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action wfl] not have a s•niflcant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
enUties. Thss action, ifpmmu/sated,
constitutes a SIP approval under SecUons 110
and 17Z of the Clean Air Act and only
approves State actions. It imposes no new
regulatory burden on anyone.
(4Z U•.C. 74m-TO4Z)

Dated: August 11,1981.

Greene A. Jones,
Actir•ResmnolAdmmzstrotor.

IFR Do=. st.-=84ee Filed e-o-st: 8:45 =urn)

BILLING CODE 6SSO-38-M

40 CFR Parts 62 and 62

[A-3-FRL.-1922-4]

Propbsed Revisions of Delaware Air
Quality Plans

AGENCY: Enwronmantal Protection
Agency.
At'nON: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The State of Delaware has
submitted changes to its approved Part
D (Clean Air Act) State Implementation
Plan consssting of amendments to its
volatile or•amc compounds (VOC)
regalations for stationary sources, and a
request for a delay m the final
zrnplementation date for the State's
inspection and maintenance (I/M)
program. The State has also submitted a
State Implementation Plan for lead (t'b)
and a Section 111(d) (Clean Air Act)
plan for sulfuric amd mint. EPA proposes
to approve all of the above-mentioned
submittals. !

DATE: Comments must be submitted on
or before October 13,1981.
ADDRESS: Copies of the material
submitted by the State:of Delaware are
available for public inspection dunng
normal business hours at the following
locations:
U.S. Enwronmental Protection Agency,

Regson HI, Curtis Building, Tenth
Floor, Sixth and Walnut Streets,
Philadelpina, PA 19106.

Delaware Department of Natural
Resources and Envn'onmental Control,
Pro" ]•esources Section. Tatnan
Building. Capitol Complex, Dover. DE
19901. A'rTN: Mr. Robert R. French.

Public Information Reference Unit,-EPA
Library, U.S. Env•onmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW,
Washington, D.C. 20460.
All comments should be submitted to:

Mr. Henry J. Sokolowsk•, P.E., Clnef,
DE-MD-DC Metro Section, U.S...
Environmental Protection Agency,
Regmn III, Curtis Building, Sixth and
Walnut Sheets, Philadelpina, PA 19026,
ATTN: Revmmns to Delaware's Air
Quality Plans.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.

Mr. Harold A. Frankford st the above
address. Phone: 215/597-8392.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Intredu•ion

On December •, 1980 and December
•, 1980, the State of Delaware
submitted rewmons to its Part D [Clean
Air Act) nonattamment plan. It also
submitted •nplementation plans for lead
and sulhmc amd east. The submittals
are s.mmarszed below.
PART 52--APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS
40 CFR Part b•

On December 23, 3880 and December
29, 3980 the State submitted the
following items:

1. Amendments to t•egulationsIand
-'XXIVper•mzr•g to control ofvolatile
oqgamc compounds (VOC) emzsmons,
For States with ozone [as)
nonattamment areas, EPA has stated
that the nnmmum acceptable level of O=
control includes RACT reqmmments for
sources of VOC eansmons for winch
EPA has published a Control
Tenhmques GmdeHne Document (CTG}
by January 1978 and additional
reasonably available Gontrol technolo•,
(RACT) reqture•ents on an annual
basra for VOC sources covered by CTGs
published by January of the precedi•
year. {See 44 FR 20372 [April 4,1979] as
supplemented at 44 FR 88583 0u]y 2,
1979]; 44 FR 50871 [August 28,1979; 44
FR 53763 [September 17,1979]; and 44
FR 67182 (November23,1979]J
Adoption and submittal of additional
RACTxeg•lations for sources covered
by CTGs published between January
1978 and January 1979 (Group II CTGs)
were due July 1,1980 (44 Fit 5•t,
August 28,19•]. However, because
State regulatory processes took longer
than antimpated, but m most cases good
faith efforts were bern8 made to adopt
the necessary regulations, EPA revised
the July 1.1980 deadline to January 1,
1981 [45 FR 78121, November 25. 3980).

EPA published the CTGs m order to
assist the States m deter•mm• RACT,
The CTGs provide reformation on
available air pollution control
techmques and provide
recommendations on what EPA calls the
"presumptive norm" for PACT. Group H
CTGs cover t•e following source
categories:

--Factory Surface Coating of
Flatwood Parieling.

IPetro]eum Refinery Fagitive
Emlsmons (Leaks}.

---Pharmaceutical Manufacture.
--Rubber Tire Manufacture.

--Surface Coating of Miscellaneous
Metal Parts and Products.

--Graphic Ads (Printing).
--Dry Cleaning Perohloroethylene.
--Gasoline Tank Trucks, Leak

Prevention,
---Petroleum Liquid Storage, Floating

Roof Tanks.
On December 23, 1980, Delaware

submitted to EPA revisions to the SIP
consmttng of regulations for all of the
above.mentioned categories except
factory surface coating of flalwood
paneling, pharmaceutical manufactur•
and rubber tire manufacture. On January
8,1991, the State certified that to the
best of its knowledge, there are no
sources located in New Castle County
that are currently engaged in these three
operations.

The regulations as submitted appear
to be approvable. However Section 8.1
B.4 of Delaware's SIP provides an
exemption from the secondary seal
requirement for external floating roof
storage tanks, ff the tank is used only for
the storage of crude oil. Testimony
concenung tins provmion was provided
by Gett• Refimr• sad Marketing
Company at Delaware's June 19,1980
public heanng. The testimony indicated
that the average vapor pressure of nil
erodes stored by Getty is less than the
vapor pressure cutoff limit provided in
the repletions. However, Getty has also
testified that there exists the possibility
of an infrequent shipment of crude
winch will exceed this cutoff limit, If the
crude oil exemption in 8.1 B.4 wore not
prowded, eleven of Getty's crude oil
storage tanks would have to be
eqmpped with secondary seals to ensure
compliance for thin infrequent
occurrence. The cost, according to the
testimony, may be substantial in
companson to the reduction achieved.
The State ofDelaware is not satisfied
that the subject of controlling VOC
ermsmons from crude oil storage tanks
has been exmmned sufficiently and it
intends to request consideration of this
subject m •reater detail. It is EPA s
understanding that Delaware will make
its f'mdings available to EPA. In the
interim, Delaware has exempted crude
oil storage tanks from the secondary
seal reqmrement,

EPA zs proposing approval of 8.1 B.4
at tins time, however EPA is soliciting
comments on this exemption.

2.A request to delay the final date for
amplementoHon of the State's ¯

mandatory mspectlon/mmntenunce
(l/M)program tn New Castle County.
The final implementation date is
currently scheduled to be January 1,
1982, but the State has requested a
seven-month delay of this date so that it
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can purchase and mstaU ennsslon
testing eqmpment winch Is able to
record and store data needed to monitor
the effectiveness of the State's I/M
program. The revised schedule was
based on Delaware's projections that
the fiscal year 1981 0uly, 1981-June,
19B2| State budget would be passed by
June 30.1981 and mclude suffimant I/M
fondin• and that eqmpment proccrement
lead time would reqmre one year based
on reformation supplied by eqmpment
manufacturers. The State has also
reformed EPA that it will use the
MOBH.E II model to calculate pollutant
ennssions of motor vehicles, but will not
rely on any ennsmon reduction credits
for mechamce training.

The State prowded certti]catton that a
public heasm8 with respect to the VOC
regulations and the unplementatinn plan
for lead was held on June 19,1980, and
that a pubQc hearm8 with respect to the
delay for implementing and mandatory
I/M program m New Castle County was
held on October 31.1980.

At the time of the submltt•l, the I/M
nnplementation schedule contained
reasonable increments of progress to
ensure that Delaware would fully
tmplementits I/M program by August 1,
1982. However, the State legtslatura
failed to pro,4de I/M funding m the
Flscal"/'ear 1982 State budse[ to
purchase test eqmpment and hue
additional personnel to conduct I/M
testing. This funding problem has
prevented the State from begmn• the
equlpmenLprocurament process by
August 1,1981, as scheduled. The State
is currently seekm8 alternative funding
to meet its commitment. EPA believes
that the State can fully unplement its I[
M program by August 1.1982 provzded
that the State can secure the alternative
fundin8 and initiate the eqmpment
procurement process by October 1,198"1.
It is EPA's understanding that the State
will revise its Implementation schedule
to reflect the cb•n.Qes m mternn dates
caused by the fundin• difficulty.
Therefore, EPA proposes to approve the
I/M schedule submitted by the State on
December 29, 1980 on the condition that
the State, prior to final rulemakn•,
prowde assurances that adequate
funding zs available to zmplement the I/
M program by the August 1.1982'
deadline.

& A State Implementation Pl•n (SIPJ
[oF laud. Tins plan was submitted
pursuant to the reqmrements of.•ubpart
E of40 CFR Part 51.§§ 51.80 through
51.88), promulgated by EPA on October
5,1978, 43 FR. 48270. The State
submitted aw quality data showm8 that
national ambzent mr quality standards
{NAAQS} for lead (1.5 ug/m•, averaged

over a calendar quarter] was violated
one time in New Castle County since
January 1,1974. No violations were
recorded in either Kent.or Sussex
County. Since 1977, the State claims that
no wolattous of the lead standard have
been recorded m any area of the State.
The SIP submitted by the State,
therefore, addresses the maintenance of
the lead.standard, and concludes that'
lead concentrations in the atmosphere
throoshout the State will not increase.
Tins conclusion rests on the
assumptions that mobile source
emiss,ons wtlI be controlled through the
Federal motor veh,cle control program
and that no new vmlations of the lead
standard have been recorded m any
area of the State. The SIP submitted by
the State. therefore, addresses the
maintenance of the lead standard, and
concludes that lead concentrations m

tabulations to include an ennssmn
limitation of0.5 lb/ton ofacid produced
which corresponds to the euass,on

•ldeline for these sources m 4O C•
80.33[a|. The State has determined that
the Allied Chenncal Company's s•unc
acld,-,st plant is the only desq•nated
facility subject to the sulfuric acfd nnst
standard in Regulation IX. The State has
also determined that Allied Chenncal is

meeting the emission I|m;tation as
determined byHPA Test Method 8. The
State prowded certification that public
heanngs were held on Qctober 31,1980
in accordance with the req•ents of
40 Clql 6023.

This Section 1Ll(d) plan supplements
an earlier incomplete versmn submitted
by Delaware on October 5,19"/8, and
now contents all of the necessary
elements requ•ed by 40•Part 60.

the atmosphere throughout the State will '• Therefore, EPA proposes to approve the
not increase. Tins conclusion rests on .plan.
the assumptions that mobile source
emismous will be controlled through the
Federal motor velucle control program
and that no new s•nlficunt point
sources of lead will be constructed. The
SIP atso includes a reqmrement for a
review ofnew and modified major
sources of lead. EPA has rewewed the
State subanss,on and zs proposing to
approve the plan as submitted.
PART 62--APPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF STATE PLANS
FOR DESIGNATED FACILITIES AND
POLLUTANTS
40 CFR P•t 62

Pursuant to SecUon 111(d} of the
Clean ALr Act, as amended, EPA
promulgated regulations, at 40 CFR Part

¯ 60, winch require States to submit plans
8overnm8 control of emlssmus of
"deszgnated pollutants" from
"designated'facilities." Section 111(d•
requires control of emstin8 sources for
certain pollutants, other than crilena
pollutants, whenever standards of
performance have been established
under section 111(d) for those pollutants
from new sources of the same type. In
the case of the sulfunc acid plant
emlssmus, final guideline documents
speclf•nng ennssmn g,-delinss and time
for compliance were published In
September 1977 for Control of Sulfuric
Acid Mist Emissions (EPA--450/2--77-
0191. State plans for the control of
sulfuric acid plants were required by
October 31,1978.o

On December 29,1980, Delaware
submitted to EPA Rag,on HI a plan to
control sulfuric acid mist from existing
sources, under section 111(d) of the
Clean An" AcL The State has amended
Regulation IX of its aar pollution control

Submittal or Publlc Comments

The public is invited to submit
comments on whether the lead SIP, the
sul•nc ac2d anst control plan, the
revised I/M schedule, and the control
measures for stationary sources ofVOC
should be approved by the
Admi!Istrator. All comments should be
submittectby October 13.1981.

.Under Executive Order ••rA. EPA
must judge whether a resnlation zs
"Major" and therefore subject to the
reqm•ement of a Re•atory Impact
Analys•s. Th•s re&halation is not major
because tins action, ffpromulgated, only
approves State actions end anposes no
new requn•nunts.

Thzs regulation was submitted to the
Office ofManagement and Budget for
review as requn'ed by Executive Order
1229"1.

Pursuant to the prov•s,ons of5 U.S.C.
605{b) the Admunstrator has certi•ed
that SIP approvals under sections 110
and 172 of the Clean AwAct will not
have a s•nLl•cant economic nnpact on a
substantial number of small entities. See
40 PR 8709 {January 27,198"1}. Thzs
action. Ifpromulgated, constitutes a SIP
approval under Sections 1IO and ly2

witlnn the terms of the January 2?
cer•"lcation. Tins action only approves
State actions. It anposes no new
requirements.
(42 u.s.C. 740•-.84z)

Dated: July 9,1981.

Alvin. F. Morns,
ActingRegxonulAdmmzstrotor.
JUt O•.. •l-,•4m•t,d o-O-4n: a:4s ami


