
I: an96 Federal Register / Vol. 58. No. 150 / Monday. August 5, 1991 / Proposed Rules 

Since the proposed emission standard factors and in relation to relevant licensees other than nuclear power 
was lower lhan actual emission rates. statutory and regulatory requirements. reactors while EPA collects additional 
the relaxation of tho standard would Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b). I certicy that information needed to make the 
actually lower overull emissions from this SlP revision will not have a determination contemplated by section I 

fhese sources and, consequently, have significant economic impact on a 112{d)(9) or the Clean Air Act 
I less Impact on PM10 nonallainment substantial number of small entities. Amendments. ,, areas This action has been classified as a DATES: Public heaJinss wlll be held on Ii 

After reviewing the State's response. table 2 action by the Regional September 23 and 24, 1991, ln 
I the EPA determined that sufficient Administrator under the procedures Washington, DC and on September 26 

informaUon was available to make e published In the Federal Register on end 27, 1991, In Seattle, Washington If 11 
determination of the status of the SIP January 19. 1989 (54 FR 2214-2226). On request for such a hearing is received by 
re\'islon. In correspondence dated June January 6, 1989, the Office of September 6. 1991. Comments 
7. 1990 to the State, EPA Indicated that Management and Budget waived Table 2 concemlng the proposed rule must be 
the SlP would be disapproved. and 3 SlP revisions (64 FR 2222) from the received on or before October 27, 1991. 

EPA 1s disapproving the State's requirements of section 3 or Executive 
ADDRESSES: Comments should be ' 

revi&ions because they do not meet the Order 12291 for a period of two years. submitted (ln duplicate) to: Central 
enforcement of cmlssion limitations and The Agency has reviewed this request Docket Section LE-131, Environmental 
regulations requirement of secttons for revision or the federally-approved Protection Agency, attn: Docket No. A-
110(a}(2)(A) and 110(a)(2)(C) of the SIP for confonnance with the proVisions 79-11, Washington. DC 2.()460.

I, Clean Air Act, as amended. The State of the 1990 Amendments enacted on 
foiled to dcmorutrate that it would be November 15, 1990. The Agency bas Comments may also be £axed to the EPA 

able to effectively determine a source's detennined that this action does not at (703) 308-a763 

compliance with the particulate con.form with the statute as amended FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

.. standanl either through visible and must be disapproved. The Agency Requests for copies or the Background 

emissions observation or stack testing of has examined the Issue of whether lhle Infonnatlon Document supporting this 

the wood-waste burners. The revisions. action should be reviewed only under proposed rule. and requests for 

therefore. do not provide for the the provisions of the law as it existed on add.itional information may be made by 
enforcement of emission limitations and the date of submittal to the Agency (i.e., writing to: Al ColU, Environmental 
regulations to a88UNl that the NAAQS prior to November 16, 1990) and has Standarda Branch, Criteria and 
would b1• protected or maintained. 1n determined that the Agency must apply St11ndards Division (ANR-460W), Office 
addition, the impact of the rolaxatlon of the new low lo this revision. of Radiation Programs. Bnvironmental 
the emission standard on the State's List of Subject, in 40 CFR Part 52 

ProteeUon Agency, Washington, DC 
PMlO nonattainment areas and efforts to 20460 [703) 308-a787. 
reach or ensure attainment of the Air pollution control, ParUculale SUPf'LEMENTAAY INfORMATION: 

standard In these areas was not matter. 
adequately addressed. Aulhority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7MZ. A. Background

The opacity limitation for aluminum Dated: May 29. 1991. On October 31, 1989, EPA
manufacturing potrooms, although not Jeck McGraw, promulgated standards controlUng 
changed in the proposed revlatons, was II.cling R�ional ltdmini81rotor. radionuclide emissions to the ambient 
identified by El'A es being (PR Doc. 91-18510 Filed 8-2-41; &45 am) air from several source categories, 
unenforceable because of the inability to including emiaslons from licensees of 
distinguish the potroom emlsslon plume 81U.ING COO£� the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
from other plumes that an1 part of the (NRC) and from federal facilitles not 
manufacturi(18 operation. The reViaion to 40 CFR Part 81 licensed by the NRC or operated by the 
help clar1fl' the application of the visible Department of Energy (non-DOE Federal 
emission ilendard did not resolve the [FRL-3980-7) facilities) (subpart I. 40 CFR part 61). 
issue. 

NaUonal Emission Standards for 
Thia rule was published In the Federal 

Proposed Actton Hazardous Air Pollutants 
Register on December 16, 1989. (54 FR 
51664). Simultaneously with 

In thia action EPA le proposlDB lo AGENCY: Environmental Protection pre>mulgaUng the rule, EPA 8f8nted 
disapprove revisions to Montana's State Agency (EPA). reconsideration of subpart I baaed on 
lmplementallon Plan made to the 

ACTION: Proposed rule. information received late in the 
Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) rulemaklng on the subject of duplicative 
lti.8.1407 and 16.8.1503, Disapproval SUMMARY! EPA la today proposing to regulation by NRC and EPA and on 
pertains to those re\"ielona that amend rescind subpart l or 40 CPR part 61 potential negative effects of the 
the emission limitation and proviatons (subpart I) es it applies to nuclear power standard on nuclear medicine. EPA 
for the operation of wood-waste burners reactors, one of the subcategories of established a comment period to receive 
and the clarification of the standard for NRC-llcensed feciUties which are further Information on these subJecte, 
vfsible emlsslons From aluminum governed by subpart I. EPA is end also granted a 90-day slay of 
manufacturms facilities pol.room groups, establishing a 60-day comment period lo subpart I aa permitted by Clean Air Act 
respectively. receive commenta on this issue. 1n a section 307{dl(7)(B), 42 U.S.C. 7607

Nothing ln this action should be related action published elsewhen1 In (d)(7)(B). That stay expired on March 15, 
construed as penrulting or allowjng or today's Federal Register, EPA 111 iasuing 1990. 
�stabllshing a precedent for any future a final rule whic

h 
stays the effecth,eness EPA subsequently extended the stay 

1, �uesl for revision to any SlP. Each of subpart l for nuclear power reactors of the effective date of subpart l on 
request for revision to the SlP shall be pending completion or the rulemaklng on several occasions, pursuant to the 11, 
oonaldered separately In light of specific rescission. Subpart I la also stayed es it authority provided by section 10(d) of 

Ii technical, economic. and environmental applies to subcategories of NRC- the Administrative Procedure Act 
It 

I 

1, 

11 I

Disclaimer - For assistance accessing this document or additional information 
please contact radiation.questions@epa.gov.












