator certifies that this
proposed rule 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 rule proposes to
approve pre-existing requirements
under state law and 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 proposed rule also
does 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), nor will
it 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), because it merely
proposes to approve a state rule
implementing a Federal standard, and
does not alter the relationship or the
distribution of power and
responsibilities established in the Clean
Air Act. This proposed rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (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 Clean Air
Act. 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 Clean Air Act. 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.

As required by section 3 of Executive
Order 12988 (61 FR 4729, February 7,
1996), in issuing this proposed rule,
EPA has taken the necessary steps to
eliminate drafting errors and ambiguity,
minimize potential litigation, and
provide a clear legal standard for
affected conduct. EPA has complied
with Executive Order 12630 (53 FR
8859, March 15, 1988) by examining the
takings implications of the rule in
accordance with the “Attorney
General’s Supplemental Guidelines for
the Evaluation of Risk and Avoidance of
Unanticipated Takings’ issued under the
executive order. This proposed rule to
revise Pennsylvania’s VOC control
requirements for solvent cleaning
operations does not impose an
information collection burden under the
provisions of the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Ozone, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

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

Dated: May 8, 2002.
Thomas C. Voltaggio,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 02—12144 Filed 5-14—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 1
[WT Docket No. 00-87; FCC 02-83]

Repetitious or Conflicting Applications

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: In this document the
Commission proposes to amend its rules
concerning repetitious or conflicting
applications. This proposal will
simplify and clarify the Commission’s

rules and promote the most efficient use
of the Commission’s resources.

DATES: Written comments on the
proposed are due on or before June 14,
2002 and reply comments are due on or
before July 1, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Commission’s Secretary,
Marlene H. Dortch, Office of the
Secretary, Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th St., SW.,
Washington, DC 20554. Filings can be
sent first class by the US Postal Service,
by an overnight courier or hand and
messenger-delivered. Hand and
message-delivered paper filings must be
delivered to 236 Massachusetts Avenue,
NE., Suite 110, Washington, DC 20002.
Overnight courier (other than U.S.
Postal Service Express Mail and Priority
Mail) must be sent to 9300 East
Hampton Drive, Capitol Heights, MD
20743.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.:
Genevieve Augustin, Esq.,
gaugusti@fcc.gov, Policy and Rules
Branch, Public Safety and Private
Wireless Division, Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau, (202) 418—
0680, or TTY (202) 418-7233.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Federal
Communications Commission’s Notice
of Proposed Rule Making, FCC 02-83,
adopted on March 14, 2002, and
released on March 20, 2002. The full
text of this document is available for
inspection and copying during normal
business hours in the FCC Reference
Center, Room CY-A257, 445 12th Street,
SW., Washington, DC 20554. The
complete text may be purchased from
the Commission’s copy contractor,
Qualex International, 445 12th Street,
SW., Room CY-B402, Washington, DC
20554. The full text may also be
downloaded at: www.fcc.gov.
Alternative formats are available to
persons with disabilities by contacting
Brian Millin at (202) 418-7426 or TTY
(202) 418-7365.

1. In this Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (“NPRM”), the Commission
proposes to amend § 1.937 of its Rules
to prohibit the filing of any repetitious
license application in the Wireless
Radio Services within twelve months of
the denial or dismissal with prejudice of
a substantially similar application. The
Commission’s Rules have long
prevented the filing of repetitious
license applications. As written,
however, § 1.937 can be interpreted as
permitting the filing of other repetitious
applications that are not specified in the
rule. In at least one instance, a licensee
has filed a repetitious application for
the same service less than twelve
months after the denial of his renewal
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