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requires the broker-dealer to disclose
upon a customer’s written request, the
broker-dealer makes the information
available to the customer; and

(ii) Broker-dealers are not required to
comply with paragraph (e)(1)(iv) of this
section until June 1, 2003.

* * * * *

3. Section 240.11d2-1 is added to
read as follows:

§240.11d2-1 Exemption from Section
11(d)(2) for certain broker-dealers effecting
transactions for customers security futures
products in futures accounts.

A broker or dealer registered pursuant
to section 15(b)(1) of the Act (15 U.S.C.
780(b)(1)) that is also a futures
commission merchant registered
pursuant to section 4f(a)(1) of the
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U.S.C.
6f(a)(1)), to the extent that it effects
transactions for customers in security
futures products in a futures account (as
that term is defined in § 240.15¢3—
3(a)(15)), is exempt from section
11(d)(2) of the Act (15 U.S.C. 78k(d)(2)).

By the Commission.

Dated: May 31, 2002.
Jill M. Peterson,
Assistant Secretary.

Appendix A

Note: Appendix A to the Preamble will not
appear in the Code of Federal Regulations.

Regulatory Flexibility Act Certification

I, Harvey L. Pitt, Chairman of the Securities
and Exchange Commission (the
“Commission”), based on the representations
of the Division of Market Regulation
provided to me, and the analysis of the Office
of Economic Analysis and the Office of the
General Counsel provided to me, hereby
certify, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), that the
proposed amendments to Rule 10b—10 and
proposed new Rule 11d2—1 would not, if
adopted, have a significant economic impact
on a substantial number of small entities.

Dated: May 31, 2002.
Harvey L. Pitt,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 02—14294 Filed 6-7—-02; 8:45 am]
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Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, Great Basin
Unified Air Pollution Control District
and South Coast Air Quality
Management District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Great Basin Unified Air
Pollution Control District (GBUAPCD)
portion and the South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) portion
of the California State Implementation
Plan (SIP). These revisions concern the
emission of particulate matter (PM-10)
from GBAPCD open burning/open
detonation (OB/OD) of propellants,
explosives, and pyrotechnics (PEP);
from SCAQMD storage, handling, and
transport of coke, coal, and sulfur; and
from SCAQMD paved and unpaved
roads and livestock operations. We are
proposing to approve local rules that
regulate these emission sources under
the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990
(CAA or the Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal

must arrive by July 10, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy

Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR—

4), U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne

Street, San Francisco, CA 94105.

You can inspect copies of the
submitted rule revisions and EPA’s
technical support documents (TSDs) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted rule revisions and
TSDs at the following locations:
Environmental Protection Agency, Air

Docket (6102), Ariel Rios Building,

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,

Washington DC 20460.

California Air Resources Board,
Stationary Source Division, Rule
Evaluation Section, 1001 “I”” Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814.

Great Basin Unified Air Pollution
Control District, 157 Short Street,
Bishop, CA 93514.

South Coast Air Quality Management
District, 21865 East Copley Drive,
Diamond Bar, CA 91765.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Al

Petersen, Rulemaking Office (AIR—4),

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region IX; (415) 947—4118.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This

proposal addresses the approval of local

GBUAPCD Rule 432 and SCAQMD
Rules 1158 and 1186. 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 this
SIP revision is 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. 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.

Dated: May 9, 2002.
Alexis Strauss,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 02—14208 Filed 6-7—-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P
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Approval of an Air Quality
Implementation Plan Revision; South
Dakota; Rapid City Street Sanding
Regulations To Protect the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for
PM-10

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

SUMMARY: EPA is taking direct final
action to approve a State
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision
submitted by the State of South Dakota
for the purpose of establishing street
sanding, deicing and maintenance rules
for Rapid City, South Dakota. In the
“Rules and Regulations” section of this
Federal Register, EPA is approving the
State’s SIP revision as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
SIP revision and anticipates no adverse
comments. A detailed rationale for the
approval is set forth in the preamble to
the direct final rule. If EPA receives no
adverse comments, EPA will not take
further action on this proposed rule. If
EPA receives adverse comments, EPA
will withdraw the direct final rule and
it will not take effect. EPA will address
all public comments in a subsequent
final rule based on this proposed rule.
EPA will not institute a second
comment period on this action. Any
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parties interested in commenting must
do so at this time. Please note that if
EPA receives adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
EPA may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing on or before July 10, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Written comments may be
mailed to Richard R. Long, Director, Air
and Radiation Program, Mailcode 8P—
AR, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), Region VIII, 999 18th Street,
Suite 300, Denver, Colorado, 80202.
Copies of the documents relevant to this
action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air and Radiation Program,
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VIII, 999 18th Street, Suite 300,
Denver, Colorado, 80202. Copies of the
State documents relevant to this action
are available for public inspection at the
South Dakota Department of
Environmental and Natural Resources,
Air Quality Program, Joe Foss Building,
523 East Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota
57501.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Komp, EPA, Region VIII, (303)
312—-6022.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the Direct Final
action of the same title which is located
in the Rules and Regulations section of
this Federal Register.

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

Dated: May 13, 2002.
Robert E. Roberts,
Regional Administrator, Region VIII.
[FR Doc. 02-14367 Filed 6—-7—-02; 8:45 am)|]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA255-0333; FRL-7228-1]
Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, San Joaquin

Valley Unified Air Pollution Control
District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the San Joaquin Valley
Unified Air Pollution Control District
(SJVUAPCD) portion of the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern visible emissions (VE)
from many different sources of air
pollution. We are proposing to approve
a local rule to regulate these emission
sources under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act). We
are taking comments on this proposal
and plan to follow with a final action.
DATE: Any comments must arrive by
July 10, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR-
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.
You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s

TABLE 1.—SUBMITTED RULES

technical support document (TSD) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted SIP revisions at the
following locations:

California Air Resources Board,
Stationary Source Division, Rule
Evaluation Section, 1001 “I”” Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814; and,

San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District, 1990 East
Gettysburg Street, Fresno, CA 93726.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerald S. Wamsley, Rulemaking Office
(AIR—4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, (415) 947-4111.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document, “we,” “us”
and ‘“‘our” refer to EPA.
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I. The State’s Submittal
A. What Rule Did the State Submit?

Table 1 lists the rule addressed by this
proposal with the dates that it was
adopted by SJVUAPCD and submitted
by the California Air Resources Board
(CARB).

Local agency Rule No.

Rule title

Adopted Submitted

SIVUAPCD ....... 4101

Visible Emissions

11/15/01 12/06/01

On January 22, 2002, EPA found Rule
4101 met the completeness criteria in 40
CFR part 51 appendix V. These criteria
must be met before formal EPA review
may begin.

B. Are There Other Versions of This
Rule?

EPA has received two prior versions
of Rule 4101. SJVUAPCD adopted the
first version on December 17, 1992 and
CARB submitted this rule to EPA on
September 28, 1994. SJVUAPCD
adopted the second version on June 21,
2001 and CARB submitted the rule on
October 30, 2001. EPA has not acted on
these versions of the rule. While we can

act on only the most recently submitted
version listed in Table 1, we have
reviewed materials provided with these
previous submittals.

C. What Is the Purpose of the Submitted
Rule?

Rule 4101 limits the emissions of
visible air contaminants of any type;
usually, but not always particulate
matter from combustion sources and
industrial sites. Specifically, the rule
prohibits emissions beyond a defined
opacity standard. Administratively,
Rule 4101 replaces the individual
county-level visible emissions rules
now in the SIP. The TSD has more

information about Rule 4101 and the
county-level rules it replaces.

II. EPA’s Evaluation and Action
A. How Is EPA Evaluating the Rule?

Generally, SIP rules must be
enforceable (see section 110(a) of the
Act), must meet Reasonably Available
Control Measure (RACM) requirements
for nonattainment areas (see section
189), and must not relax existing
requirements (see sections 110 (1) and
193). The SJVUAPCD regulates a PM
nonattainment area (see 40 CFR part 81),
so Rule 4101 must fulfill RACM.
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