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address the issue of PSD increment
consumption, Virginia informed EPA on
November 9.1983 that the Portsmouth
Incinerator was emitting the same TSP
emissions rate at the time the baseline
was triggered in the Portsmouth area as
that which this variance request allows.
Therefore. this SIP revision only has to
address the ambient TSP standard but
not PSD increment consumption.

Conclusion
In view of the above evaluation, the

Administrator approves this variance to
Part IV, Rule EX-7, section4.71 of the
Commonwealth of Virginia State
Implementation Plan for the Portsmouth
Municipal IncInerator. In conjunction
with the Administrator's approval, 40
CFR 52.2420 (Identification of Plan) of
Subpart VV (Virginia} is revised to
incorporate these amendments.

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of section 3 of Executive
Order 12291.

Under section 307(b)(1J of the Clean
Air Act, judicial review of this action is
available only by the filing of a petition
for review in the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate circuit
within 60 days of today. Under section
307(b)(2} of the Clean Air Act, the
requirements which are the subject of
today's notice may not be challenged
later in civil or criminal proceedings
brought by EPA to enforce these
requirements.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 62
Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur

oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead.
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons. Intergovernmental
relations.

Authority=. 42 U.S.C. 7401-7642.
Dated: May 29.1984.

WllU-,n D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator.

Note.---Incorporation by reference of the
State Implementation Plan for the
Commonwealth ol•Virginia was approved by.
the Director of'the Federal Register on July 1.
1982.

PART 52mAPPROVAL AND
PROMULGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Part 52 of Title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows:

Subpart W--Virginia
In § 52.2420 Identification of Plan,

paragraph (c)(84) is added as follows:
§ 52.2420 Identification of plan.
t Q ¯ t

(c) The plan revision listed below was
submitted on the dates specified.

(84) A variance issued to the City of
PortsmOuth,exempting their Municipal
Incinei'ator from Rule EX-7, section 4.71
for particulate emissions until February
15,1985, submitted on May 6,1983 by
the Commonwealth of Virginia.
[FR Dec. 8�-14•Z Filed S-•-•4; &4S am]
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40 CFR Part 52

[A-3-FRL-2599-5; EPA Docket No.
AWO15DC and AWO16DC]

Approval of.a Revision of the District
of Columbia State implementation Plan

AGERC•. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: EPA is approving 1we
revisions to the District of Columbia
State Implementation Plan (SIP),
provided that no adverse comments are
received within 30 days of this notice.
The revisions being approved consist of
procedures for public notification of air
quality levels in the District and for
assuring that decision makers involved
in issuing and enforcing permits for
sources in the District represent the
public and disclose any potential
conflicts of interest in these matters.
EFFECTIVE DARE: This action will be
effective on July 31,1984 unless
notification is received by July 2,1984
that someone wishes to submit adverse
or critical comments.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the District's
revisions, along with associated support
materials, are available for public
inspection during normal business hours
at the followtn8 locations:
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

Region HI, Air l•ograms Branc.h
(3AM10), Curtis Building, 6th &
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA"
19=-06

Office of Environmental Standards &
Compliance, D,C. Department of
Environmental Services, 5010
Overlook Avenue SW., Washington,
DC 20032--5397

Public Information Reference Unit, EPA
Library, Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20480

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100
L Street NW.,.Room 8401,
Washington. DC Z0408.
All comments submitted on or before

July 2.1984 will be considered and
should be submitted to Mr. James E.
Sydnor at the EPA Region llI address

I

stated above. Please reference iho EPA
docket numbers found in the heading of
this notice in any correspondence.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Danial Ryan at the EPA Region Ill
address above, or at (Z15] 597-4kq55.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 0n
December 6, •.83, Mayor Marion Barry
submitted a request for a revision to the
District of Columbia State
Implementation Plan {SIP). This revision
consisted of procedures for publication
of air quality, as required under section
127(a) of the Clean Air Act. The
District's procedures for public
notification are contained in a document
dated September 1983 entitled "Revision
to the Implementation Plan for the
District of Columbia for Public
Notification of Air Quality.

The District's procedures Include
provisions for daily and annual
reporting. The daily reporting,
coordinated by the Metropolitan
Washington Council of Governments,
consists of the Pollutant Standards
Index (PSI] reports in the news media
(newspaper and 'IV], and recorded
messages from several sources.

The area covered by the PSI reporting .

encompasses the entire District of
Columbia. The public is advised of
health hazards associated •ylth different
air pollution levels by using standard
index ranges in the PSI system.

The annual report, prepared by the
D.C. Department of Environmental
Services, lists all exceedances of the
primary National Ambient Air Quultty
Standards, and indicates the area which
each exceedance affects. The annual
report includes a description of the
health effects associated with elevated
levels of air pollution.

The District also presented an
extensive description of the procedure•
used to assure adequate publlc
awareness and involvement, as well as
procedures for public notification and
follow-up for hearings concerning air
quality plans and/or transportation
measures.

On December 5,1983, Mayor Barry
submitted a request for approval of a
revision to the D.C. SIP for procedures to
implement Section 128 of the Act. This
revision consists of various existing
sections of the D.C. Code and other
applicable regulations. These
regulations ensure that: [1) The majority
of the authorities who act on permits
and enforce orders under the Act
represent the public interest and do not
derive any significant portion of their
income from persons subject to these
permits and orders, and {2) that any
potential conflicts of interest of these
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authorities is adequately disclosed. The
District has submitted extensive
documentation of the requirements
which are intended to satisfy section 128

¯ of the Clean Air Act.
The District has submitted

information indicating that public
hearines were held with proper
notification and documentation for both
of these SIP revisions. In addition, ell
other requirements for SIP revisions
have been reel

EPA Action
EPA has reviewed the information

submitted by the District and is
approving these SIP revisions for Public
Notification (section 127) and Conflict of
Interest (section 128}.

The p•dm|n|strator's decision toappro•,e the proposed revision was
based on a determination that the
amendments meet the requirements of
section 110[a}(Z} of the Clean Air Act
and 40 CFR Part 51, Requirements for
Preparation. Adoption and Submittal of
State Implementation Plans.
The public should be advised that this

action will be effective 60 days from the
date of this Federal U•e•ler notice.
However, if notice is received within 30
days that someone wishes to submit
adverse or critical comments, this action
will be withdrawn and subsequent
notices will be published before the
ei:fective date. One notice v,,iIl withdraw
the final action and the other will be•
a new rnlemaki• by announcing a
proposal of the action and establishing a
comment period.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a reealation is
'•Major" and therefore subject to the
requirement of a Reeulatory Impact
Analysis. This reguiation is not major
because this action only approves State
actions and imposes no new
requirements.

The alice of Management and Budget
has exemptzd this rule from the
requirements of section 3 ofExecutive
Order 3[•.

Pursuant to the provisions of5 U.S.C.
605[b], the Administrator has certified
that SIP approvals under sections 110
and 172 of the Clean Air Act v,•U not
have a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities. See
4o FR 8709 (Jan. •,i•).

Under section 307(b•(1} of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by (60 days from
today). This action maynot be
challenged later in proceealn•s to
enforce its requirements. (See 307(b}[2}).

List of Subjects in 40 CPR Part
Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur

oxides, Nitrogen diozide,
Intergovemmentol relations, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide,
Hydrocarbons.

Authofi•: 42 U.S.C. 7e.01-•'C47..
Dated: May 29.19•.

Willlnm D. Recl'•Ishnus,
Administrator.

Nete.--Incerpomllon by r•fcrcnce ei •e
State Implementation Plan for the District of
Columbia was approved by the. Dkector of
the Federal R•gi;ter on July 1.1.o.92.

PART 52--[Af•ENDED]

Part 52 of Chapter I. Title •9 uf the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as foUows:

Section 52-370 Is amended by addia•
paragraphs 1c}123) and 1c}[24) as follows:

S,Jbpart J--Ol•trict of Columt:!'•

§ 52.470 ldenUfl=;t•en of p•m
¯ ,l• ¯ ¯ i

O]
v,, ,I ¯

(2.3} Revision for Public Notification of
Air Quality, submitted on Dace.tuber 5,
1883.

(24} Revfsion for Conflict of Interest
procedures, submitted on December O,
1933.
t *t t Q o

[Fit Dec. •.•-i•:'• 31 •2c• .T•"! -,7,:: C..L• �.•]
eil,k•l.*• CODZ C==3.-.%'.43

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA Action •0 1•1; AI•-FRL-255•-3]

Approval and Promulgat!on o•
Implementation Pian• r.1l•.ouri
Ae.'='•CV: Environmental l•.'0lection
A,•ency t'EPA).
•,•nON: Final rulemaldng.

SUMr.•ARV-" This notice takes final action
to approve a minor revisiou to the
Missouri State implementation Plan
(SIP}. On March 23, lo•33, the •fl•soud
Air Conservation Cornmis:iu•, {=%fACC)
granted a variance from the Mi;•.ouri
process we|ght r•gulafion to the St. ]o•
Minerals Co•omtion, P• •id• Iron
Ore Company loc•led in Washin3ton
County near Sullivan, •ssouri.'I•m
variance vail allow the fact]i%, to
continue operatin-o in excess of the
Missouri particulate reo-ehtlon v:hile it
tests, evaluates, and install• new control
equipment on each el'its •-'e fume�c3.
This SIP revision would n•t cau:;e or
contribute to vinlations o• the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards
[NAAQS}.

nAlr• This action is effective July 2,
1984.
ADDRESSF.S= The State submittal is
available for inspection during normal
business hours et the followin•
locations:
Environmental Protection Agent3; 324

East 11th Street, Kansas City,
h•ssouri 6•10•

Environmental Protection Agency,
P•blio Information Reference Unit.
Room •., 401 M Street SW.,
Washington. D.C. 2846o

Missouri Department ofNatural
Re.sources. 1101 Rear Southwest
Boulevard. Jefferson City, l•s•ouri
65101

Office of the Federal Re•ster, 11•0 L
StreetNW. Rm. 8.,10"I, Washin;tan,
D.C.

Lorry A. Had{er at (816) 374.-3791 or
758-3791.
su•vz.J•.•rr•rzv i•won:.•'no.'•. On
March 23,1983, after prop• notice and
public hearing, the •,LACC granted a
variance to the SL Joe M•uerals
Corporation for its Pea Ridge Iron era
facility located in Washin•Iton County
near Sullivan, Missouri. The variance
allows the facility to emit in excess of
Missouri Rule 10 CSR 10-3.0•,
"Restriction ofEmissions of PaurticuIate
Matter from Indus•al I•'ecasses." Tiffs
variance was submitted to EPA as a
revision to the Missouri SIP on July 1,
1983.

EPA reviewed the Slates submittsd
and published a proposal to approve
this vadance on February 2,19•I (49 FR
4113). The public comment period endsd
on March 5,19•. No public comments
v'ere received.

This variance constitutes a revision to
a variance issued to the plant on April
22,1981, and approved by EPA on
October 28,193"1, at 46 FR 531d1. F'mai
compliance vAth State regulation 10 CSR
10-3.050 wa• required by July 1,19°o3.
The agov'able emission rate durin• the
term of the variance was llm•ted to that
rate which e:•sted on November 11,
19,'V. The plant is located in an area
v.'hich is designated att•i,ment for
primary and secondary pa.•.{culate
NAAQS. Dispersion modeILoo-
demonstrated that the NAA.QS would
not be violated as a re•lt of the
emission rate spec•Bed in this vaffance.
The net.: ,.':•J0•r•ce requires that thz
emission rate sbali not exceed that
which was specified in the valance
already approved by EPA. Therefore,
the NAAQS will not be •AnI•ted as a
result or" the new variance.

The compliance schedule in the ne;'/

variance calls for f'mal compliance by


