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Control Commission. The amendments
to Rule 283 exempt eqmpment used for
hydraulic or hydrostatic testi• from the
requzrements for an operaU,u8 permiL

The amendments to Rule 610 conmst
ofrevzmons to Table 62 of the rule. Thzs
table lists m,mmum coating transfer
effimenc•ee for several em]sslon

limitations for automobile and lJSht duty
truck coating operations. The specific
changes m Table 62 were listed m the

. May 26,1981 Federal Register and are
not repeated here. EPA proposed to
aI•prove the amendments to Rules 283
and 610 m the May 26,1981 Federal
Regmter. At that time, EPA prowded a
thn-ty day period, until June 25,1981,
dunng winch interested individuals
were asked to comment on EPA's
proposed approval of amended Rules
283 and 610. No public comments were
recezved. EPA, therefore, finally
•pproves• as part of the/vije)•1£an SIP,
amended rules 283 and 610.

Pursuant to the prow•xons of 5 U.S.C.
section 605(b], I hereby certify that the
attached Rules ,will not, if promulgated,
have a s1£niFicdnt econoanc unpact on a
substantial number of small entities. The
attached actions merely approve actions
already approved by the'State of
Mir.h•an. and O•o.

Under Executive Order 12291 (Order}
EPA must judae whether a regndation is
"major"-and, therefore, subject to the
reqmrements of a regulatory impact
analyms. Today's actions do not
constitute maior regul•tious since they
merely approve actions .winch were
developed and approved by the States
of Mich•an a•d Oino. Tins rulemalang
was submitted to the,Office of
Management and Budget {OMB) for
rewew as reqmred by the Order.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act,
judicaa] revmw of tins action is available
only by the Rlin .o of a petition for rewew
m the United.States Court of Appeals
for the approprmte cu'cuit by (60 days
from the date of application).

Under Section 307(b)[2) of the Act, t•e
requirements winch are the subject of
today's actions may not be challenged
later m cavil or crmamal.proceedings
brought to EPA to enforce these
requLrements.

Nole,----Incorporatlon by reference of the
Ohio and Miclugan SIP was approved by the
Director of the Federal Reglster on July I,
1981.
(Sections 110 and 172 of the Act]

Dated: August•8,1981.

Anne M. Gorsuch,
Admmtstrotor.

PART 52--APPROVAL AND
PROMOLGATION OF
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

l

Subpart KK--OhIo

Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, Chapter 1 Part 52 Is
amended as follows:

(1) Section 52.1870[c) is amended by
adding subparagraph {30) to read as
follows:

§ 52.1870 IdenUflcaOon of plan.
tk 9r t t ¯

• t t t

(80) On February 18,1981, the State of
Oino committed itself to submit by
December 31,1981, the corrective
matenals for the Middletown, Ohlo total
suspended particulate plan.

(2) In § 52.18"75 footnote e to the teb|e
Is re,need to read as follows:

§ 52.1875 Attaklment for national
standards.
¯r t ¯ ¯ t

e. For Cuyahoga County the
attainment date m to be acineved by
December 31,1997.

lm • tk 4e

(3) Section 52.1880 is amended by
re•su• paragraph (d)(1) to read as
follows:

§ 52.1880 ConWol strategy:. Particulate
matter.
t t •r ¯

(•***
(1) For the Middletown, Ohio primaW

nonattamment area. Rule 08 of Chapter
3745-17 of the Oino Admtmstrative
Code provided the State submits by
December 31,1981 the individual
enforceable control programs required
by Rule 08 for each of the fugitive
ennsmon sources, located m the pnmary
nonatenmment area.

Subpart KX--Mlchlg.an

Tide 40 of the Code of Federal
'Regulations, Chapter 1 Part 62 ts
amended as follows:

(1) In § 52.1170{c) subparagraph (39] is
added:

§ 52.1170 Iden0flcation of plan.

C) ¯ ¯ ¯

{39) On July 28,1980. the State of
Mjeh•un submitted to EPA, as rewslons
to the Micingan SIP, amendments to
Rules 283 and 610 of the Micingan Air
Pollution Control CoramJssmn.
11• Doc. en-zsz•led •-z•'-eu e•'• •ml
BII.I.I•t• CODE

40 CFR Part 52

[A-3.-FRL 1911-4]

Approval and Promulgation of
lmplementaHon l:qan,• Approval of
Revtslon of the Pennsylvania State
lmpleme•tatJon Plan

AO•a• CY:. Env•nmentai Protection
,Kgency.
aCTION: Find rule.
st•M•mv: On January 28,1981 [46 FR
9128) EPA proposed approval of a
revmmn to the Penusylvama State
Implementation Plan (SIP) which sets
forth a plan winch will assure
attainment nf the National Ambzent Air
Quallty Standards (NAAQS) for su]•
diomde (SO•) m those portions of
Armstrong County, Peansytvama winch
were demgnatsd as SO• •onattmnment
areas. Today, EPA •s •n-oancmg final
approval of tins revzsmn to the
Peansylvama SIP.
m•'ec'a• OATS: September 28, •98L
•o• Cop•es of the matenals
submitted by the Commonwealth of
Peansylvama and comments received on
these materials may be examined during
normal business hours at:
US. Enva'onmental l•.'otection Agency,

A•r Meclia and Energy Branch. Curtis
Building, 6th & Walnut Sheets,
Philedelpine, PA 19106; ATI'N: F,d
Shoener

Department nf £nvL•nmental
Resources, Bureau ofA• Quality
Control. Fulton Bank Building, Th•'d
and Locust Streets, Hamsburg. PA
17128: ATTN: Gary L. Tnplett

Public Information Reference Unit,
Room 2922, EPA Library, U.S.
Envzronmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street. S.W, Watermde Mall.
Was•m2ton, D.C. 20460

Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L
Street, S.W.. Room 8401, Washington,
D.C. 20408

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.
Ed Shoener (3AH11}. U.S. Env'zrenmenta.l
Protection Agency3'. Regmn HI. 6th and
Walnut, Phi]adelpina. PA 19106;
telephone: 215/597-.8179.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Oil
March $, 1978 {43 FR 8962), and
September 2.1978 (43 FR 40515), EPA
designated a portion of Armstrong
County, Pennsylvama tMadison
Townsinp, Mahonm8 Towusinp, Bo•s
Tovmsinp, Washington Townsinp and
Pine Towusinp} as a nonattamment area
for SUILfUr diomde (SO,). The

¯nonattamment •vas caused primarily by
SOs em•sstons fxom the West Penn
Power Company (WPPC) Armstrong
Power PlanL The nonattamment
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deslguation was based on a modeling
study done for the.Peunsylvama
Department of Enwronmental Resources
(DER) whmh showed s•nfficant
vmlations of the annual, 2A-hour and 3-
hour SO= NAAQS m the area ""

surrounding the Armstrong plant.
In order to develop an adequate

attainment plan WIoPC conducted a
fluid modeling (v,und tunnel) study m
accordance with EPA's "good
engineering practice" (GEP} stack hmght
regulations proposed on January 12,
1979, (44 FR 26081, to determine the GELS.
height for the stack at'the Arms•ong
plant. A dispersion modeling studywas
conducted m accordance with EPA's
dispersion modeling gmdelines
(Guidelines on Air Quality Models,
EPA--450/2-78-027, OAQPS No. 1.2-080,
April 1978), to determine the appropriate
emmmon limits. These two studies
demonstrated that the SO= NAAQS will
be met if the stack zs raised to a GEP
height of 307 meters and the plant meets
the emmsmn limits set forth m DEI1
regulation, 25 Pa. Code § 123.27., wluch
are:

[1] 4.8 lbs. SO=/106Btu dally maxunum
not to be exceeded at any time;

[2) 4.0 lbs. SO=/10s Btu daily average
not to be exceeded more than two days
m any rumung 30-day penod and;

[3] 3.7 lbs. SO=/10 s Btu 30.day nmmng
average not to be exceeded at any time.

A more extenstve discusmon of these
modeling studies and EPA's revmw was
presented m EPA's proposed rulemakmg.
of January 28, .1981 (48 FR 9128] and the
correction notice of February 20,1981
(40 Ht •3242).

The taller stack will be constructed by
December 31,1962 m accordance with
the schedule for construction set forth m
a consent order and agreement between
WPPC and DER. The schedule meets the
requirements of 40 CHt 51.15(c). The
consent order and agreement also
includes mtenm emmsmns limits to
assure reasonable further progress (RFP]
towards attainment of the SO= NAAQS
reqmred by section 172(b)[3) of the
Clean ATx AcL

In order to expeditiously process this
Sip revmmn EPA proposed approval of
the revision concurrently with DER. DER
held a public heanng on the proposal on
February 25, 1981, m Kittanmg,
Pennsylvama, m accordance with the
reqmrements of 40 CFR 51.4, and
closed the public comment period on
March 27, 1961. EPA proposed approval
of the rewmon on January 28, "198146 FR
9128, and closed the public comment
penod on March 27,1981. DER recewed
two comments, one from WPPC and one
from the consulting firm employed by.
WPPC to do the dispermon modeling,
both of whmh.corrected minor errors m

the modeling demonstration. Correction
of the minor errors resulted m lower
projected air quality unpacts than
pdtially anticipated. EPA did not recewe
any comments on the proposal.

On April 9, 1961, DER submitted the
rewsmn to EPA m f'ma] form. The final
subrmsslon mcorporated the minor
corrections noted m the comments
mentioned above and also included a
copy of the DER/WPPC consent order
and agreement signed on April 3, lg81.

Based on the foregoing, it is the
demsmn of the AdmmJstrator to approve
this plan as safisfym8 the reqmrements
for a rewmon of the Pennsylvama SIP

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a regulation is
"Major" and therefore subject to the
requtrement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysts. This regulation Is not major
because tlus action only approves State
actions and zmposes no new
reqmrements.

This regulation was submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget for
rewew as reqmred by Executive Order
12291.

Pursuant to the prowsmns of 5 U.S.C.
605[b) I certify that the Sip.approvals
under Sections 110 and 172 of the Clean
Air Act will not have a slgufficant
econoanc unpact on a substantial -

number of small entities. Thin action
constitutes a SIP approval under
Sections 210 and 172 of the Clean Air
Act. Tins.action only approves State
actions. It unposes no new reqmrements.

Under Section 307(b][I) of the Clean
Aur Act, lUdimal review of thts action is
available only by the filing of a petition
for review m the United States Court of
Appeals for the appropriate mrcuit
within 60 days of today. Under Section
307(b][2] of the Clean An" Act, the
reqmrements which are the subject of
today's notice may not be challenged
later m civil or crmunal proceedings
brought by EPA to enforce these
requirements.
(42 U.S.C. 7401-6421

Dated: August 20,1981.
Anne M; Gorench,
Admmtstrator.

Note•lncorporation by reference of the
State Implementation Plan for the
Commonwealth of Pennslyvanm was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Regmter on July 1,1981.

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

$ubpart NN--Pennsylvanla

1. In § 52.2020 paragraph (c)(36) ]s

added to read as follows:
§ 52.2020 Identification of plan.

(c) The plan revision listed below was
submitted on the date specified.
,it k *t vt t

(38) A revlslon submitted by the
Commonwealth of Pennyslvanm on
April 9,1981 providing for attainment of
the SO, NAAQS m portions of
Armstrong County, Pennsylvania.

2. In the table in § 52.2034 line d,
under Southwest Pennsylvania
Intrastate is revised as follows:
§ 52.2034 Attainment dates for national
standards.

South'am•t Pemnsyfvem•z Intmsta;o

d./mns•'ong County a' b• �' a* b' bte!.
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40 CFR Part 52

[A-6-FRL 1886-1]

Approval and Promulgation of
¯ Implementation Plans: Texas Emission
Offsets

AGENCV: Envtronmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rulemaking.

SUMMARY." "•S rule approves the State
submitted revzsion to the Texas State
Implementation Plan (SIP) which was
submitted for the purpose of allowing
the construction of a dry process cement
plant by General Portland Incorporated
m New Braunfels, Carnal County, Texas
under the Interpretative Ruling
(emzssion offset policy]. The source Is
located m an area west of New
Braunfels m Comal County which he8
been determined by modelling to be
exceeding the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards {NAAQS) for total
suspended particulates (TSP). The
source will emit more than 100 tons per
year of TSP and zs therefore subject to
the Interpretative Ruling on eansslon
offsets.

TSP emission offsets were offered and
agreed to by Parker Brothers and Co.,
Inc., the State of Texas submitted tho
offsets m Texas A•r Control Board
[TACB) Order No. 78-8 under the
Governor's signature on September 13,
1978. F.PA rewewed it and found that
none of the offsetting TSP emzssion
reductions are required control
measures under the currently approved
SIP Therefore they are acceptable as

, offsets. The notice pJroposing approval
of this rewsmn was published in the
Federal Register on December 1, 1900, at
45 FR 79514.


