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whichever occurs first. Eunsmons of
sulfur dioxlde from coal burning will be
restricted to 0.3 pounds per million BTU
gross heat input.

Section 110 of the Clean Air Act
requires that the Administrator act on
State requests to revise the applicable
State Implementation Plan.
EPFECTIVE DATE: This action Is effective
on July 27,1984.
ADnRESSES: A copy of the submittals
from the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection are available
for inspection during normal business
hours at the following locations:
Environmental protection Agency, An"

Programs Branch, Room 1005, Region
Ii Office, 26 Federal Plaza. New York
New York 10278

Environmental Protection Agency.
Public Information Reference Unit, 401
M Street, SW., Waslungton, D.C.
2O46O

Office of the Federal Register, Room
84ffl, 1100 L Street. NVV., Washington,
D.C. 204O6

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.
William S. Baker, Chief. Air Programs
Branch. Room 1005, Envwonmental
Protection Agency. Region II Office, 26
Federal Plaza, New York New York
10278 [212) 264--2517
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION" On
March 23,1984 [49 FR 11100) the
Environmental Protection Agency [EPA)
published m the Federal Register a
proposal to approve a revzmon to the
New Jersey State Implementation Plan
[SIP}. This revzmon allows the use of 2.0
percent sulfur content fuel oil at the U.S.
Gypsum Company's Clark. New Jersey
plant m either Boiler #1, #2, or #3 until
March 1,5,1985 or until Boiler #4 zs
converted to burn coal.

Subchapter 9. "Sulfur in Fuels." of
Title 7, Chapter 27 of the New Jersey
Admmlstrative Code normally allows
the use of fuel oil with 0.3 percent sulfur
content,'by weight, m the Clark, New.
Jersey area. However. section 9.5 of this
regulation, "Incentive for conversion to
coal or other solid fuel." aUows certain
coal converting sources of sulfur dioxide
to burn. for up to three years, fuel oil
with a higher sulfur content as long as
the use of the h•gher sulfur content fuel
does not cause a v•olatio• of the
national ambient air quality standards
or the Prevention of Significant
Detenoration [PSD] increments.

In its March 23,1984 notice. EPA
found that the State had provided an
adequate demonstration that no
•olations of the national ambient air
quality standards or PSD increments
will occur. EPA received no comments
on its proposed.action and in today's
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notice ,s taking final action to uppr0•vc
the New Jersey SIP revision.

This action is being made unmediately
effective because it Imposes no hardship
on any affected sources, and no purpose
would be served by delaym2 its
effective date.

Under section 307(b](1) of the Act.
petitions for ludiclal rev,ew of this
action must be fi]ed in the United Slates
Court of Appeals for the apprcpr,ate
circuit within 60 days of today. This
action may not be challenged later m
proceedings to enforce its requirements.
{See 307(bJ(ZJ)

The Office of Management and Budget
has exempted this rule from the
requirements of Section 3 of the
Executive Order 1•1.

List of Subjects m 40 CFR Part 52
Air Pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur

o•udes, Nitrogen dioxlde, Lead,
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide.
Hydrocarbons, and Inte•overnmental
relations.
[Sacs. 110 and 301 of the Clean Aw Act. as
amended [42 U.S.C. 7410 and 7r•00}]

Dated: July 2,3.1984.

W'flllam D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator, Enwronmento!Ptotecllon
A•qency.

PART 52--[AMEN DED]

Title 40, Chapter I, Subchapter C, Part
52 Code of the Federal Regulations is
amended as follows:

Subpart FF--New Jersey

1. Section •2.1570 Is amended by
adding new paragraph (c](36) as follows:
§52.1570 Identification of plan.

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

{36) A revision submitted by the New
Jersey Department of Environmental
Protection to allow U.S. Gypsum Co.
temporarily to burn fuel oil with a sulfur
content of 2.0 percent, by weight, at
either Boiler •'•1. #2, or• at its Clark.
New Jersey plant. The New Jersey
submittal consists of an April 14,1983
letter transmitting a State issued
February 14.1983 Public Notice and a
letter dated March 14,1983 transmitting
an Administrative consent order
detailing procedures to be used by the
State to determine compliance. This
revision will remain in effect until
March 31,1985 or until Boiler =4 zs
ready to burn coal, whichever occurs
first.

2. Section 52.1601 zs amended by
adding new paragraph (c] as follows:

Rules and Regulations 30179
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§ 52.1601 Control strategy and
regulations: Sulfur Oxides.
¯ ¯ ¯ ¯ ¯

(c) The U.S. Gypsum Co. m Clark,
New Jersey Is permitted to burn fuel oil
v,ith a sulfur content of 2.0 percent, by
weight, at either Boiler #-1, "2 or
until March 31,1985 or until Boiler =4 zs
ready to burn coal, whichever occurs
first. Such oil burning must conform with
New Jersey raquurements and conditions
as set forth m applicable regulations and
admlmstrative orders.
[FR e -'•. C4-1.•_• F,'_-d 7-.•5-•4; 8:43 am]

B!U.ING COOE •-$O-M

40 CFR Part 52

[EPA Docket No. AM403PA; OAR-FRL-
2641-11

Approval of Revisions to the
Pennsylvania State Implementation
Plan

AGENCY: Envwonmental Protection
Agency.
AC•ON: Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA approves the zevzsion to
the Pennsylvama Slate Implementation
Plan {SIP) for Lead [Pb} for each of the
three Lead Smelters.

The revtslons consist of a narrative
portion, Consent Agreements, and
technical[modeling analyses for each
Smelter operation. The three Smelters
are General Battery Corporation (GBCJ.
Laureldale, Barks Count,, Tonolli.
Corporation, Nesqueh6nmg. Carbon
County and. East Penn Mannfacturmg
Corporation. Lyous, Barks County.
EV•C'nW rATE: This action zs effective
on August 27,1964.
ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revzmon
and the accompanying support
documents are available for public
inspection dunng normal business hours
at the fullowmg locations:
U.S. Envtronmental Pzotection Agency,

Air pro-,•ams Branch [3AMII), Curtis
Building, Sixth & Walnut Streets,
Philadelplua, PA 19106, Attn: Ms.
Eileen M. Glen

Public Information Reference Unit.
Room 2922, F_,PA Library. U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency. 401
M. Street, SW. 0Natermde Mall},
Washington. DC 26460

Pennsylvama Department of
Envwonmental Resources, Bureau of
Air Quality, 10th Floor, Fulton Bank
Building. 200 W. 3rd Street,
Hamsburg, PA 17120, Attn: Mr. James
Sah'agglo

The Office of the Federal Register, 1100
L. Street. NW.. Room 8401,
Washington, DC 20408
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FOR FURTHER iNFORMATION CONTACT:.
Ms. Eileen M. Glanet the EPA, Region
Ill address or telephone (215} 597--8379.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
Pursuant to section 109 of the Clean

Aw Act, 42 U.S.C. 7409, EPA
promulgated primary and secondary
national ambmnt alr quality standards
for Lead on October 5,1978 (43 FR
46246). Under section 110(aJ(1}, 42 U.S.C.
7410(a}(1}, within 9 months of thin
promulgation each State was reqmred to
submit a State Implementation Plan
("SIP") to provlde for attainment and
mamtenance of the Lead standards.

Under section 110(a}[2}, 42 U.S.C.
7410[a](2), each SIP must provlde for
attainment of a primary standard "as
expeditiously as practicable, but m no
case later than three years from the date
of approval of such plan." Under section
110[e], 42 U.S.C. 7410(e) a state may
request a two-year extenmon of this
three-year deadline if it demonstrates
that necessary technology will not be
available soon enough to provide for
attainment within three years.

EPA promulgated regulations
establishing specific reqmrements for
Lead SIP's on.October 5,1978 (43 FR
46246}. These regulations were codified
as CFR 51.80-51.87 They supplement
more general SIP reqmrements codified
m 40 CFR Part 51, Subpart 3, and include
a reqmrement that the attainment
demonstration as it relates to significant
point sources of lead be based on
dispersion modeling, 40 CFR 51.84
(Z083}.

On September 30, 1982. the
Commonwealth submitted a Lead SIP
demonstrating attainment m eight of the
eleven state a•r quality control areas.
EPA approved thts submittal on October
12, 1983 at 48 FR 46309. EPA approved
the Lead SIP for Allegheny County on
February 6.1984 (49 FR 4379}. EPA
proposed to approve the lead SIP for
Philadelphm on December 29, 1983 [48
FR 57328) and will take Final action on it
m a separate notice. The remauung
areas are the areas m w}dch three of
Pennsylvanm's Lead Smelters are
located. Furthermore, the
Commonwealth currently has
regulations which set forth procedures
to rewew the lead emitting potential of
all new or modified sources as reqmred
by 40 CFR 52.10 and 52.21.

On November 22, •1983 and December
2, 1983, PaDER submitted a draft SIP for
the three Lead Smelter areas and
requested EPA "parallel" process the
proposed SIP rewmons. EPA reviewed
the material submitted and proposed the
revmtons for approval on January 3,

1984, 49 FR 79. The public comment
parred expired on March 5,1984 and no
comments were recewed.
Public Heanng

The State provlded proof that public
heanngs, with respect to the Lead SIP,
were held as shown below:

Company Pub•eea•g Location

[•st Penn.... May 17.1984_..

GBC.- -

To•li Cocp•

...-qJO.....

"Stale OIr•--e Sui•'•.
Room 437, 825
C•eny Slmel.
Reacr•j, PA I•2.

State Off,co 8u•ldl•.
Room 4•7, 625
Chew/Street
Reading, PA 19602.
J•

Co•tho.Jseo
CourtJ• Ant•x.
Cadzm Co•ay, PA.

SIP Submittal
On June 8,1984, the final togaed

Consent Agreements, and revzsmns to
the Pennsylvania State Implementation
Plan for Lead (Pb}, were submitted by
the Pennsylvama Department of
Environmental Resources [PaDER) to
the U.S. Envlronmental Protection.
Agency {F_,PA}.
At the Commonwealth's request, EPA

issued a contract to Radian Corporation
m June 1983 to study the proposed
controls at these three Smelters and to
develop the modeling analysts and
control strategy demonstrations. The
Radian reports are included m the SiP
appendices and are discussed in detail
m theProposed Rulemakmg (49 FR 79].
A detailed discusmon of each facility

and the assocmted Consent Agreement
follows:

I. East Penn Manufacturing Corp.,
Lyons, Becks Countywthe Company is
reqmred to install and mmntam an
onsite ambmnt monitonng network. Thin
monitoring data, gathered prior to
installation of controls, vHll be used as
background data.ln the revlsed modeling

¯ analyms. The Consent Agreement also
required lhe maintenance of existing
controls as well as the installation of the
following control measures:

a. Low speed limits shall be unposed
and strictly enforced on all smelter
roadways by posting of 10 mph speed
limit signs, training of employees during
regular motive eqmpment training
sessmns, and enforced through
disclpl|nary procedures.

b. Dust suppressant shall be routinely
applied to -all smelter road shoulders
and unpaved smelter yard areas on a
weekly basls.

c. The wheels and undercarriages of
all smelter'vehlcies shall be washed

before leaving the material storage
building.

d. All smelter roads and paved areas
shall be cleaned with a brush-type
sweeper at least once per day, weather
permitting.

e. The discharge of the sanitary
baghouse shall be changed to u vertical
vent that does not exceed "good
engineering practice" stack hmghl.

f. All matermls from battery b•eukmg
shall be transferred to the ventilated
matenal storage building by conveyors
or chutes.

g. The Company shall enclose the slag
storage area on three redes.

h. The Company shall ventihte the
battery breaking process eqmpment
through a scrubber and the agglomeraior
furnace process eqmpment through u
baghouse or eqmvalent Department
approved air pollution control
eqmpment.

All of these measures (except for "o")
are minor modifications of those found
m the Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng
(49 FR 79}. EPA feels that these
modifications are as strlngent, if not
more strmgent, than those found m the
earlier proposal. Measure "e" •s a
modification from the proposed m that it
limits the necessity for structural change
to only the sanitary baghouse because
thts has been found to be the only
szgnLficant source of emissions,

EPA notes that as a result ofaxecont
Court ofAppeals deczmon remanding
EPA's stack he)ght regulations (Sierra
Club, et oL v. EP,4, et el., No. 82-1384
[D.C. Cir. October lZ, 1983), it zs unclear
how much credit may be taken m
developing, a control strategy or in
demonstrating attainment for stack
helght increases at thss smelter."

Installation of the additional control
measures by May 31, 1985,m
combmatlon with the existing control
measures, will result m a level of control
at the plant that zs at least RACT for
secondary Lead Smelters.

Because the Radian report indicates
that thin area mayjnot attain the Pb
NAAQS even after controls, the
Commonwealth has committed to." (a}
Obtain the data necessary to refine the
attainment demonstration: (b)
reevaluate theadequacy of the control
strategy approximately one year after
]mplementation of the control measures
specified above: {c} require emission
reductions beyond RACT: if necessary,

-to achmve the NAAQS; and (d) submit
to EPA by December 31,1987 a SIP
supplement {i) documenting the
reevaluation of the control strategy and
{it) specifying, i[ necessary, the emission
control measures beyond RACT that the
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East Penn Manufacturing Corporation
will implement to achmve the NAAQS.

This reevaluation WIU include a
comparison of dispersion model
predicted concentrations with ambient
lead measurement. This comparison ts
critical because of the uncertainty
assomated with: {a) Quantifying the
remdual em=ssmns from the enclosure
buildings: {b} quantiflnng fugitive lead
em]smons from other sources at the
plant: and [c} performing dispersion
modeling.

Pennsylv'anm also will attempt to
improve the quantification of all
residual emzsmons at the plant and will
investigate dispersion and rollback
modeling and other techmques to
determine the most accurate barns for
evaluating the adequacy of the control
strategy. If additional emzssmn
reductions are determined to be
necessary, the East Penn Manufactunng
Corporation will be required to install
the appropriate controls as
expeditiously as practical but not later
than the two-year attainment extenmon
permitted under section 110[e] of the
Clean Air Act {The barns for thss
extension is discussed below}.

2. General Battery Corporation
Laureldale, Berks County--PaDER has a
Consent Order and Agreement with
GBC, as part of the SIP, which reqmres
the maintenance of exlsting controls and
the mstallation of the followmg control
measures:

a. The-raw materml storage ureas and
the charge storage bins ,rill be enclosed
and ventilated through a fabric filter.

b. All lead-bearing raw materials
which are not enclosed m a case will be
transported in an enclosure mamtamed
under negative pressure except that
battery plant scrap and process
recyclables may be transported m
closed containers between buildings.

c. Additional ventilation of.the
smelter building wiU be installed and
operated.

d. The slag cooling and storage
building will be enclosed and ventilated
through a fabric filter.

e. Increased ventilation of the low-
speed battery shredder utilizmg local
hooding will be installed.

f. A program wiU be undertaken to
limit fugitive lead emissions from m-
plant roadways, road shoulders and
exposed yard areas. The program will -

include the purchase and use of
regenerative type road sweeper, the
application of dust suppressant to all
road shoulders and exposed yard areas
on a routine basis and the imposition
and enforcement of low speed limits on
all in-plant roadways.

Control measure "a" zs an additional
control measure not found m the earlier

proposal; measures "b", "d', and "e" are
minor modifications of those found m
the NPRM [49 FR 79). EPA feels that
these modifications are as stnngent as if
not more stnngent than those found m
the earlier proposal.

The following measures were m the
draft Consent Agreement but are not m
the Final Agreement:

a. Enclosure of the slag storage and
charge storage areas with ventilation
through a fabric dust collector.

b. Ventilation of the reverberatory
furnace through the charge matenal
fabric filter system.

c. All horizontal and downward
discharge vents changed to vertical
vents or stacks and stack heights on all
mgnificant sources increased to GEP

Control measure "a" was deleted
because the building =s already
enclosed. The only possible problem ts

closure of the doom by the workmen;
this issue ts resolved by paragraph "E",
page 4, of the final Consent Agreement.
which ensures that the slag cooling and
storage building doors are closed except
durmg entrance and exit of vehmles. The
deletion of control measure "b" =s due to
the need for verification of an enussmns
problem. Paragraph "A", number 6, on
page 3 of the final Consent Agreement,
calls for the ms=alia=ion of a smelter
building yen=ilia=ion system. Paragraph
"D", on page 4 of the C.O., calls for the
Company to submit a plan for a study of
the effectiveness of the smelter building
ventilation system. The deletion of
measure "c" zs also due to the need for
verification of an emmslons problem.
Paragraph "C" number 1, on page 3 of
the C.O., calls for an upward discharge
of the Rotary Grid Casting exhaust stack
and the Industrial Grid Casting Exhaust
stack, Paragraph C, numbers 2 and 4. on
pages 3 and 4, respectively, call for
stack tests to be conducted and
structural changes made if necessary.
EPA believes that these changes are
appropriate and not significant enough
to warrant re-proposal of the SIP.

The installation of these control
measures by March 31,1985, m
comb=nation with the exJsting control
measures, will result m a level of control
at the plant that zs at least RACT for
secondary Lead Smelters.
Agam, an analysts performed by the

Radian Corporation indicates that the
Pb NAAQS may not be attained even
after installation ofRACT. See 49 FR 79,
80, January 3,1984. In recognition of tbls
potential problem. Pennsyivama
committed: (a} To obtam the data
necessary to refine the attamment
demonstration: {b} to reevaluate the
adequacy of the control strategy
approximately one year after
implementation of the control measures

identified m items a through z above, the
measures related to stack and vent
configuration; [c] to reqmre emtsston
reductions beyond RACT, if necessary.
to achieve the NAAQS; and [d} to
submit to EPA by December 31,1987 a
SIP supplement {i} documenting the
reevaluation of the control strategy and
(ii} specifying, if necessary, the ennssiun
control measures beyond RACr the
General Battery Corporation will
implement to achmve NAAQS. As
specified m {see 49 FR 79. 81} the Notice
of Proposed Rulemakmg. there zs a list
of requtrements whzch must be met by
General Battery Corporation m order to
support this commitment.

The data obtained from the ambient
Lead and meteorological measurement
networks, wluch are reqmred to meet
this commitment, will be used to
reevaluate the adequacy of the SIP after
implementation ofRACT. This
reevaluation will include a comparison
of dispemzon model predicted
concentrations with ambmnt Lead
measurements. This comparison zs
critical because of the uncartamty
assomated with: [a] Quantifying the
residual emissions from the enclosure
buildings; {b} quantifying fugitive Lead
emzssmns from other sources at the
plant; and (C) t•erf.ormmg disperszon
modeling m complex terrain.

Pennsylvama also will attempt to
zmprove the quantification of all
reszdual enusstons at the plant and will
investigate disperszon and rollback
modeling and other techmques to
determine the most accurate basts for
evaluating the adequacy of the control
strategy. If additional enusston controls
are detenmned to be necessary, the
General Battery Corporation will be
requmed to install the appropriate
controls as expeditiously as practical
but not later than the two-year
attainment extenston permitted under
section llO{e] of the Clean AzrAct. [The
bas,s for this extenszon zs discussed
below.)

3. Tonolli Corporation. Nesquehonmg.
Carbon County--PaDER has negotiated
a Consent Order and Agreement.
Appendix A to the SIP. There has been
no change m the Consent Agreement
with regard to the installation bfvanous
control measures subsequent to the
Notice ofProposed Ru]emakmg [see 49
FRz•. st}.

The installation of these control
measures by May 31.1986. m
combination with the existing control
measures, results m level of control at
the plant that zs at least Reasonably
Available Control Technology {RACT}
for secondary Lead Smelters.
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An analys,s of the resldual emissions
that would occur at the plant after the
unplementation of the additional control
measures was pedormed by the Radian
Corporation. A copy of the Radian
analysis zs attached as Appendix B to
the SIP The Radian analysts indicates
that implementation of the type of
controls proposed may resultm
attainment of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards. Tins conclusion m
based on Radian's "best available
judgments" on fugitive emmmon rates,
building design, lead-m-alr
concentrations, air exchange rates and
meteorological dala.
Although Radian used the best

available information, there are two
noteworthy points associated with the
adequacy of the analysis. First. on-site
meteorologmal data ]s not available.
Therefore, Radian used one year of"off-
site" meteorologzcal data from the
Allentown Airport m the dispersion
modeling analysis. The Tonolli
Corporation plant, however, is located
m complex terrain and the application
of the Allentown data may not
adequately describe the meteurolo•cal
conditions that occur at the plant site.
Thts could substantially affect'uhe
location and magnitude of the predicted
maxamurn lead concentration reported in
the Radian report.

The second point concerns the
estimated lead emission rates,
controlled and uncontrolled, from the
Tonolli plant. Fusitive emissions are by
far the malor contributor to plant lead
emissions. However, all fugitive lead
emmmon rates are rough estimates and
may be inaccurate by an order el"
magnitude. Likewzse, the amount of
residual emtsmons after the
implementation of the control measures

¯ Is very difficult to quantify. Although the
enclosure building will substantially
reduce lead emtsmons from the plant,
msuf•ment data zs available prior to
construction of the building to precisely
estimate the reszdual emismons. Major
problem areas are, estimates of the leado
m-aw concentration that will occur
msMe the building and the mr exchange
rate with the ambzent mr outslde the
building. These estimates are critic.alto
determining the resldual leademtssmns
a•d the resultant amblant
concentrations.

In recognition of these points,
Pennsylvania commits: {a} To obtain the
data necessary •o refine the attainment
demonstration: (b] to reevaluate the
adequacy of the control strategy
approximately one year after
implementation of the additional control
measures; (c) to require emmsxon
reductions beyond RACT, if necessary,

to achmve, and maintain the NAAQS;
and (d) to submit to E.PA by December
31, 1987 a SIP supplement {i]
documenting the reevaluation of the
control strategy, and (it} specifying, if
necessary, the emlssmn control
measures beyond RACT that the Tonolli
Corporation will •mplement to achieve
the NAAQS..
To support th•s commitment the

Consent Order and Agreement reqmres
the Tonolll Corporation to operate and
maintain amblant lead and
meteorolo•cal measurement networks
at the plant. The data obtained from
these networks will be used to
reevaluate the adequacy of the SIP after
the construction of the enclosure
buildi• and the removal of the plastic
storage pile. Th•s reevaluation will
include a comparison of dispersmn
model predicted concentrations with
ambient lead measurements.Tins
companmon •s critical bemuse of the
uncertainty assomatedwith: (a]
Quantifying the remdual emzsmons from
the enclosure building; (b) quantifying
fugitive lead emissmns :From other
sources at the plant; and (c) performing
dispersion modplin$ m complex terrain.
In general Pennsylvania "will

investigate dispersmn and rollback
modeling and other techn,ques to
determine the most accurate basts for
evaluating the adequacy of the control
strategy, if additional emmslon
reductions are detenmned to be
necessary, 1.he Tonolli Corporation will
be reqmred to install the appropnate
controls as expeditiously es practical
butnot later than the two-year
attainment extanmon permitted •znder
section :L1.0{e} of the Clean Azr Act. (The
basis for fins extensmn zs discussed
below}.

Further, should a measured violation
of the ambxent lead NAAQS occur after
the construction of the enclosure
building and removal of the plastic
storage pile, the Consent Order and
Agreement requtres the company to
install air pollution control equtpment
on the enclosure building or institute
eqmvalent control measures.
EPA Evaluation

EPA has revmv:ed the
Commonwealth's submittal including
the Radian reports and Consent Orders.
We are appmwng Pennsylvama's Lead
SIP revzmons based on the
determination that they meet the scope
and intent of 40 CFR sections 5/.80
through 51.08 (control strategy--Lead).

The State indicated m its SIP that a
two-year extensmn may be needed to
attain the NA.AQS for lead for each of
the three smelter areas.EPA is
apprown8 an extenmon of up to two

years. The plan relies on measures that
constitute Reasonably Available Control
Technology (RACT], but the plan does
not actually demonstrate attainment,
and the State may need to develop and
implement measures that reqmre
technology not currently available.
Neither EPA nor the State will be able to
identify such measures without further
study. Therefore, an extension appears
to meet the requ,rements of section
110{e} of the Clean A•r Act (42 U,S,C,
7410[e) and EPA's regulations [40 CFR
51,30 (1983}]. The barns for granting dds
extension Js discussed m a technical
support document m the SiP docket.

The Office ofManagement and Budsot
has.exempted flus rule from the
reqmrements ofsection 3 of Execuitv0
Order 12291.

Under section 30;'{b}{1] of the Clean
A•r Act, )udicml rewew of thin action is
available only by the fflirlg of a petition
for review In the United States Court of
Appeals {or the appropnate circuit
within 60 days of today. Under section
307[b)(2} el" the Clean An" Act, the
requlrements wtnsh are the subject of
today's notice may not be challenged
later m cwil or Frmnnal processmgs
brought by EPA to enforce these
reqmrements.

list of Subjects an 40 CFR Part 5Z

A•r Pollution Control, Ozone, Sulfur
oxides. Nitrogen oxJde. Lead. Particuluto
matter, Carbon monoxide.
Hydrocarbons. Intergovernmental
Relations.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7410 and 7601,

Dated: July 23, 2984.
William D. Ruckelshaus.
Admmzstmto•

Note,--lncorporation by reference of the
Implementation Plan for the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvama "was approved by the
Director of the Office of the Federal Rag|star
on July 1. 1982.

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

PART 52--[AMENDED]

Subpart NN--Pennsylvanla

In Section 52.2020, paragz'aph {c](02) Is
added to read as follows:

§ 52.2020 Identification of Plan
Q •r I, * t

C} * * *

(fi2} A State Implementation Plan for
the control of Lead [Pb) emzssions m
Pennsylvama was submitted on June 8.
1984 by the Secretary of the



f

Federal Re•ster / Vol. 49. No. 146 / Fnday, July 27, I984 / Rules and Resulations 30183

Pennsylvama Department of
Euvlronmen•al Resources.
[nt Do• e4-:ts•o •led• •SS aml
I•LLI•• 15BO-SO.4i

40 CFR Part 52
[SPA Docket No. AWO4OPA; OAR-FRL-
2640-4]

Approval of Rewsmns to the
Pennsyivan,a State Implementation
Plan

AGENCY=.Env•onmenta] Protection
/•ancy.
Ac'nox: lrmal rule.
SU•.qMAR• The Comrnonwe•Ith of
Pemmylvama has submitted to the
Environmental Protection Agency {EPA)
amendments to its A•r Resources
Regulations and has requested that they
be reviewed and processed as rewslons
to the Pennsylvama State
Implementation Plan (SIP). These
amendments, submitted on September
23, 1983, conmst of (35) minor revtszons
to the Air Resources R_%,ulations
(Article H.rJ whzch amend Chapters 121.
123,127.129. :131. 139. and 14:1 m order
to correct typosraph•cal errors, clarify
ambiguities, specify "reasonably
available control measure" for one
category of enuss•on sources, establish
exemptions for certain mmm" sources,
delete outdated provsmons, update

o
current references, modify public notice
reqw.-emants, and con'ect errors m
earlier rulamalu•
DAre: Tins action will be effective on
September 25, :1984 unless notice zs
recezved by August 27,1984 that
someone w•shes to submit adverse or
critical comments.
•OReUZS: Copies of the proposed SIP
rev•mons, as well as accompanym8
support doc-m-ntation submitted by the
Commonwealth. are available for public
mspectian dunng normal business hours
at the following locations.
U.S. Envn-onmentsI ProtectionAsency,

Air I•'osram• Branch-[3A),•), Curtis
Building, 6th & Walnut Skeets,
Philadelplna, Pennsylvanm 1•06,
A•/'N-Ms. Donna Abrams

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
Department ofEnvironmental
Resources, Bureau of An" Quality
Control, Llarr•burg, PA 17120, ATTN:
Gary Tnplett

Public Information Reference Unit,
Library Systems Branch.
Envu'onmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, SW., Washmston, D.C.
2O460

Office of the Federal Regmter. •:100 L
Street, SW., Room 8401, Washington,
D.C. Z0408

All comments should be submitted to
Mr. Glenn Hanson, Cheer of the PA/
1•v'A Section at the EPA. Region HI,
Curtis Building, 6th & Walnut Skeet.
Philadelplue, PA 1919•, EPA Docket No.
AW0.10PA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.
Ms. Donna Abrams at the EPA. R•gzon
Ill address stated above or telephone
[215] 597-o•34.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Back•'ound
On September 23, :1983, the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvama
submitted a packoge containing (35}
mm0r regulatory rewszons to the Au-
Resources Regulations (Article HI) to the
Envsronmental Protection Agency IY-•A).
These rev•s,ons amend Chapters 22L
2.23.127, :129, :131.139 and 141 by
correctin• bypo•'aplucel errors,
clarifying'ambiguities, specifying
"reasonably available control
measures" for one category of emsssmn
sources, establishm5 exemptions for
certain rmnor sources, deleting outdated
prows,ons, updating current references,
mo• public notice reqmrements,
and correctl-5 errors m earlier
rulemakm•.

The State has submitted
documentation that public hearings
reganiing these revssmns were held m
accordance with 40 CFR 51.4. The date
and locations of the public heanngs are
listed below:
Date and Location
January 11,1983--Kossman Building,

Room 809, :100 Forbes Avenue,
Pittsbu•h, PA

January :12,1983--State Office Building.
Fsrst Floor Conference Room, 1875
New Hope Street, Nomstown. PA

January 13,1983--Fulton Bank Building,
Second Floor Conference Room, 200
North Thud Street, Harrisburg, PA
The regulation number, as well as a

brief descnption of the nnnor regulatory
rewswns submitted by the State, are
summarized belmv:

121.5

121.6 ::

R.";'•'e :n t-:=. e,:• l•__.4=p'_•n

123.44 _

12/.14 .....

12/.33

127.41,
1•.a2. L'd
127.43.
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