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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT:

John M. Harmon, Assistant Attor­
ney General, Office of Legal Coun­
sel, Department of Justice, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20530, 202-739-2041.
By virtue of the authority vested in 

me by 28 U.S.C. 509, 510, and 5 U.S.C. 
301, parts 0, 16 and 50, of chapter I of 
Title 28, Code of Federal Regulations 
are amended as follows:

PART 0— ORGANIZATION OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

§ 0.1 [Amended]
1. Section 0.1 of subpart A is amend­

ed by inserting “ Office of Information 
Law and Policy” immediately after 
“ Office of Professional Responsibili­
ty.”
§ 0.15(b)(2) [Redesignated as § 0.29(a)]

2. Section 0.15(b)(2) of subpart C is 
revised in part and redesignated as 
§ 0.29(a) of new subpart E-2 as set out 
below.
§ 0.18 [Redesignated as § 0.19a]

3. Section 0.18 of subpart C is revised 
in part ànd redesignated as § 0.19a of 
subpart C -l to read as follows:
§ 0.19a Office o f  Privacy and Information 

Appeals.
The Office of Privacy and Informa­

tion Appeals is established in the 
Office of the Associate Attorney Gen­
eral under the supervision of the Asso­
ciate Attorney General to assist in 
acting on Privacy and Freedom of In­
formation appeals under §§ 16.47 and 
16.7, respectively, of this chapter, 
except that in the case of appeals 
from initial decisions in which the As­
sociate Attorney General participated 
this assistance shall be provided by 
the Office of Legal Counsel. The 
Office of Privacy and Information Ap­
peals shall provide staff support to the 
Department Review Cohimittee, estab­
lished by § 17.38 of this chapter.
§ 0.25(1) [Redesignated as § 0.29(b)]

4. Section 0.25(i) of subpart E is re­
vised in part and redesignated as 
§ 0.29(b) of new subpart E-2 as set out 
below:

Subpart E-2—Office of Information Law and 
Policy

Sec.
0.28 Organization.
0.29 Functions.
0.29a Freedom of Information Committee.

A uthority: 28 U.S.C. 509, 510 and 5 U.S.C. 
301.
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Subpart E-2— Office of Information 
Law and Policy

§ 0.28 Organization.
The Office of Information Law and 

Policy shall be headed by a Director, 
appointed by the Attorney General. 
The Director shall be subject to the 
general supervision and direction of 
the Associate Attorney General.
§ 0.29 Functions.

The Director of the Office of Infor­
mation Law and Policy shall:

(a) Coordinate the Department’s re­
sponse to requests for production or 
disclosure of information under the 
Freedom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 
552), see part 16(A) in this chapter, 
and under the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C. 
552a), see part 16(D) in this chapter, 
and provide assistance in furnishing 
information to the public under the 
acts.

(b) Advise executive agencies and or­
ganizational units of the Department 
on questions relating to interpretation 
and application of the Freedom of In­
formation Act and advise the Depart­
ment on questions relating to interpre­
tation and application of the Privacy 
Act.

(c) Coordinate the development and 
implementation of and compliance 
with Freedom of Information Act 
policy within the executive agencies 
and all organizational units of the De­
partment and Privacy Act policy 
within all organizational units of the 
Department.

(d) Undertake, arrange, or support 
training and informational programs 
concerning both.acts for the executive 
agencies and the Department.

(e) Undertake such other responsi­
bilities as may be assigned by the As­
sociate Attorney General.
§ 0.29a Freedom o f Information Commit­

tee.
(a) The Freedom of Information 

Committee is established within the 
Office of Information Law and Policy 
to encourage compliance with the 
Freedom of Information Act through­
out the executive branch. The Com­
mittee consists of Justice Department 
attorneys who were members of the 
Committee on the effective date of 
this provision and Justice Department 
attorneys designated by the Director, 
Office of Information Law and Policy: 
Provided, That attorneys in other or­
ganizational units of the Department 
shall be so designated only with the 
consent of the head of the other orga­
nizational unit. The Committee 
through the Office of Information 
Law and Policy shall provide assist­
ance and encouragement to Federal 
agencies in complying with the letter 
and spirit of the Freedom of Informa­
tion Act through training of Federal

personnel and consultation with agen­
cies on particular matters arising 
under the Freedom of Information 
Act. In consulting with agencies pro­
posing to issue final denials under the 
Act, the Committee through the 
Office of Information Law and Policy 
shall, in addition to advising the 
agency with respect to legal issues, 
invite the attention of the agency to 
the range of public policies reflected 
in the Act, including the central policy 
of fullest responsible disclosure. The 
Office of Information Law and Policy 
may also undertake studies and make 
recommendations to carry out the 
intent of this subsection.

(b) All Federal agencies, which 
intend to deny requests for records 
under the Freedom of Information Act 
should consult with the Freedom of 
Information Committee through the 
Director of the Office of Information 
Law and Policy, to the fullest extent 
practicable, before litigation ensues. 
After litigation begins, contacts re­
garding the matter should be primar­
ily with the Civil Division or other 
component of the Department of Jus­
tice responsible for conducting the de­
fense of the suit.

PART 16— PRODUCTION OR DISCLO­
SURE OF MATERIAL OR INFORMA­
TION

Subpart A  [Amended]
5. Subpart A of part 16 is amended 

by substituting “Associate Attorney 
General” for “ Deputy Attorney Gen­
eral” each place where it appears in 
subpart A.
§ 16.1(b) [Amended]

6. Section 16.1(b) of subpart A, part 
16, is amended by substituting “ Office 
of Information Law and Policy” for 
“ Office of Legal Counsel” .

Subpart D [Amended]
7. Subpart D of part 16, is amended 

by substituting “ Associate Attorney 
General” for “Deputy Attorney Gen­
eral” each place where it appears in 
subpart D.

PART 50— STATEMENTS OF POLICY

§ 50.9 [Redesignated]
8. Section 50.9 of part 50 is revised in 

part and redesignated as § 0.29a in the 
new subpart E-2, part 0, as set out 
above.

Dated: September 27, 1978.
G riffin  B. B ell, 
Attorney General. 

[FR Doc. 78-28105 Filed 10-4-78; 8:45 am]
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[AAG/A Order No. 14-78]

PART 16— PRODUCTION OR DISCLO­
SURE OF MATERIAL OR INFORMA­
TION

Subpart E— Exemption of Records 
Systems Under the Privacy Act

AGENCY: Department of Justice. 
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: The Department of Jus­
tice is amending 28 CFR 16.85 to 
permit the U.S. Parole Commission to 
revise its alternate means of access 
under the Privacy Act of 1974 in order 
to bring its rules relating to disclosure 
under the Privacy Act into conformity 
with the prehearing disclosure provi­
sions of the Parole Commission and 
Reorganization Act of 1976. The au­
thorization specifically permits the 
Commission to apply the same sub­
stantive exemptions to all disclosure 
requests by prisoners which will avoid 
the possibility of inconsistent disclo­
sure decisions relating to the same, in­
formation.
DATE: This rule will be effective Oc­
tober 5, 1978.
ADDRESS: Legal and Legislative 
Group, Office of Management and Fi­
nance, Department of Justice, 10th 
and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash­
ington, D .C .20530.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT:

Bronson E. Clayton, 202-739-4165.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
No comments were received regarding 
the proposed regulations. Pursuant to 
the authority vested in me by 5 U.S.C. 
552a and 553, 28 CFR 16.85(c), is re­
vised as set forth below.

Dated: September 22, 1978.
K e v in  D. R o o n e y , 

Assistant Attorney General 
fo r  Administration.

§ 16.85 Exemption o f Parole Commission 
system—limited access.

* * * * *
(c) Consistent with the legislative 

purpose of the Privacy Act of 1974 the 
U.S. Parole Commission will initiate a 
procedure whereby present and 
former prisoners and parolees may 
obtain copies of material in files relat­
ing to them that are maintained by 
the U.S. Parole Commission. Disclo­
sure of the contents will be affected by 
providing copies of documents to re­
questers through the mails. Disclosure 
will be made to the same extent as 
would be made under the substantive 
exemptions of the Parole Commission
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and Reorganization Act of 1976 (18 
U.S.C. § 4208) and rule 32 of the Feder­
al Rules of Criminal Procedure. The 
procedure relating to disclosure of doc­
uments may be changed generally in 
the interest of improving the Commis­
sion’s system of disclosure or when re­
quired by pending or future decisions 
and directions of the Department of 
Justice.

[FR Doc. 78-28106 Filed 10-4-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01]
Title 40— Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C— AIR  PROGRAMS  

. [FRL 972-2]

PART 81— AIR QUALITY CONTROL 
REGIONS, CRITERIA, AND CON­
TROL TECHNIQUES

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.
SUMMARY: This rulemaking re­
sponds to comments and makes neces­
sary amendments to the designations 
of attainment status relative to the na­
tional ambient air quality standards 
(NAAQS) for Illinois, Indiana, Michi­
gan, Minnesota, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 
This rulemaking supplements the na­
tional EPA rulemaking of September 
11, 1978 (43 FR 40412), and incorpo­
rates by reference EPA’s position on 
certain general issues raised in com­
ments on the designations found in 
the supplementary information sec­
tion of that rulemaking.
DATE: Effective date—October 5, 
1978.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT:

Thomas Mateer, Air Programs 
Branch, U.S. Environmental Protec­
tion Agency, 230 South Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, 111. 60604, 312-353- 
2334.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Clean Air Act Amendments of 
1977 (the 1977 Amendments), Pub. L. 
95-95, added section 107(d) to the 
Clean Air Act (the Act) which directed 
each State to submit to the Adminis­
trator a list of the NAAQS attainment 
status of all areas within the State. 
The Administrator was required under 
section 107(d)(2) to promulgate the 
State lists, with any necessary modifi­
cations. For each standard, areas are 
classified as either not meeting the 
standard (nonattainment areas), meet­
ing the standard (attainment areas), 
or lacking sufficient data to be classi-
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fied (unclassifiable areas). The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA or the Agency) published these 
lists in the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r  on 
March 3, 1978 (43 FR 8962), and invit­
ed the public to submit comments to 
the Agency by May 2, 1978.

Certain issues raised in these com­
ments were similar to those raised by 
others throughout the nation. These 
issues are addressed in the national 
EPA promulgation. Additional issues 
which are specific to the States in 
EPA region V are addressed in this 
action. Several of the comments have 
caused EPA to modify earlier designa­
tions. In some cases, the designation 
has been changed by redefining the 
boundaries of the area; in others, the 
designation itself has been changed 
but no new nonattainment areas have 
been designated in counties which 
were previously attainment or unclas­
sifiable.

For good cause, the amendments to 
designations made final today are 
being made effective immediately. As 
discussed in the national EPA rule- 
making, the only effect of these desig­
nations is to identify problem areas 
for which State planning must be com­
pleted by a statutory deadline. These 
designations impose no obligation on 
any source. There would therefore be 
no point in deferring the effective 
date. The issues raised in the com­
ments are discussed below by State.

I l l in o is

One commenter stated that no op­
portunity was provided for public par­
ticipation in the designation process 
implemented by the Illinois Environ­
mental Protection Agency (IEPA). 
While the Clean Air Act does not re­
quire the States to provide opportuni­
ty for public participation in the desig­
nation process, IEPA held two public 
meetings in November 1977 in order to 
discuss the criteria to be utilized in the 
designation process. Written com­
ments were accepted by IEPA until 
the end of that month.
T o t a l  S u s p e n d e d  P a r t ic u l a t e s  ( T S P )

One commenter questioned the cri­
teria used by the State of Illinois in 
determining the nonattainment 
boundaries, monitor siting, and moni­
toring data used to support the nonat­
tainment designations for Bremen, 
Orland, and Palos Townships in 
AQCR 67 (Cook County). The nonat­
tainment designations for these town­
ships are supported by monitored vio­
lations. The State of Illinois chose to 
designate an area surrounding moni­
tored violations which included the 
surrounding townships. EPA review of 
the monitoring data and site locations 
reaffirms that the TSP primary and 
secondary nonattainment status of 
Bremen and Orland Townships is sup-
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ported by the data. This review also 
demonstrates the need to redesignate 
Palos Township from attainment of 
the primary standard and nonattain­
ment of the secondary standard to 
nonattainment for both the primary 
and secondary standards.

One commenter questioned the mon­
itoring data used to support the nonat­
tainment designations for Hyde Park, 
Hennepin, and Mount Vernon Town­
ships. Upon review of the monitoring 
data from these townships, EPA reaf­
firms the nonattainment designations. 
However, in the case of Hennepin 
Township, if 1978 monitoring data 
continues to indicate improved air 
quality, a redesignation may be justi­
fied.

One commenter questioned the 
siting o f a monitoring station and air 
quality data used to support the non­
attainment designation for Capital 
Township, Sangamon County. The 
designation of Capital Township was 
based on air quality data from third 
quarter 1975 through second quarter 
1977. Upon review of monitored data 
and information regarding site loca­
tion, EPA reaffirms the nonattain­
ment designation.

One commenter recommended that 
the geographic areas for the TSP non­
attainment designations be made 
smaller than entire townships within 
major metropolitan areas such as the 
city of Chicago. The commenter rec­
ommended the utilization of specific 
street boundaries for smaller areas of 
nonattainment. The commenter did 
not provide sufficient support for re­
vising the nonattainment boundaries 
as suggested. Therefore, EPA reaf­
firms the nonattainment designations 
within the city of Chicago.

One commenter noted that seven 
townships in south Chicago are listed 
as exceeding the primary TSP stand­
ards when there are many monitoring 
sites located in south Chicago which 
meet the primary TSP standards. 
Upon review of the 1977 monitoring 
data from the monitoring sites men­
tioned by the commenter, EPA reaf­
firms the nonattainment designations.

S ulfur D ioxide (S 0 2)
One commenter indicated that a 

copy o f a preliminary air quality mod­
eling study was not available for 
review and that comment on the non­
attainment designation for the Peoria 
major metropolitan area was thereby 
hindered. The commenter also ques­
tioned the modeling results used to 
support this designation, specifically 
the emissions inventory used in the 
modeling. The above-mentioned draft 
report was made available to the com­
menter by the State EPA in May. 
Before that time commenter was af­
forded information available for com­
menting on the designation status of
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Peoria. EPA approved the State’s rec­
ommended designation after review of 
the emission inventory used in the 
modeling which supported the desig­
nation. Therefore, the nonattainment 
designation for the Peoria metropoli­
tan area is supported by the evidence. 
Upon the finalization of a detailed 
modeling study for the Peoria area 
and obtaining additional monitoring 
results, the State may request a rede­
signation to attainment status, if justi­
fied.

One commenter questioned the un- 
classifiable designation for Capital 
Township, Sangamon County, in view 
of the fact that sulfur dioxide has 
been monitored for four years without 
a violation of the NAAQS. The unclas- 
sifiable designation for Capital Town­
ship is justified in that dispersion 
modeling shows the potential for vio­
lations of the NAAQS in several town­
ships within Sangamon County, while 
the State of Illinois determined that 
there was not enough evidence to sup­
port a nonattainment designation. 
Therefore, EPA reaffirms the current 
unclassifiable designation.

The State of Illinois commented 
that Leepertown Township, Bureau 
County, should be designated attain­
ment for primary and secondary SO* 
NAAQS and Shelby Township, Bureau 
County, should be designated unclassi­
fiable due to error in the location of a 
monitoring site. EPA supports the 
State of Illinois designation changes. 
Therefore, Leepertown Township is 
designated attainment and Selby 
Township is designated unclassifiable.

Carbon M onoxide (C O )
One commenter questioned the un­

classifiable designation for Capital 
Township, Sangamon County, in view 
of the fact that carbon monoxide has 
been monitored for 4 years without a 
violation of the NAAQS. The unclassi­
fiable designation for Capital Town­
ship is justified since transporation 
data indicated the potential for viola­
tion of the NAAQS within portions o f 
the township, while the State of Illi­
nois determined that there was not 
enough evidence to support a nonat­
tainment designation. Therefore, EPA 
reaffirms the current unclassifiable 
designation.

One commenter questioned the des­
ignation of the nonattainment area 
boundaries within the Chicago major 
metropolitan area. The commenter 
recommended specific alternative 
boundaries, but provided no support 
for the redesignation. Repeated viola­
tions of the NAAQS at several loca­
tions within the designated nonattain­
ment area support the current nonat­
tainment designation. Traffic data and 
dispersion studies support the current 
nonattainment designations for ex­
preassway areas located within the

Chicago major metropolitan area. 
Therefore, EPA must retain the cur­
rent nonattainment designations.

Nitrogen D ioxide (N 02)
One commenter questioned the 

siting of the continuous air monitoring 
program (CAMP) monitoring station 
located in downtown Chicago and rec­
ommended specific alternative street 
boundaries for the nonattainment 
area. Upon review, EPA determined 
that the CAMP monitoring station is 
correctly sited. Further, the com­
menter did not provide sufficient tech­
nical data to support a redesignation. 
There were two monitoring sites locat­
ed within the Chicago central business 
district which recorded violations of 
the NAAQS in 1977. Therefore, EPA 
confirms the current designation 
boundaries.

Photochemical Oxidants (O zone)
One commenter questioned the loca­

tion of a monitoring site and air qual­
ity data used to support a nonattain­
ment designation for Capital Town­
ship. Review of the monitoring site lo­
cation and air quality data confirmed 
numerous violations of the NAAQS in 
1977 despite a conservative site loca­
tion. Therefore, EPA reaffirms the 
current designation.

Indiana

The Agency received a total of 24 
comments on designations in the State 
of Indiana. Also, the State of Indiana 
on June 12, 1978, petitioned the 
Agency under section 107(d)(5) of the 
Clean Air Act to revise the designa­
tions for several counties, in some 
cases revising its previous recommen­
dations. Normally, the Agency’s ap­
proval or disapproval of such a peti­
tion would be proposed as rulemaking 
and subsequently promulgated; how­
ever, since Indiana’s petition was sub­
mitted in time to be reviewed along 
with all o f the other comments on des­
ignations and since there is no preju­
dice to sources in areas where the des­
ignation is revised, the State’s recom­
mendations in the petition were re­
viewed and are discussed below in con­
junction with all other comments on 
the same areas.
T otal Suspended Particulates (TSP)

One commenter recommended that 
Vigo County be designated as an at­
tainment area for suspended particu­
lates. One commenter recommended 
revision of the geographic size of the 
TSP nonattainment area in Vigo 
County to include only the industrial­
ized portions o f the county. Similarly 
the State of Indiana recommended 
that the primary TSP nonattainment 
area be restricted to Harrison, Sugar 
Creek, Fayette, Otter Creek, Lost
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Creek, and Honey Creek Townships. 
Since violations of the TSP NAAQS 
have been monitored in Vigo County, 
revision of the designation is not sup­
ported. However, the portion of the 
county recommended for nonattain­
ment designation by the State of Indi­
ana includes all areas of monitored 
violations as well as all significant 
point sources of particulate matter. 
EPA therefore concurs in the Indiana 
recommendations and has revised the 
geographic boundary of the TSP non­
attainment area in Vigo County ac­
cordingly.

Two commenters, as well as the 
State of Indiana, recommended that 
the primary TSP nonattainment desig­
nation in St. Joseph County be re­
duced to secondary nonattainment 
and that the geographic boundary of 
the nonattainment area be changed to 
the industrialized portion of the 
county, including all areas of moni­
tored violations. After reviewing the 
available technical data, USEPA con­
curs with these recommendations. The 
designation for St. Joseph County has 
been revised to secondary nonattain­
ment for particulate matter for those 
areas of St. Joseph County east of 
Pine Road and north of Kern Road.

One commenter stated that fugitive 
dust may be a significant contributor 
to secondary particulate nonattain­
ment in and around Kokomo, in 
Howard County and requested that 
USEPA reevaluate the area to deter­
mine the significance of the contribu­
tion of fugitive dust. An examination 
of the analysis of the high volume fil­
ters registering excursions of the sec­
ondary standard indicate that nonfu­
gitive dust such as fly ash and carbo­
naceous material make up a signifi­
cant portion of the particulate matter. 
Therefore, a revision of the designa­
tion for the secondary standard is not 
supported.

The State of Indiana recommended 
revising the boundaries of the second­
ary TSP nonattainment area in 
Howard County to Center and Howard 
Townships only. USEPA concurs and 
has redefined the boundaries of the 
nonattainment area accordingly.

Two commenters disputed the desig­
nation of Vanderburgh County as a 
secondary nonattainment area for 
TSP citing the transport of fugitive 
dust from outside the county as the 
primary source of nonattainment. A 
third commenter supported the nonat­
tainment designation. The State of In­
diana recommended revising the geo­
graphic boundary of the nonattain­
ment area to Pidgeon Township only. 
An analysis of high volume filters 
from monitors in the Evansville area 
which measured violations of the sec­
ondary particulate standard indicated 
that while fugitive dust was present, a 
significant portion of the particulate
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matter was man made in origin. There­
fore, a change in the designation is not 
supported. Since Pidgeon Township 
contains the city of Evansville’s sig­
nificant industrial point sources of 
particulate matter, EPA concurs with 
the State’s recommendation and has 
redefined the boundaries of the nonat­
tainment area accordingly.

One commenter objected to the des­
ignation of Floyd County as unclassi- 
fiable for TSP and recommended a 
classification of attainment. Upon 
review, EPA finds that there is not 
enough data to support either an at­
tainment or nonattainment classifica­
tion. Therefore, the TSP designation 
for Floyd County will remain unclassi- 
fiable.

The State of Indiana recommended 
that the following full county designa­
tions of TSP primary nonattainment 
be changed to subcounty designations:

Clark County (to Silver Creek, 
Charlestown, Utica, and Jeffersonville 
Townships only); Dearborn County (to 
Lawrenceburg, Center, Manchester, 
and Hogan Townships only); Lake 
County (to the area bounded by a line 
running east along U.S. 30 between 
the Illinois State line and 1-65, north 
on 1-65 to the intersection of 1-94, east 
along 1-94 to Lake-Porter County line, 
north along the county line to Lake 
Michigan, and west along the lake 
shore to the Illinois State line); 
Marion County (to the entire county 
with the exception of Washington 
Township east of Fall Creek, and 
Franklin Township south and east of 
Five Points Road and Thompson 
Road); and Wayne County (to Web­
ster, Boston, Center, and Wayne 
Townships only).

The State also recommended that 
the description of the primary TSP 
nonattainment designation for Dubois 
County (an area within a 10-mile 
radius of the center of Jasper) be 
changed to Bainbridge, Marion, and 
Patoka Townships; and that the sec­
ondary TSP nonattainment area for 
La Porte County (as area within a 10- 
mile radius of the city of La Porte 
sampling site) be changed to primary 
nonattainment in Center, Scipco, Kan­
kakee, New Durham, and Pleasant 
Townships, and the area north and 
west of Interstate 94. USEPA concurs 
in these recommendations and has re­
vised the designations accordingly.

S u l f u r  D i o x i d e  (S O * )

Ten commenters requested revisions 
to the size of the sulfur dioxide (SO*) 
primary nonattainment area in Lake 
County. With the exception of the 
State of Indiana, each commenter rec­
ommended that the city where the 
commenter was located be excluded 
from the nonattainment area, for the 
following reasons: Relatively few mon­
itors within the area registered viola-
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tions of the SO* national ambient air 
quality standards (NAAQS) and most 
of the heavy industry in the area was 
not responsible for the violations 
which were monitored. Commenters 
generally believed that sources unfair­
ly placed within the nonattainment 
area would suffer potentially serious 
adverse impacts due to restrictions on 
economic growth and unnecessarily re- 
trictive emission limitations.

The northern portion of Lake 
County, Ind., is heavily industrialized 
with a significant number of large SO* 
emission sources and relatively few 
continuous SO* monitors in operation. 
Despite the scarcity of the monitors, 
violations of the standard have been 
monitored. For this reason, the area 
must remain in nonattainment area 
for SO*. Also, the impact of the desig­
nation need not be adverse to emission 
sources not causing or contributing to 
violations of the standard as explained 
in more detail in the national EPA ru­
lemaking.

The State of Indiana comment rec­
ommended redescription of the south­
ern boundary of the Lake County non­
attainment area (currently U.S. 30 be­
tween the Illinois State line and the 
Porter County line) to U.S. 30 east 
from the Illinois State line to the in­
tersection of U.S. 30 and 1-65, north 
along 1-65 to the intersection of 1-65 
and 1-94, and east along 1-94 to the 
Porter County line. The area recom­
mended by the State of Indiana en­
compasses all significant emission 
sources and is therefore acceptable. 
The southern boundary of the Lake 
County nonattainment area for SO* is 
revised as noted above.

Two commentors recommended that 
the designation for Porter County be 
changed from partial nonattainment 
for SO* to attainment for the full 
county. The State of Indiana recom­
mended that the nonattainment area 
(the area bounded by Lake Michigan 
on the north, by the Lake-Porter 
County line on the west, by 1-80-90 on 
the south, and by the La Porte-Porter 
County line on the east) be redesignat­
ed as unclassifiable. On June 12, 1978, 
the State of Indiana petitioned EPA 
under 107(d)(5) of the Clean Air Act, 
to revise the Porter County designa­
tion from attainment in part to attain­
ment for the entire county. In all 
cases commenters noted that the origi­
nal designation was based on computer 
dispersion modeling utilizing the 
urban version of the RAM model, 
rather than on monitored violations of 
the SO* air quality standards. All com­
menters indicated that the rural ver­
sion of the RAM model would be more 
appropriate for use in Porter County.

Upon evaluation, EPA concurred in 
that assessment and the Indiana Divi­
sion of Air Pollution Control remod­
eled Porter County utilizing the rural
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version of RAM. While the results of 
the rural RAM model showed no pre­
dicted violations of the primary or sec­
ondary NAAQS for S 0 2, EPA noted 
certain technical deficiencies in the 
modeling. The modeling performed by 
Indiana did not utilize maximum al­
lowable emission rates in determining 
whether there would be attainment of 
the 3-hour and 24-hour SO* standards, 
and background concentrations of SO* 
were not adequately considered. For 
the above reasons, we cannot concur 
that the State’s rural RAM modeling 
of Porter County demonstrates attain­
ment of the S 0 2 NAAQS, however, 
that portion of Porter County desig­
nated as nonattainment in the March 
3 promulgation will be redesignated as 
unclassifiable. The remainder of 
Porter County will remain attainment.

One commenter recommended that 
the portion of La Porte County desig­
nated as primary and secondary non­
attainment for sulfur dioxide be re­
classified as attainment. The State of 
Indiana recommended that Center, 
Scipio, Kankakee, New Durham, and 
Pleasant Townships and the area 
north and west of 1-94 be redesignated 
as unclassifiable. On June 12, 1978, the 
State of Indiana formally petitioned 
under 107(dX5) of the Clean Air Act 
for a redesignation of La Porte County 
from nonattainment in part to attain­
ment for the entire county. There 
have been measured violations of the 
S 0 2 NAAQS in the nonattainment 
portion of La Porte County and addi­
tionally, the rural RAM analysis of 
northern Porter County conducted by 
the Indiana DAPC predicted nonat­
tainment. For the above reasons revi­
sion of the designation is not support­
ed at the present time.

One commenter recommended re­
classifying Wayne County from prima­
ry nonattainment of the SOs standard 
to unclassifiable stating that during at 
least one exclusion, the company’s 
electrostatic precipitators were out of 
service. The State o f Indiana recom­
mended changing the boundaries of 
the nonattainment area from the full 
county, to Webster, Boston, Center, 
Franklin, and Wayne Townships only. 
The State’s recommendation was for­
malized in the June 12, 1978, 107(d)(5) 
petition. Since electrostatic precipita­
tors are control devices used primarily 
for particulate control, their break­
down would be expected to have a neg­
ligible effect on S 0 2. Moreover, of the 
three monitored excursions of the S 0 2 
standard, only one occurred during a 
period of precipitator malfunction. 
Therefore the evidence supports the 
nonattainment designation for Wayne 
County, however, the recommendation 
of the State of Indiana to revise the 
geqjpraphic boundaries of the primary 
nonattainment area is accepted since 
all major sources and their areas of
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major impact are included in the area 
designated.

Four commenters recommended re­
designation of Marion County from 
nonattainment for primary and sec­
ondary S 0 2 standards to unclassifia­
ble. Commenters challenged the valid­
ity of the monitored data which dem­
onstrated violations of the 24-hour pri­
mary S 0 2 standard and the accuracy 
and validity of dispersion models 
which predicted violations of the 
annual and short-term primary S 0 2 
standards. Upon evaluation, EPA finds 
that the monitored data is valid and 
the dispersion modeling done for 
Marion County used an accepted 
model (CDM), which predicted annual 
violation^ of the S 0 2 standard. These 
results have been supplemented by 
urban RAM runs which predicted 
short-term violations of the S 0 2 stand­
ard. The overwhelming weight of evi­
dence supports primary S 0 2 nonat­
tainment in Marion County and that 
designation will remain unchanged. 
Since secondary violations have been 
neither monitored nor predicted by 
dispersion modeling, Marion County is 
being reclassified as attainment for 
the secondary S 0 2 standard.

One commenter recommended rede­
signation of Vigo County from prima­
ry SOa nonattainment to attainment. 
The commenter submitted a disper­
sion modeling report as evidence of at­
tainment. The State of Indiana sub­
mitted the same report with a recom­
mendation that Vigo County be 
changed from primary nonattainment 
to unclassifiable. This recommenda­
tion was formalized in the State’s June 
12, 1978, petition. The modeling report 
disputed the appropriateness of the 
urban RAM model in Vigo County, 
recommending in its place a modified 
version of rural RAM. The Agency re­
viewed the modeling report and deter­
mined that it does not meet the Agen­
cy’s modeling standards. Computer 
dispersion studies using acceptable 
modeling procedures have predicted 
primary S 0 2 standard violations. 
Therefore, revision of the designation 
is not supported at this time.

One commenter recommended that 
the designation of Gibson County be 
revised from unclassifiable for S 0 2 to 
attainment. The State of Indiana also 
requested redesignation of Gibson 
County from unclassifiable to attain­
ment in its June 12, 1978, petition. 
The commenter submitted a modeling 
study of Gibson County, indicating at­
tainment of S 0 2 standards. However, a 
previous USEPA modeling analysis of 
air quality in Gibson County indicated 
a potential for violations of the SOz 
NAAQS. Due to the number of unan­
swered questions concerning air qual­
ity in Gibson County, the designation 
for Gibson County should remain un­
classifiable.

On June 12, 1978, the State of Indi­
ana also petitioned that Jefferson 
County be redesignated from unclassi­
fiable for S 0 2 to attainment. A disper­
sion modeling study was submitted in 
support of the petition. A dispersion 
modeling study submitted by the State 
to region V, USEPA, indicated viola­
tions of the secondary standard. 
Region V is currently preparing an an- 
aylsis of Jefferson County to resolve 
the discrepancies between these two 
studies. Until that anaylsis is complet­
ed, the S 0 2 designation for Jefferson 
County will remain unclassifiable for 
the primary standard, and will be re­
vised to nonattainment for the second­
ary standard.

P h o t o c h e m ic a l  O x i d a n t s  ( O z o n e )

One commenter stated that the des­
ignation of Floyd County as nonat­
tainment for the photochemical oxi­
dant standard was based “ solely on its 
proximity to probable nonattainment 
areas” and therefore is inappropriate. 
Since violations of the oxidant stand­
ard have been monitored in New 
Albany (located in Floyd County), this 
designation is clearly supported by the 
evidence and will not be revised.

Two commenters stated that desig­
nating Vanderburgh County as nohat- 
tainment for photochemical oxidants 
was arbitrary, would serve no practical 
purpose, was counter to congressional 
intent, and should not be undertaken 
until it is determined whether the na­
tional ambient air quality standard for 
oxidants will be revised. Air quality 
values in excess of the photochemical 
oxidant standard have been monitored 
in Vanderburgh County for the past 3 
years. Even if USEPA revises the 
standard as proposed, Vanderburgh 
County would still experience viola­
tions of the standard. The Clean Air 
Act clearly states that the purpose of 
the designation process is to identify 
areas where public health related air 
pollution standards are being violated. 
Therefore, the designation of Vander­
burgh County will remain as nonat­
tainment for photochemical oxidants.

One commenter recommended that 
the oxidant nonattainment area desig­
nation for St. Joseph County be limit­
ed to the urbanized area. The county 
was classified * as nonattainment be­
cause the South Bend urbanized area 
has a population greater than 200,000. 
Subsequent air quality measurements 
In South Bend has resulted in the 
monitoring of numerous violations of 
the NAAQS for oxidants. Limiting the 
designation to the urbanized area 
would not be consistent with the phys­
ical nature of oxidant formation and 
transport. Additionally, a large por­
tion of the South Bend urbanized area 
is Elkhart County. The omission of 
Elkhart County from the list of coun­
ties not attaining the oxidant standard
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in the March 3, 1978, Federal R egis­
ter (43 FR 8962) was an error which 
has been corrected in this action. 
Therefore, St. Joseph and Elkhart 
Counties are designated as nonattain­
ment for photochemical oxidants.

One commenter stated that desig­
nating Porter County as nonattain­
ment for oxidants was a misapplica­
tion of USEPA policy. The nonattain- 
ment designation of Porter County 
was based on the fact that portions of 
Porter County are part of the Chica­
go-northwest Indiana urbanized area-. 
To declare solely the urbanized area as 
nonattainment would be inconsistent 
with the physical nature of ozone for­
mation and transport. Therefore, non­
attainment designation of Porter 
County will remain in effect.

One commenter stated that Marion 
County should be designated unclassi- 
fiable for oxidants until a number of 
questions concerning control strategies 
have been answered. The designation 
of Marion County was based on moni­
tored violations of the air quality 
standard. Issues relating to the effec­
tiveness of a cofttrol strategy are not 
relevant to the designation which is a 
description of air quality. Therefore 
Marion County should remain nonat­
tainment for photochemical oxidants.

Carbon M onoxide (CO)
One commenter recommended that 

the portion of downtown Indianapolis 
designated as nonattainment for the 
carbon monoxide standard should be 
redesignated unclassifiable since the 
monitor in question is “ unduly influ­
enced” by exhaust from buses. This 
monitor has been sited according to 
national monitoring guidelines and 
has been quality assured. The data is 
therefore accurate and valid. Further­
more, the influence of the buses in 
generating high ambient levels of 
carbon monoxide should be considered 
in development of a control stategy. 
Therefore, the designation is support­
ed by the data and is not being re­
vised.

M ichigan

The Michigan Department of Natu­
ral Resources (MDNR) submitted a 
list to typographical errors found in 
the March 3, 1978 publication. These 
corrections are being made today.
Total Suspended Particulates (TSP)

BRANCH COUNTY
Originally, this area had been erro­

neously designated “ nonattainment” 
for secondary particulate standards in­
stead o f “ unclassifiable” . MDNR sub­
mitted monitoring data which indi­
cates that the particulate standards 
have been attained in the area. EPA 
has reviewed this new data and has de­
termined that redesignation to “ at-
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tainment” for particulate.standards is 
appropriate for Branch County.

Sulfur D ioxide (S 0 2)
INGHAM COUNTY

MDNR suggested that the nonat­
tainment area for SO» be the sub­
county area defined in the State draft 
designation document. In view of the 
State’s dispersion modeling and moni­
toring support, EPA will amend the 
designation to include oniy the sub­
county area proposed by the State.

MIDLAND COUNTY
A subcounty designation by MDNR 

is being accepted by EPA for the same 
reason set forth in the Ingham County 
comment.

L. W. Pribila, on behalf of Dow 
Chemical U.S.A., objected to designa­
tion of any part of Midland County as 
nonattainment for sulfur dioxide 
standards primarily because current 
air monitoring data indicates all S 0 2 
standards are being achieved. Such 
achievement is. attributed to utiliza­
tion of a supplemental or intermittent 
control system (SCS) by Dow Chemi­
cal, the principal source of SOa in the 
Midland County area. The air quality 
report prepared by Michigan in 1974 
showed 15 monitored violations of the 
sulfur dioxide 24-hour primary 
(health-related) standard at the 
Abbott Road site in Midland, Mich., 
near the Dow Chemical plant. The 
same site also recorded violations of 
the 3-hour secondary (welfare-related) 
standard.

In 1975, no violations were recorded 
at the Abbott Road site according to 
the air quality report published by 
Michigan. However, excursions (non­
violation exceedences o f standards) of 
both the 24-hour and 3-hour standards 
were recorded at the Dow Corning lot 
site on Saginaw Road and, in 8 months 
of monitoring, two violations of the 24- 
hour standard in addition to an excur­
sion of the 3-hour standard were re­
corded at the Dow Biochem building 
site on Austin Street.

In 1976, the Michigan air quality 
report showed an excursion of the 24- 
hour standard at both the Dow Cor­
ning and Abbott Road sites, and an ex­
cursion of the 3-hour standard at the 
Austin Street site. Subsequent air 
quality data reported to EPA indicate 
no violations of SOa standards occur­
ring in the Midland area.

On May 7, 1974, Dow Chemical and 
the Michigan Air Pollution Control 
Commission entered into a consent 
order (No. 12-73-05) which exempted 
Dow from meeting SO» emission limi­
tations in the applicable Michigan rule 
provided Dow installed an intermit­
tent control system (ICS), a dispersion 
technique which limits emissions 
during times when violations of air
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quality standards would otherwise 
occur because of meteorological condi­
tions. Dow’s choice of permanent con­
trols was a reliance on a nucjear 
powerplant' to be constructed by the 
Consumers Power Co. By July 1, 1975, 
the ICS at Dow was operational (state­
ment of Mr. L. Pribila at EPA sec. 113 
Enforcement Conference, Feb. 4, 1977, 
p. 13 transcript) and, as indicated 
above, fairly successful in preventing 
violations of the standards.

The Clean Air Act requires use of 
continous emission reduction technol­
ogy to attain and maintain national 
standards.1 A dispersion technique 
may not be used to reduce the amount 
of constant emission controls required 
to attain and maintain standards, 
unless the dispersion technique was 
implemented prior to December 31, 
1970.2 Accordingly, in view of the air 
quality violations in 1974 and 1975 and 
the admission by the principal source 
of S 0 2 in the area (Dow Chemical Co.) 
that an intermittent control system 
was being utilized to prevent current 
violations of air quality standards, 
EPA concluded that the county of 

"Midland was required to be designated 
nonattainment for the sulfur dioxide 
standard.

Neither the comment by Dow nor 
any of the air quality data analyzed 
prior to implementation of the Dow 
ICS indicate that SO» standards are 
being achieved in Midland County 
solely by constant emission controls. 
In fact, there is no evidence of any 
constant SO» emission control at the 
Dow plant. Because no new informa­
tion has been presented which would 
provide a basis for changing the non­
attainment designation, it is retained 
for the subcounty area in which Dow 
is located.

M innesota

TOTAL SUSPENDED PARTICULATES (TSP)

Mesabi Iron Range—Itasca and St.
Louis Counties

Several commenters objected to des­
ignation of the 100-mile strip consti­
tuting the Mesabi Iron Range (por­
tions of Itasca and St. Louis Counties) 
as a notattainment area for secondary 
particulate standards because the 
monitored air quality data relied on in 
making the designation represented 
conditions in a very limited portion of 
this vast area.

In designating certain townships and 
ranges nonattainment, Minnesota Pol­
lution Control Agency (MPCA) ana­
lyzed data from 8 State monitoring 
sites and 36 industrial sites. Taking 
the most conservative position in

1 Secs. 110(a)(2)(B) and 302(k), 42 TJ.S.C. 
7410(a)(2)(B) and 7602(k).

2Sec. 123(a), 42 U.S.C. 7423(a). See discus­
sion in the national rulemaking package of 
Sept. 11, 1978, 43 FR 40414.
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terms of protecting the welfare of this 
area, MPCA determined to designate 
the entire range nonattainment based 
on available data recognizing that 
pockets of attainment could exist 
within the area and that appropriate 
changes would be made when suffi­
cient data became available. Based on 
a review of the monitored 24-hour par­
ticulate standard violations, EPA con­
curred in this determination.

Two companies* Erie Mining Co. and 
Hanna Mining Co. submitted extensive 
modeling data in support of their re­
quests for redesignation of certain 
townships in the designated area. 
Based on an analysis of this data, 
MPCA has recommended certain 
changes in the designation of the 
Mesabi Range. EPA has reviewed 
these recommendations and concurs as 
more fully discussed in a background 
document for section 107 designations 
in Minnesota which is "available in the 
regional office.

U.S. Steel also objected to designa­
tion of the central portion of the 
Mesabi Iron Range as nonattaainment 
particularly because they claimed the 
closest monitor could not accurately 
represent the. air quality surrounding 
U.S. Steel facilities. However, the com- 
menter failed to specify which particu­
lar townships should be redesignated 
and to submit data in support of any 
proposed redesignations. Accordingly, 
EPA and MPCA have no basis for al­
tering the designation.

U.S. Steel also complained about the 
location of the monitors closest to 
their facility. The sites in Virginia and 
Mount Iron were inspected by EPA in, 
1976 and found to be situated such 
that they would not be affected by fu­
gitive sources which could lead to ex­
aggerated levels.

Typographical errors in the legal de­
scriptions published on March 3, 1978, 
are being corrected today. In reassess­
ing available data, EPA determined 
that the violation at industrial site 07 
was not caused by fugitive dust. 
Therefore, the nonattainment bound­
ary has been extended to include 
T56N, R18W, the location of this mon­
itor.

As part of its analysis of the air 
quality problem along the Mesabi 
Range, MPCA has contracted with 
Midwest Research Institute for a de­
tailed study which may lead to further 
redesignations.

P hotochemical O xidants (O zone)
ST. LOUIS, SHERBURNE, CARLTON, LAKE, 

AND OLMSTEAD COUNTIES
Two comments were received with 

objections to designation of the above 
counties as nonattainment areas for 
photochemical oxidants. Concern with 
imposition of the offset policy over a 
wide area was expressed.
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The nonattainment designations in 
these counties were based on moni­
tored violations therein. If the State 
would submit attainment determina­
tions for subcounty areas along with 
adequate justification, EPA would 
evaluate such a submission. Until such 
time, the nonattainment designations 
are retained. The ramifications of the 
nonattainment designation are dis­
cussed more fully in the supplemen­
tary information section of the EPA 
national promulgation.

O h io

The Agency received a total of 20 
comments on designations in the State 
of Ohio, most regarding more than 
one geographic location and pollutant.

S ulfur D io xid e  D esignations

Some comments requested an attain­
ment designation for S 0 2 everywhere 
in Ohio, despite the fact that the 
standard is now violated in several 
areas, because the current EPA-pro- 
mulgated SIP provides for emission re­
ductions that are projected to result in 
attainment by the attainment date in 
the SIP. However, the Act requires a 
nonattainment designation for all 
areas that violate a standard, regard­
less of whether implementation of the 
existing SIP is projected to result in 
attainment before the attainment date 
in the SIP.

As explained more fully in the EPA 
national promulgation, projected 
future violations of a standard may 
provide the basis for a nonattainment 
designation in currently clean areas. 
However, the reverse is not true: Pro­
jected future attainment may not pro­
vide the basis for an attainment desig­
nation in currently dirty areas. The 
reason is that sections 17H2), 172, and 
107(d)(1) (A) through (C) establish 
two alternative criteria for designating 
an area as nonattainment. Any area 
that currently violates the standard is 
to be designated as nonattainment, 
and any area where in the State’s 
judgment the primary standard for 
S 0 2 or TSP may not be maintained 
may also be designated as nonattain­
ment. Regardless of whether the 
standard may be attained in the 
future, an area that currently violates 
the standard satisfies the first statuto­
ry criterion and must therefore be des­
ignated as nonattainment. The attain­
ment designation will continue to 
apply /until the State demonstrates 
that the air quality standards are no 
longer violated.

Applying a nonattainment designa­
tion regardless of projected future at­
tainment is required by both the legis­
lative history and the purposes of the 
Act. Both the House and Senate bills 
considered in 1977 would have applied 
nonattainment requirements to all 
areas with violations, regardless of

projected future attainment.3 When 
the nonattainmeiit provisions of these 
bills were amalgamated to form the 
bill eventually enacted, the applica­
tion of nonattainment designation to 
all areas that violate the standards 
was retained.

Furthermore applying a nonattain­
ment designation to dirty areas where 
future attainment is projected will fur­
ther the purposes of the Act. Even if 
emission reductions under the current 
SIP would be sufficient, if fully imple­
mented, to provide for attainment, a 
nonattainment designation is essen­
tial, to satisfy the requirements in sec­
tions 171-173 of the Act insuring that 
the necessary emission reductions are 
actually* achieved, calling for reason­
able further progress prior to attain­
ment, and imposing stringent condi­
tions on new construction. And even 
aside from these regulatory require­
ments, a nonattainment designation 
should apply to identify for the public 
every area with an existing air quality 
problem in violation of the standards.

Many comments received questioned 
the basis for the S 0 2 designations in 
Ohio. The S 0 2 designations are sup­
ported by available monitoring as well 
as the modeling analysis performed by 
EPA in the development of the feder­
ally promulgated S 0 2 regulations. This 
modeling analysis has been extensive­
ly documented in several support doc­
uments and has been upheld as an ap­
propriate tool for setting source specif­
ic emission limitations as the result of 
litigation on the regulations. Section 
171 of the Clean Air Act defines non­
attainment area as an “ * * * area 
Which is shown by monitored data or 
which is calculated by air quality mod­
eling (or other methods determined by 
The Administrator to be reliable) to 
exceed any national ambient air qual­
ity standard for such pollutant.” Thus 
air quality modeling is specifically au­
thorized as a basis for determining 
whether an area is attaining the 
standards. The Agency has determined 
that where air quality modeling re­
sults are available, such results will be 
used to determine the designation, 
taking precedence over air quality 
monitoring data which is usually not 
sufficiently comprehensive to cover 
any given area. Therefore, EPA de­
signated most of the S 0 2 nonattain­
ment areas in Ohio based upon its 
modeling analyses.

Several commenters suggested that 
the boundaries of the S 0 2 nonattain­
ment areas be revised to restrict the 
nonattainment designation to an area 
smaller than the entire county. EPA

3 Proposed sec. 127(e)(2)(A) of the Act, in 
report to accompany H.R. 6161, H.R. Rept. 
No 95-294, 95th Cong., 1st Sess. 389 (May 
12, 1977); proposed secs. 110(a)(3)(A) and 
113(g)(1) of the Act, in report to accompany 
S. 252, S. Rep. No. 95-127, 95th Cong., 1st 
Sess. 146, 169 (May 10, 1977).
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has reviewed the designations and re­
duced the size of the nonattainment 
areas where supportable along easily 
recognizable political and geographical 
lines.

Comments

One commenter, Cincinnati Gas & 
Electric Co. (CGE), objected to the 
SO2 and TgP nonattainment designa­
tions for Clermont and Hamilton 
Counties. Specifically, CGE comment­
ed as follows:

1. Pierce Township, Clermont County, 
should be designated attainment for the 
TSP secondary standard.

2. Miami Township, Hamilton County, 
should be designated attainment for the 
TSP secondary standard.

3. Clermont and Hamilton Counties 
should be designated attainment for the 
SO, primary standard.

Clermont County TSP
Based upon monitoring data, EPA 

must reaffirm its nonattainment desig­
nation for Pierce Township, Clermont 
County, for the TSP secondary stand­
ard. Also, based upon the location of 
the monitor showing violations of the 
secondary 24-hour TSP standard, EPA 
must additionally designate Batavia 
Township as nonattainment for the 
TSP secondary standard. A monitor 
site (SAROAD site 007) located at 297 
Main Street, Hamilton, Ohio, regis­
tered fouT exceedances of the second­
ary TSP standard in 1977. This moni­
tor is located near the border of Bata­
via and Pierce Townships.

Hamilton County TSP
Based upon monitoring data, EPA 

must reaffirm its secondary TSP non­
attainment designation of Miami 
Township, Hamilton County. The 
monitoring data submitted by CGE 
clearly shows violations of the second­
ary TSP standard at sites C and D and 
Dugan Gap.

Clermont and Hamilton So,
EPA must reaffirm the nonattain­

ment designations for the SO, primary 
standard for Clermont and Hamilton 
Counties, based on EPA’s modeling. 
However, the boundaries of the nonat­
tainment areas have been revised. Re­
viewing CGE’s own monitoring data 
for site B, Clermont County, shows 
one excursion of the short-term stand­
ard and violations of the primary SO, 
standard at both sites C and D, Hamil­
ton County, during 1977.

Comment

One commenter, U.S. Steel (USS), 
made several comments regarding the 
SO, designation for Lorain County. 
Specifically, USS comments:
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1. Lorain County should be designated at­
tainment for SO* based upon the monitor­
ing and modeling done by Ohio EPA.

2. Subcounty designations should be made 
for SO,.

3. The data base in EPA’s SO, modeling 
analysis was in error. USS is remodeling 
Lorain County and so far it indicates attain­
ment.

The SO, nonattainment designation 
for Lorain County is based upon the 
modeling analysis performed by EPA 
in the development of the federally 
promulgated SO, regulations in Ohio. 
EPA must reaffirm the nonattainment 
designation for SO, in Lorain «County 
but has reduced the size of the nonat­
tainment area. The nonattainment 
area as listed in the Ohio SO, attain­
ment status table below now includes 
Lorain County north of Route 80 and 
the city of Elyria.

USS cited several significant errors 
in EPA’s data base which USS alleges 
eaused inaccurate modeling results. 
EPA has agreed to a procedure to re­
solve the data questions including the 
remodeling of Lorain County by USS 
with an updated data base. However, 
until USS completes this modeling, 
there is no evidence to support an at­
tainment status. Once USS submits its 
modeling results to EPA, a further 
analysis of the area’s designation can 
be undertaken, and the designation 
changed if supported at that time.

Comment

One commenter, Dayton Power and 
Light (DPL>, made the following ob­
jections to the nonattainment designa­
tions promulgated in the March 3, 
1978 Federal R egister:

1. DPL believes monitoring data in­
dicates Montgomery County is attain­
ment for SO, rather than nonattain­
ment as it is designated. DPL objects 
to the use of “ special models such as 
the RAM model” in the State of Ohio.

2. Subcounty designations for SO, 
should be made.

3. DPL indicates that the use of a 
double asterisk in the SO, designation 
list is in error.

4. 34 counties were omitted from the 
list of TSP designations in Ohio.

The nonattainment SO, designations 
for Montgomery County is supported 
by the modeling analysis performed by 
EPA in the development of the feder­
ally promulgated SO, regulations for 
Ohio. EPA did not single out the State 
of Ohio for the use of special models 
such as the RAM model but used mod­
eling results whenever they were avail­
able. Therefore, EPA must reaffirm 
the nonattainment designation for 
Montgomery County, but has rede­
fined the designation to a subcounty 
area. The double asterisk notation in­
dicating that the Montgomery County 
designation was made by EPA because 
the State failed to submit its own rec­
ommendation is an error. The nota-
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tion should have been one asterisk de­
noting an EPA change of the State 
recommendation. This is corrected in 
this publication. The omission of 34 
counties from the TSP attainment 
status list was an error and is correct­
ed in this publication.

Comment

One commenter, General Motors 
(GM), objected to the nonattainment 
designations for TSP in Defiance, 
Montgomery, Richland, and Erie 
Counties. Specifically, GM raised the 
following objections:

1. Defiance County should not have 
been designated nonattainment for 
the primary TSP standard because 
data indicates the excursions were 
caused by rural fugitive dust and the 
data from onsite monitors should not 
have been considered. GM believes the 
proper designation is nonattainment 
of the secondary TSP standard.

2. '^'Kettering and Montgomery 
County should not have been desig­
nated nonattainment for the second­
ary TSP standard. G M . believes the 
proper designation for the area sur­
rounding its plant, Delco Products Di­
vision, is attainment.

3. Richland County should not have 
been designated nonattainment for 
primary TSP standard. GM believes 
subcounty designations should be 
made and that the proper designation 
for the area surrounding its plant, the 
Fisher Body—Mansfield plant, is at­
tainment.

4. Erie County should be designated 
attainment for the primary TSP 
standard.

Defiance County

Based upon monitoring data, EPA 
must reaffirm its designation of Defi­
ance County as primary TSP nonat­
tainment area. However, based upon 
further data submitted by Ohio EPA, 
the nonattainment area for the prima­
ry TSP standard has been redefined as 
Richland Township not within the 
city of Defiance and the city of Defi­
ance has been redesignated as nonat­
tainment for the secondary TSP 
standard only. There is no support to 
show that violations indicated by on­
site monitors are due to nonindustrial 
fugitive dust. Furthermore, onsite 
monitoring data is utilized by EPA if 
the data is quality assured, such as in 
this case.

M ontgomery County

Based upon monitoring data and fur­
ther information submitted by the 
Dayton Regional Air Pollution Con­
trol Agency, EPA has redefined the 
boundaries of the nonattainment 
areas for the TSP primary and second­
ary standard. The General Motors, 
Delco Products Division in Kettering 
is now in an attainment area.
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R ic h l a n d  C o u n t y

EPA must reaffirm its nonattain­
ment designation of Richland County 
for the primary TSP standard. GM 
submitted monitoring data in support 
of their contention that the area sur­
rounding their Fisher Body-Mansfield 
plant is attainment. However, the data 
submitted is not quality assured and 
therefore cannot be used in making 
the designation. Moreover, four of five 
Mansfield monitoring sites within the 
period of 1975-1977 showed violations 
of the primary annual TSP standard. 
The monitoring network in Richland 
County is not extensive enough to 
make subcounty designations.

E r i e  C o u n t y

EPA designated Erie County as non­
attainment for the TSP primary 
standard. This appears to have been a 
clerical error. EPA has redesignated 
Erie County as-nonattainment for the 
TSP secondary standard.

C o m m e n t

One commenter, Ohio Edison Co. 
(OEC), objected to the nonattainment 
designations made for Clark, Colum­
biana, and Trumbull Counties for TSP 
and for Columbiana, Lorain, Summit, 
and Trumbull Counties for SO*.

Specifically, OEC commented as fol­
lows:

1. The secondary TSP nonattain­
ment designation for Clark County, 
Springfield, west of Limestone Street 
should be attainment.

2. The secondary TSP nonattain- 
ment designation for the unincorpor­
ated areas of Weathersfield Township, 
Trumbull County should be attain­
ment.

3. The primary TSP nonattainment 
designation for East Palestine, Colum­
biana County should be nonattain­
ment for the secondary TSP standard 
only.

4. The primary SO* nonattainment 
designations for East Palestine in Co­
lumbiana County; Lorain County 
north of the Norfolk and Western 
Railroad tracks; Summit County north 
of Route 18; and the unincorporated 
areas of Weathersfield Township in 
Trumbull County should be attain­
ment.

C l a r k  C o u n t y  TSP
Based upon monitoring data, EPA 

must reaffirm the nonattamment des­
ignation for the TSP secondary stand­
ard in Clark County. However, the 
nonattainment area has. been rede­
fined and the city of Springfield has 
been added to the nonattainment area. 
OEC submitted monitoring data to 
support theft* contention that the area 
west of Limestone Street is attain­
ment. However, the data submitted 
was unsupported. No information was

submitted as to the quality assurance 
procedures utilized and the data did 
not cover a full year. Additionally, key 
sampling Idays are missing for the Ab­
attoir and Snyder Park sites which 
would have been likely to predict 
maximums. Therefore, EPA must reaf­
firm the nonattainment designation 
for the secondary TSP standard.

T r u m b u l l  C o u n t y  T S P

Based upon monitoring data, EPA 
must reaffirm the nonattainment des­
ignation for Weathersfield Township, 
Trumbull County for the secondary 
TSP standard. OEC submitted moni­
toring data to support their conten­
tion that the unincorporated area of 
Weathersfield Township, Trumbull 
County is attainment. However, this 
monitoring data supports the nonat­
tainment designation for the second­
ary TSP standard. Ohio EPA concurs 
with this designation.

C o l u m b ia n a  C o u n t y  TSP
Based upon monitoring data, EPA 

must reaffirm the nonattainment des­
ignation for the primary TSP standard 
for East Palestine, Columbiana 
County. The air quality monitor locat­
ed in East Palestine shows a violation 
of the annual primary TSP standard 
in 1976. Therefore, the proper designa­
tion for East Palestine, Columbiana 
County is nonattainment for the pri­
mary TSP standard.

C o l u m b ia n a , L o r a in , S u m m i t , a n d  
T r u m b u l l  C o u n t ie s  S O *

Based upon the modeling analysis 
performed by EPA in the development 
of the federally promulgated SO* reg­
ulations in Ohio, EPA must reaffirm 
the nonattainment designations for 
the primary SO* standard for Colum­
biana, Lorain, Summit, and Trumbull 
Counties. However, these nonattain­
ment areas have been redefined on a 
subcounty basis.

C o m m e n t

One commenter, Republic Steel, 
made two separate comments during 
the public comment period. The first 
objected to the procedures followed by 
EPA in the promulgation of the non­
attainment designations and the fact 
that no economic assessment was 
made. The second objected to the 
basis for the SO* designations, specifi­
cally objecting to EPA’s overruling of 
Ohio EPA’s recommendations which 
were based on monitoring data. Re­
public Steel therefore recommended 
that Cuyahoga, Stark, and Trumbull 
Counties be redesignated based upon 
monitoring data.

As to Republic Steel’s comment that 
EPA failed to perform an environmen­
tal or economic assessment of these 
designations, there is no economic or

environmental impact associated with 
the promulgation of the list of nonat­
tainment areas. Therefore, there is no 
need at this time to conduct such an 
assessment. Environmental and eco­
nomic impact will only result after the 
State revises its State implementation 
plan (SIP) to provide for attainment 
of the standards by December 31, 
1982, and sets new emission limitations 
on sources. Further, EPA must reaf­
firm the SO* nonattainment designa­
tions for Cuyahoga and Stark Coun­
ties based upon EPA’s modeling analy­
sis. The nonattainment area in Trum­
bull County was based on monitored 
violations in the Youngstown-Camp- 
bell area. EPA has redefined the non­
attainment areas on a subcounty basis.

C o m m e n t

One commenter, the Columbus and 
Southern Ohio Electric Co. (CSOE), 
objected to the designation of Coshoc­
ton County as nonattainment for the 
secondary TSP standard and to the 
designation of Athens, Coshocton, and 
Pickaway Counties as nonattainment 
for the primary SO* standard,

CSOE recommends that all these 
counties be designated as attainment 
based upon the following:

1. Modeling performed by CSOE in­
dicates that the secondary TSP stand­
ard is not violated in. Coshocton 
County and monitoring data confirms 
this finding.

2. Monitoring data collected by 
CSOE indicates that the primary SO* 
standard has been attained in Athens, 
Coshocton, and Pickaway Counties; 
the secondary SO* standard has been 
attained in Coshocton and Pickaway 
Counties; and the secondary SO* 
standard is exceeded in Athens 
County but modeling performed after 
the recent installation of a .new 500- 
foot stack at the Poston Generating 
Station indicates that no violation of 
the secondary standard is expected to 
occur in the future.

Based upon additional monitoring 
data submitted by the Ohio EPA on 
April 12, 1978, EPA will reclassify Co­
shocton County as attainment for the 
TSP standard. However, based upon 
EPA’s SO* modeling analysis, EPA 
must reaffirm the nonattainment des­
ignation of Athens, Coshocton, and 
Pickaway Counties for the primary 
SO* standard but has redefined the 
nonattainment areas as including only 
York Township in Athens County, 
Franklin Township in Coshocton 
County and Harrison Township in 
Pickaway County. CSOE contended 
that modeling performed since the 
new 500-foot stack at the Poston Gen­
erating Station in Athens County has 
been operational indicates no violation 
of the secondary SO* standard in the 
near future, even though previous 
monitoring results indicated excee-
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dances of the secondary standard. No 
support was submitted to justify find­
ing that this new stack is consistent 
with section 123 of the Clean Air Act 
which prohibits the use of any disper­
sion enhancement techniques to 
achieve attainment except in those 
cases where it can be demonstrated 
that downwash would occur. There­
fore, the previous designation must 
remain.

C o m m e n t

Two commenters, the Goodyear Tire 
& Rubber Co. and the B. F. Goodrich 
Co., filed comments after the close of 
the comment period in response to the 
Agency's request for comments from 
companies challenging the designa­
tions under section 307 of the Clean 
Air Act.4 The Agency made the re­
quest in order to clarify the issues and 
assess the potential for administrative 
resolution prior to continuing litiga­
tion. Both commenters challenge the 
Agency’s use of its RAM modeling to 
support the primary SOa nonattain­
ment designation for Summit County, 
Ohio. Specifically, the commenters 
contend as follows: (1) That since the 
Agency is remodeling Summit County, 
the old modeling results should not 
have, been used to designate the area;
(2) that the RAM modeling is not reli­
able; (3) that monitoring data alone 
should be used to support an attain­
ment designation; (4) that the RAM 
modeling does not reflect actual air 
quality because it uses the maximum 
operating assumption; (5) that since 
commenters are participating in stud­
ies which evaluate RAM modeling, the 
use of RAM modeling should await 
the outcome of the studies.

In Summit County, the Agency’s 
modeling demonstrated that the area 
was not attaining the primary S 0 2 
standards. While the Agency has re­
cently remodeled the area in order to 
correct data base errors, the errors in 
the data base were not such that a 
change in attainment status was ex­
pected. A new regulation for Summit 
County will be proposed as rulemaking 
shortly supported by the remodeling 
which still shows that the area is not 
achieving standards and is therefore 
properly designated nonattainment. 
Second, the RAM model has been 
upheld by the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Sixth Circuit as a reasonable 
tool to use in setting source specific 
emission limitations. See Cleveland 
Electric Illuminating Co. v. EPA, 572
F. 2d 1150 (6th Cir. 1978). Since RAM 
modeling is a reasonable tool for set­
ting emission limitations which direct-

4 Shell Oil Co., intervenor in the Goodrich 
case, filed a comment on September 1, 1978. 
Because it was filed so late, this comment 
has not been fully analyzed; however, it ba­
sically makes procedural and S 0 2 modeling 
points treated elsewhere in this package.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ly impacts sources, it is reasonable to 
use it in designating nonattainment 
areas of the State, an action which has 
no immediate effect on sources, but 
merely triggers the State’s evaluation 
of the areas for its nonattainment 
SIP. Third, given the availability of re­
liable: modeling results, the modeling 
analysis takes precedence over the 
much less comprehensive monitoring 
data available. Fourth* as to the maxi­
mum operating assumption employed 
in RAM modeling, the assumption has 
also been specifically upheld by the 
sixth circuit as a reasonable input to 
the RAM modeling used to set emis­
sion limitations. It is an easily ascer­
tainable figure which reflects the 
source’s actual operation capability. 
Since it is reasonable to use the as­
sumption in setting source specific 
emission limitations, it is also reason­
able to employ it in designating nonat­
tainment areas triggering the State’s 
study of those areas.

Finally, because the designation is 
supported by the RAM modeling and 
because there is no immediate preju­
dice to sources stemming from the des­
ignation, it is not reasonable to delay 
designating Summit County as a non­
attainment area until the commenters’ 
studies have been completed. The 
Agency has evaluated the studies to 
date and will publish its preliminary 
comments in the technical support 
document accompanying the Summit 
County regulation which will be pro­
posed as rulemaking shortly. Upon 
completion of the studies, further 
analysis of the designation may be 
made.

A d d it io n a l  C o m m e n t s  o n  T o t a l
S u s p e n d e d  P a r t ic u l a t e s  (TSP)

One commenter requested the TSP 
nonattainment designation for Co­
shocton County be revised to attain­
ment based on air quality data submit­
ted. Based on further information sub­
mitted by Ohio EPA, as discussed in 
EPA’s response to the Columbus & 
Southern Ohio Electric Co. comments 
above, Coshocton County will be re­
designated as attainment.

One commenter stated that the 
boundary description for the Clark 
County nonattainment designation for 
the TSP secondary standard was in­
correct. EPA has made these correc­
tions. Additionally, upon further 
review of air monitoring data, EPA 
has determined that the nonattain­
ment area for the secondary TSP 
standard in Clark County must also in­
clude the city o f Springfield.

Two commenters pointed out that 
the EPA designation of Darke County 
as a TSP primary standard nonattain­
ment area was a clerical error and 
should be secondary standard nonat­
tainment on the same subcounty basis. 
Upon additional review of the moni-

4 6 0 0 1

toring data, EPA has redesignated 
Darke County as nonattainment for 
the TSP secondary standard. Minor 
wording changes for the purpose of 
clarification and spelling corrections 
were also made.

One commenter indicated Erie 
County should be nonattainment for 
the secondary TSP standards rather 
than the primary standard. This issue 
is addressed above in the discussion of 
the General Motors public comment. 
Erie County will be redesignated as 
nonattainment for the secondary TSP 
standard.

One commenter requested redefini­
tion of the subcounty boundaries for 
the Greene County nonattainment 
designation for the secondary TSP 
standard. Upon further f review, EPA 
has redefined the boundaries of 
Greene County nonattainment area.

One commenter objected to the 
Hamilton County nonattainment des­
ignation for TSP primary standard for 
areas other than Carthage, Corryville, 
City Center, Fairmount, Lockland, and 
St. Bernard. Upon further review of 
air quality data, EPA must reaffirm 
the primary TSP nonattainment desig­
nation for Hamilton County as it ap­
peared in the March 3, 1978, Federal 
R egister.

One commenter indicated certain 
areas in Lucas County were designated 
incorrectly for TSP based on Air qual­
ity data. Specifically, the commenter 
argues:

1. Ottawa Hills should be designated 
as attainment lo t  the primary and sec­
ondary TSP standards.

2. The city of Oregon should be des­
ignated as attainment for the second­
ary TSP standard.

Upon further review of monitoring 
data, EPA has redesignated Ottawa 
Hills and the city of Oregon as attain­
ment for the primary and secondary 
air quality standards.

One commenter objected to the des­
ignation of Madison County as nonat­
tainment for the secondary standards 
for TSP. Based upon further informa­
tion submitted by the Ohio EPA, EPA 
will redesignate Madison County as at­
tainment.

One commenter objected to the des­
ignation of Medina County as nonat­
tainment for the TSP primary stand­
ards. Based upon air quality data sub­
mitted, the commenter believed the 
county should be nonattainment for 
secondary standard. The air quality 
data submitted supports the position 
that Medina County is nonattainment 
with respect to secondary TSP stand­
ard. Therefore, EPA will redesignate 
Medina County nonattainment for the 
secondary TSP standard.

One commenter objected to the city 
of Piqua in Miami County being desig­
nated as nonattainment for the prima­
ry TSP standard rather than the sec-
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ondary standard. Upon further review, 
EPA reaffirms that the city of Piqua is 
nonattainment for the primary TSP 
standard.

One commenter requested a redefin­
ition of the TSP primary and second­
ary nonattainment area boundaries 
for Montgomery County. Upon fur­
ther review, EPA has redefined the 
boundaries of the TSP nonattainment 
areas.

One commenter submitted clarifica­
tion of the nonattainment area bound­
aries for the TSP secondary standard 
in Preble County. EPA has corrected 
the designation in this publication.

One commenter objected to the Ross 
County nonattainment designation for 
the primary TSP standards. Based 
upon monitoring data, EPA reaffirms 
the nonattainment designation for the 
primary TSP standard.

A d d it io n a l  C o m m e n t s  o n  S u l f u r  
D i o x i d e  ( S O z)

Five commenters objected to the 
manner in which the SO* designations 
were made in Ohio for Greene, Lucas, 
Mahoning, Montgomery, Stark, 
Summit, and Trumbull Counties. The 
support for the S 0 2 designations is 
discussed above. The seven countips 
mentioned remain nonattainment 
based on EPA’s modeling analysis and 
any available monitoring data. As a 
result of the public comments, EPA 
has redefined the S 0 2 nonattainment 
areas on a subcaunty basis.
C o m m e n t s  o n  C a r b o n  M o n o x id e  (C O )

One commenter indicated that Lucas 
County should be designated attain«- 
ment for CO based on monitoring 
data. EPA reaffirms that the Lucas 
County area was properly designated 
as nonattainment with respect to CO, 
based on monitored violations occur­
ring between October 1975 and Janu­
ary 1977 in Toledo at the 2927 Monroe 
Street monitoring site.

W is c o n s in

MADISON
John E. Knight of Boardman, Suhr, 

Curry, and Field, on behalf of Oscar 
Mayer & Co., Inc. objected to designa­
tion of a subcity area of Madison, Wis. 
as nonattainment for primary sulfur 
dioxide standards because: (1) The 
EPA did not follow the Wisconsin De­
partment of Natural Resources’ 
(DNR) determination that the area 
was unclassifiable; (2) air quality data 
relied on by EPA in making the desig­
nation was incomplete and unreliable;
(3) the designation occurred mqre 
than 180 days after enactment of the 
1977 Clean Air Act Amendments so 
the area should be unclassified; and
(4) notice and opportunity to comment 
were not available to the public prior

to final rulemaking contrary to EPA 
requirements.

The Administrator has determined 
that none of the objections presented 
provide an adequate basis for altering 
the subject designation because (1) 
EPA may change State designations; 
(2) EPA has determined the air qual­
ity data used is adequate for classifica­
tion of the area as nonattainment; (3) 
the short delay in promulgation does 
not preclude nonattainment/attain- 
ment designations; (4) the public has 
been adequately involved subsequent 
to the rulemaking and no one has suf­
fered any harm by the designation. 
For more complete discussion of this 
response see background document for 
Wisconsin Part 107 designations avail­
able in the region V office.

Other issues raised by commenters 
in response to the Madison designa­
tion included a concern that additional 
control needs, if any, be determined in 
an expeditious fashion. Any necessary 
new regulations are required to be sub­
mitted by January 1, 1979. Another 
commenter alleged that the SOa moni­
toring instruments were old and worn 
out so that they produced invalid data. 
The instruments used meet the mini­
mum requirements o f 40 CFR 51.17a, 
and the State found that the instru­
ments were working properly at the 
time the two excursions were moni­
tored.

The EPA has determined that the 
monitored air quality violations are 
adequate to provide a basis for overrid­
ing the State’s designation of unclassi­
fiable and designating the subcity of 
Madison as nonattainment for S 0 2 
under 107(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7407(d)). Accordingly, the desig­
nation made on March 3, 1978, is re­
tained.

GREEN BAY
A general comment related to use of 

more than one year of air quality data 
in making the designations. Because of 
meteorological variations from year to 
year, EPA guidance to the states rec­
ommended analysis of two years' data 
to determine attainment o f standards.

Comments received in response to 
the nonattainment for particulate des­
ignation included suggestions that the 
monitoring network was unreliable, 
that construction or a drought condi­
tion contributed to high TSP concen­
trations and that the designated area 
should be expanded to include a major 
particulate source. An EPA evaluation 
of the four Green Bay monitoring 
sites revealed that the sites were ac­
ceptable, conformed to siting guide­
lines and provided valid air quality 
data. The causes of nonattainment of 
standards will be appropriately ad­
dressed in the revised control strategy 
by the State agency, regardless of lo­
cation or duration.

One commenter objected to the un­
classifiable designation of the area for 
S 0 2 standards inasmuch as violations 
of the S 0 2 standards were recorded. 
Subsequent to the recorded violations, 
a major source of S 0 2 emissions sub­
stantially reduced same. The unclassi­
fiable designation simply permits the 
State to continue its monitoring for an 
additional period of time to determine 
whether the emission reductions per­
mitted attainment of the standards.

Objection to the nonattainment des­
ignation of the area for oxidants was 
made because the causes of violations 
are unknown. The causes will be ad­
dressed in the revised control strategy.

The EPA has determined that the 
original designations based on State 
recommendations were properly made 
and, therefore, the nonattainment des­
ignations for particulate and oxidants 
and the unclassificable designation for 
S 0 2 made on March 3, 1978, are re­
tained.

NEENAH
Objection to designation of a subcity 

portion for nonattainment of second­
ary particulate standards is based on 
contentions that the violations were 
caused by fugitive dust rather than 
point sources. Also, the location of the 
monitor recording the 1977 violations 
is questioned.

As discussed above, the causes of 
nonattainment whether they be fugi­
tive or stationary will be addressed in 
development of the revised control 
strategy.

EPA has determined that the origi­
nal designation of a subcity portion of 
Neenah as nonattainment for second­
ary particulate standards based on the 
State recommendation was properly 
made and that the designation made 
March 3, 1978, should be retained.

BIRON
Consolidated Papers, Inc., objected 

to the unclassfiable designation of this 
area for primary and secondary stand­
ards of S 0 2. After the violations were 
recorded in March of 1976, Consolidat­
ed Paper raised its stack height from 
170' to 233' and increased the stack 
exit, velocity. Because of these 
changes, Consolidated contends that 
the area should be designated attain­
ment.

Section 123 of the Clean Air Act pre­
cludes EPA from designating an area 
as attainment unless no violations of 
the standards occur because proper 
control techniques have been used on 
major point sources which otherwise 
contribute to a violation. It may be 
that the stack height increase at Con­
solidated meets good engineering prac­
tice and is an acceptable means of 
meeting the standard. Until this deter­
mination is made, however, EPA must
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retain the unclassifiable designation 
made on March 3,1978.

MANITOWOC
The subcity area should have been 

designated nonattainment for second­
ary particulate standards based on the 
State’s recommendation. This is a 
technical correction to the March 3, 
1978, designations.

MILWAUKEE
One commenter objected to designa­

tion of the Mitchell Field area as at­
tainment for particulates since there 
were recorded violations of the second­
ary standard. EPA is revising the des­
ignation to nonattainment for second­
ary particulate standards for an area 
defined by the Wisconsin Bureau of 
Air Management.

The same commenter thought a re­
corded violation of the primary stand­
ard at 5132 West Lincoln should cause 
a nonattainment designation for pri­
mary standards. The State has advised 
that a major emitting source has 
ceased operations in the area since the 
violation was recorded. However, the 
area remains nonattainment for sec­
ondary standards which will insure 
that an appropriate analysis of the 
area’s problems will be made.

The commenter also complained 
about the siting of the boundary be­
tween primary and secondary particu­
late nonattainment areas in the Meno­
minee River Valley. Because these des­
ignations require further analysis of

RULES AND REGULATIONS

the problem areas, the exact bound­
aries are not significant. Present 
boundaries together with designation 
of the Mitchell Field area as nonat­
tainment will insure analysis adequate 
to detect any trouble spots.

WAUWATOSA

One commenter objected to the at­
tainment designation for particulate 
standards in this area because a moni­
tor had recorded violations of the sec­
ondary standard. Because of the moni­
tor’s proximity to a now-completed 
construction project, the State con­
cluded that the violation was a one­
time occurrence and thus, the area 
should be designated attainment. Con­
tinued monitoring in this area should 
reveal whether this analysis is correct. 
Accordingly, EPA is retaining the at­
tainment designation until further 
data has been collected.

MARINETTE

A commenter objected to the unclas­
sifiable designation for particulate 
standards because of monitored viola­
tions of the secondary standard in this 
area. Because the monitor was improp­
erly sited and because construction ac­
tivities may have contributed to a tem­
porary violation, the State determined 
that more air quality data was needed 
before a designation could be made. 
EPA concurred in this analysis and re­
tains the unclassifiable designation 
until further data is available.

46003

Note.—The Environmental Protection 
Agency has determined that this document 
is not a significant regulation and does not 
require preparation of a regulatory analysis 
under Executive Order 12044.

(Secs. 107(d), 171(2), 301(a) of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7407(d), 7501(2), 
7601(a)).)

Dated: September 26, 1978.
D ouglas M. C ostle, 

Administrator.

Part 81 of chapter I, title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations, is amend­
ed by revising specific pollutant cate­
gories in specific sections of subpart C 
as follows:

Subpart C—Section 107 Attornment Status 
Designations

Section State Pollutant
Category

81.314 Illinois........................ .......... TSP
81.314 .... do....................... . .......... SO,
81.315 Indiana....................... .......... TSP
81.315 .........  SO,
81.315 .... do........................... .........  Ox
81.323 Michigan..... ............... ...... . TSP
81.323 .........  SO,
81.323 .......... Ox
81.323 .... do........................... .......... CO
81.324 .......... TSP
81.336 Ohio...................................... TSP
81.336 .......... SO,
81.336 .... do...........................
81.336 .... do............................
81.350 Wisconsin........ ...................... TSP
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Subpart C— Section 107 Attainment Status Designations

§ 81.314 Illinois. T1,,Illinois * TSF Illinois - TSP (Continued)

Designated Area
Does Not Does Not
Meet Meet Classified Than
Primary Secondary National
Standards Standards Standards

AQCR 65

Knox Countv
Galesburg (City) 
All other tvps. X

X
Peoria County

Kickapoo Twp.
Limestone
Medina

X X

Peoria
Richwoods 
All other tvps.

X X
X

Tazewell County
Cincinnati Twp. X
Fondulac
Groveland
Pekin
Washington 
All other tvps.

X X
X

Fulton County 
Hancock X
Henderson

McDonough
Warren
Woodford
Lee

X
X
X
X
X
X

AQCR 66

Coles County X
McLean County

Bloomington Twp. 
All other twps. X

X
Vermillion County

X

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Doea Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified Than

National
Standards

Winfield
York
AIT other twps. X .

Kankakee County
Bourbonnais Twp. X
All other twps. X

Kendall County
Little Rock Twp. X
All other- twps. X

Lake County
Wauconda X
All other tvps. X

Will County
Crete Twp. X
DuPage X X
Frankfort
Joliet X X
Lockport X X
Monee
New Lenox
Plainfield
Troy X
All other twps. X

Grundy County
Aux Sable Twp.
Morris Twp.
All other tvps. X

Kane County . X
McHenry County X

AQCR 68

Jo Daviess County
East Galena Twp. X
Rawlins
West Galena X
All other twps. X

Illinois - TSP (Continued) Illinois - TSP (Continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

AQCR 69

Rock Island County
Blackhawk Twp.
Coal Valley
Hampton
Moline
South Moline
South Rock Island
Rock Island
All other twps. X

Whiteside County
Coloma Twp.
All other twps. X

Carroll County
Henry 3®
Mercer x

X

AQCR 70

Monroe County
T.1S.-R.10W
All other X

Madison County
Alton Twp.
Chouteau
Collinsville
Godfrey
Granite City
Nameoki
Venice x
Wood River
All other twps. X

St. Clair County
Canteen Twp. X
Caseyville
Centerville
St. Clair
Stites
Stookey
Sugar Loaf X X

FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L 43, NO. 194—THURSDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1978



RULES AND REGULATIONS 46005
Illinois - TSP (Continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

tetter
Than
National
Standards

All other tvps. X

Bond Countv
Clinton *
Randolph *
Washington -• X

AQCR 71

Bureau County
Shelby Twp.
All other tvps* X

LaSalle County
Dear Park
LaSalle
Ottawa
South Ottawa x
All other tvps* X

Putnam County
Hennepin, Twp. X
All other tvps* X

Lee County; X
Marshall County ¡ X
Stark County X

AQCR 72

Pope County
T* 14S-R.5E
All other tvps. X

Massac County
Metropolis Pet*
Grant
Washington
All other pet* X

Alexander County
Johnson x
Pulaski X

Illinois - TSP (Continued)

Designated Area
' Does Not 
Meet 
1 Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
|Meet
Secondary
Standards

Car.no t Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

Richland
Saline *
Wabash
Wavne *
White - X

AQCR 75

Adams County
Ellington Tvp,
Melrose
Riverside
All other tvps* X

Macon County
Decatur Twp. X •v
Hickory Point
Long Creek
South Wheatland
Whitmore
All other tvps. X

Menard County
Petersburg East Twp. X
Petersburg North .X
Petersburg South
All other tvps. V .

Sangamon Countv
Capital Twp. X
All other tvps* X

Brovn County
Calhoun -
Cass -
Christian
Greene
Jersey
Logan
Macoupin
Montgomery
Morgan
Pike X

Illinois - TSP (Continued) Illinois - TSP (Continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

tetter
Than
tational
Standards

Union X

AQCR 73

DeKalb Countv
DeKalb Tup.
All other: tvps* X

Winnebago County
Cherry Valley Twp.
Owen
Rockford
All other tvps. X

Boonè County
Ogle
Stephenson X

AQCR 74

Jefferson County
Dodds Twp«
Mt. Vernon
Shiloh
All other tvps* X

Williamson County
East Marlon Tvp*
West Marion
All other tvps* X

Clay County
Crawford
Edwards
Effingham x
Fayette
Franklin
Gallatin »
Hamilton XHardin _
Jackson
Jasper
Lawrence
Marlon
Parry X

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does“ Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Car.no t Be
Classified'

tetter
Than
National
Standards

Schuyler
Scott X

X
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4 6 0 0 6 RULES AND REGULAtrONS
Illinois - SOj Illinois - S02 (Continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
than
National
Standards.

All other Madison
Tvpe.

X
Bond County

*Clinton County
Monroe County # _
Randolph County y
St. Clair County JJ
Washington County it

AQCR 71

Bureau County
Selhy Twp.
All other Bureau tvps. X

LaSalle County
Lee County

*Marshall County
Putnam County -
;Stark County \ X

AQCR 72

Massac County
Grant Pet
Metropolis Pet X
Hillerman Pet X
All other Massac Cty'Pt X

Alexander County
Johnson County XPope County J.
Pulaski County x
Union County X

AQCR 73

Boone County
DeKalb County x
Ogle County y
Stephenson x
Winnebago County X

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

AQCR .65

Peoria County
Hollis Twp. X
Limestone Twp. X
Medina Twp. X
Peoria Twp. * X
Klckapoo Twp. X
Rlchwoods Twp. X
All other tvps. X

Tazewell County
Cincinnati Twp.
Elmgrove Twp. X
Groveland Twp.
Pekin Twp. X
All other tvps. X

Fulton County
Hancock County rHenderson County
Knox County
McDonough County
Mason County
Warren County
Woodford County
Lee County X

AQCR 66

Champaign County
Clark County x
Coles County y
Cumberland County „
DeWitt County
Douglas County
Edgar County
Ford County
Iroquois County x
Livingston County
McLean County
Moultrie County
Platt County
Shelby County
Vermillion County X

Illinois - S02 (Continued) Illinois - S02 (Continued)

Does Not Does Not
Designated Area Meet Meet Classified Than

Primary Secondary National
Standards Standards Standards

AQCR 67

Cook Countv
Bremen Twp. x
Calumet Twp. y
Thornton Twp. x
Worth Twp.
All other Cook County 
tvps.

X

X

Will County
Channahon Twp.
DuPage Twp.
Joliet Twp.
Lockport Twp.
Troy Twp.
All other Will County 
tvps.

f

X
X
X
X
X

X

DuPage County 
Grundy County X

Kane County x
Kankakee County
Kendall County x
Lake County
McHenry County

x
X

LQCR 66

Jo Daviess County X

AQCR 69

Carroll County
Henry County
Mercer County x
Rock Island County
Whiteside County X

AQCR 70

Madison County
Wood River Twp. x
Alton Twp. X

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

AQCR 74 .

Clay County
Crawford County x
Edwards County
Effingham County x
Fayette County x
Franklin County y
Gallatin County X.Hamilton County J,
Hardin County J.
Jackson County j.
Jasper County y
Jefferson County y
Lawtence County * X
Marion County
Perry County J.
Richland County J .
Saline County XWabash County
Wayne County x
White County x
Williamson County X

AQCR 75

Christian County
South Fork Twp.
All other twps. X

Sangamon County
Capital Twp.
Cooper Twp.
Cotton Hill Twp.
Rochester Twp.
Woodside Twp.
All other twps. X

Adams County
Brown County
Calhoun County
Cass County
Greene County
Jersey County
Logan County
Macon County X
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Illin o is  -  S02 (Continued) Indiana • TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

annot Be 
-lassified

letter
rhan
National
Standards

'intersection o f 1-65 then 
following 1-65 to the 
intersection o f 1-94 then 
following 1-94 to the Lake- 
Porter County line 6 on 
the east by the Lake- 
Porter County line.

The remainder o f Lake 
l County■ ; ».

LaPorte County

The area Included in 
t Center,. Kankakee, New 
f Durham, Pleasant and 
[• Scipco Townships & that 
! area north and west of 

1-94

X

ji The remainder o f LaPorte 
County--

X

: Marion County

The area of Washington 
Township east o f Fall 
Creek and the area of 
Franklin Township south 
o f Thompson Rd. & east of 

} Five Points Rd. • X

The remainder o f Marion 
County

X

i Porter County X

| St. Joseph County

. The area north of Kern Rd. 
S east o f Pine Rd.

X

The remainder o f St. 
Joseph County j x .

3 Sullivan County X*

1 Tippecanoe County - X*

' *EPA designation replaça? State designation ■■

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

'annot Be 
Classified

letter
rhan
National
Standards

Macoupin-, County X
Menard County X
Montgomery County X
Morgan County X
Pike County X
Schuyler County X
Scott County V ■' X-

§ 81*315 Indiana. Indiana - TSP (continued)
Indiana - TSP _____ _*___ _____________

Designated Area
Docs Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
Rational
Standards

Vanderburgh ‘County

The area included in the 
City o f Evansville & 
Pidgeon Township

! The remainder of 
: Vanderburgh County

1 Vigo County

The area Included within 
Harrison, Honey Creek, 
Fayette, Lost Creek,
Otter Creek & Sugar 
Creek Townships

The remainder o f 
Vigo County

‘ Wayne County

The area included within 
Boston, Center, Wayne 
and Webster Townships

The remainder o f Wayne 
County

All portions o f all other 
counties In Indiana

x* EPA designation replaces S

X

ate design

X

ition

*

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary.
Standards

-annot. Be 
Classified

Better
rhan
Rational
Standards

Indiana Counties

Clark County

The area included in 
Charlestown, Jefferson­
v il le , Silver Creek & 
Utica Townships

*

The remainder o f Clark 
County

X

Oearborn County

The are* included in 
Center, Hogan, Lawrence- 
burg t Manchester Townships

x
The remainder o f bearborn 
County

? X

Dubois County

The area included in 
Bainbridge, Marion & 
Patoka Townships *

The remainder o f Dubois 
County

X

Floyd County *
| Howard County

\ The area included within 
Center & Howard Townships

The remainder o f Howard 
County

■ Lake County

[ An area bounded on the 
north by Lake Michigan, on 

• the west by the Inciiana- 
IlH nois State line, on 
the south by U.S. 30 from 
the State line to the

X
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4 6 0 0 8 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Indiana - SQ2

Designated Area
Does Not, 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

Dear bom County 
Gibson County 
Jefferson County 
Lake County

X
X*

An area bounded on.the 
north by Lake Michigan, 
on the west by the: 
Indiana*I111no1s State 
line, on the south by 
U.S.30 from the State 
line to the intersection 
o f I—65 then following 
1-65 to the intersection 
o f 1-94 then following 
1-94 to the Lake-Porter 
County line, & on the 
east tip the Lake-Porter 
County line.

X

The remainder o f Lake 
County x

LaPprte County

An are* bound on the north 
by Lake Michigan A the 
Indiana-Michigan State 
line, on the west by the 
LaPorte-Perter County line, 
& On the south A east by 
1-94

X

The remainder o f LaPorte 
County X

Marlon County X

Porter County

An area bound on the north 
by Lake Michigan, on the 
9«st by the Lake-Porter 
County line, on the south 
by 1-80 & 90 & on the east 
by the LaPorte-Porter 
County line

Indiana -  0X

Designated Area
Does Not Meet 
Primary Standards

Cannot Be Classifiée 
or Better Than 
National Standards

Allen County 
Clark County 
Elkhart County 

• Floyd County 
Lake County 
Marion County 
Porter County 
St. Joseph County 
Vanderburgh County

All portions o f all other 
Indiana counties

x* EPA designations replace S

X*

ate designations

*EPA designation replaces*State designation

Indiana - SO2  (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet

Standards

Does Not 
Meet ' 
Secondary 
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

The remainder o f Porter Co. 

Vigo County 

Warrick County 

Wayne County

-The area Included within 
Boston, Center, Franklin, 
Wayne & Webster Townships

The remainder o f Wayne 
County

All portions o f a ll other 
Indiana Counties

x* EPA designations replace S lite desigr >t1ons

X*

X

§ 81.323 Michigan.
Michigan - TSP

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet

Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
rhan
National
Standards

AQCR 82 (Michigan Portion) 
Except subareas defined 

• by range and township 
' numbers:

1. Berrien County 
R18W, T4S,
Sections 7, 8, 17-20, 
29, 30 
R19W, T4S,
Sections 12-14 & 
23-27 X

X

AQCR 122
Except subareas defined:
1* Bay County 

R5E, T14N,
Sections 14-16 
6 21-23

2. Genesee County 
a. Starting at 
intersection of 
Stewart Av. and N. 
Saginaw St* then E. 
along Stewart Av. to 
Dort Highway -to 
Franklin Av. to 
Hamilton Av. to 

‘ Saginaw St. to 
Stewart Av.

X*

X

X

b. Starting at inter 
section of Carpenter 
Ed. and DuPont St. 
then E. on Carpenter 
Rd. to Center Rd. 
then S. to M-21 then 
W. to 1-475 to Brlsto 
Rd. then W. to 1-75 
then N. to Corunna Rd 
(M-56) then E. to 
Flint city limits 
then N. to Pasadena 
Av. then E. to DuPont 
St. to Carpenter Rd.

X*

•EPA designation replaces State designation
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Michigan - TSP (continued) Michigan - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

annot Be 
lasslfied

etter
rhan
national
standards

3. Kent County
R11W, T7n , Sections 
19, 30, 31 
R12W, T7N, Sections 
22-27 & 34-36

X

-4. Mason County
R18W, T18N, Sections 
13, 14, 23 & 24 X

5. Midland County 
R2E, T14N,
Sections 14-16, 
21-23, 26-28 6 33-35 X

g, Muskegon County
R16W, T9N, Sections 5 
& 6, R16W, T10N 
Sections 21, 22 6 27- 
34

7. Saginaw County 
a. R4E, T21N, 
Sections 1, 12-15, 
22-27 4 34-36 
R5E, T12N,
Sections 4-6, 9, 16, 
19-21 & 28-33

X

X

b. R5E, T12N, 
Sections 7, 8, 17 

• 6 18 X
AQCR 123

Except subareas defined: 
1« Macomb County 

a. R U E ,  T4N, 
Sections 27 ̂  28, 33, 
& 34 X

X

b. All of County 
South of 20 Mile Rd. X

Designated Area

Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary-
Standards

Cannot Be j 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

b. Area included within: 
Lake St. Clair-Moross Rd. 
to 7 Mile Rd. to Van Dyke 
Rd. to 8 Mile Hd. to Wyo­
ming Rd. to 7 Mile Rd. to 
Schaefer Rd. to Fenkell 
Rd. to Greenfield Av. to 
Joy Rd. to Southfield Ex­
pressway to Ford Rd. to 
Telegraph Rd. to Cherry 
Bill Rd. to Beech-Daly Rd 
extended to Michigan Av. 
to Inkster Rd. to Car- 
lysle St. to Middle Belt 
Rd. to Van Born Rd. to 
Wayne Rd. to Pennsylvania 
Rd. to Middle Belt Rd. to 
Sibley Rd. to Telegraph 
Rd. to King Rd. to Grange 
Rd. to Sibley Rd. to Jef­
ferson Av. to Bridge St. 
(Grosse Ile) extended to 
Detroit River.

X

AQCR 124 (Michigan Portion) 
Except subarea defined by 
folloviug townships:
1« Monroe County Exeter, . 

Ash, Berlin, Raisin- 
ville, Monroe & French- 
tovr> Townships includ­
ing all incorporated 
inunicipalit ies •

X

X

AQCR 125 X
Except subareas defined:
1. Calhoun County

R4W, T2S, Section 34
2. Ingham County R2W, T4N, 

Sections 2-11 & 14-23

X

X

, N Michigan - TSP (continued)
Michigan - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet' 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

annot Be 
lasslfied

e tte r
rhan
National -. 
standards

3* Washtenaw County 
Area near Ypsilanti 
within Cross St., 
Huron St., Harris 
Rd. 6 1-94

AQCR 126
Except subareas defined:
1» Delta County, R22W,
• T39N, Sections 6-8, 

17-20. 29-30, R23W, 
T39N, Sections 1, 12 
& 13.

2. Emmet County R6W, 
T34N, Sections 1-3 
& 9-12

3. Manistee County 
* *R16W, T21N,

Sections 7, 18 & 19 
R17W, T21N, Sections 
12 & 13

4. Marquette County 
R25W, T48N, Sections 
1 & 2

X

X

X

X»

X

X
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Michigan - so2

Designated Area
'Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

AQCR 82 (Michigan portion) X
AQCR 122

Except subareas defined 
1. Midland County, R2E, 
T13N, Sections 1-8, R2E, 
.T14N, Sections 7-36

X
X

AQCR .123 X
AQCR 124 (Michigan portion X
AQCR 125

Except subareas defined: 
1. Ingham County, R2V, 
T4N, Sections 7-11, 14- 
.23, and 26-35

X
if

AQCR 126 X

*

*EPA designation replaced State designation

Michigan - CO

Designated Area Does Not Meet 
Primary Standards

Cannot Be Classified 
or Better Than 
National Standards

AQCR 82 (Michigan Portion) X

j AQCR 122
Except.subarea defined: X
1. Saginaw County

R4E,, T12N, Sections 1, 
12, 13, & 24 
R5E,. T12N, Sections 4- 
9, 16-21

X

AQCR 123
Except subarea defined: X  .
1. Macomb, Oakland, Wayne 

Counties, Lake St. 
Clair-14 Mile Rd. to 
Kelly Rd. N. to 15 
Mile Rd. to Hayes Rd.

X

S. to 14 Mile Rd. to 
Clawson northern city 
boundary to Royal Oak 
northern city boundary 
to 13 Mile Rd. to 
Evergreen Rd. to Bev­
erly Hills southern 
city boundary to Bin­
gham Farms southern 
city boundary to
Franklin southern city 
boundary to Inkster Rd 
to 8 Mile Rd. to Li­
vonia western city 
boundary to Westland 
western city boundary 
to Wayne western city 
boundary to Romulus 
southern city boundary 
following Pennsylvania 
Rd. to Detroit River.

AQCR 124 (Michigan Portion] X

AQCR 125 X

AQCR 126 X

Michigan - 0X

Designated Area
Does Not Meet 
Primary Standards

Cannot Be Classifiée 
or Better Than 
National Standards

AQCR 82 (Michigan portion) X

AQCR 122
Except subareas defined: 
1. Muskegon, Ottawa, 

Allegan, Kent, Mont­
calm, Ionia, Gratiot 
Midland, Bay, 
Saginaw, Shiewasee, 
Genesse, Tuscola, 
Lapeer, Sanilac 
and Huron Counties

X

X*

AQCR 123 X

AQCR 124 (Michigan portion X

AQCR 125 X

AQCR 126 
Except subarea 
def ined: X*

1. Marquette County X*

*EFA designations replace State designations

§ 81.324 Minnesota.
Minnesota - TSP

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not. 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

better
Than
National
Standards

AQCR 131 X*

City of International 
Falls x

City of Duluth X*

City of Red Wing X

City of C. Grand Forks X

City of Cloquet X

City of Silver Bay X

Kesabi Iron Range 
Identified by county 
and township and 
range numbers:
St. Louis County

T56K, R18W 
T57N, RI7-19W 
T57N, R20 Section 7 
T58N, R16-18W 
T59N, R13W; R16-18W 

' T60N, R12-13W

X*

Sherburne County *

St. Clouds Township 
(Steams County) 

City of Springfield 
and B u m s  town Town­
ship (Brown County)

*

Remainder of State
: *

*EPA designation replaces State des: gnation
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§81.336 Ohio.

Ohio - TSP

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meét 4 
Primary • 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
classified

Better 
than 
¿a clonal 
Standards

Ohio Counties 
Allen 
Ashtabula

City of Ashtabula« 
Ashtabula Township & 
portion of Plymouth 
Township•north of 
1-90

X
X

The remainder of 
Ashtabula County X

Belmont - —
Cities of Martins 
Ferry« Bridgeport, 
Brookside,♦Bellalre, 
Shadyslde & Powhatan' 
Point in addition to 
Townships of Pease, 
Pultney, Mead & York

X

Townships of Coleralit 
Richland, Smith & 
Washington excluding 
primary nonattain­
ment areas

* X

The remainder of 
Belmont County

X

Butler
City of Middletown X \
Cities of Monroe, 
Trenton, Nev Miami, 
Fairfield, and that 
portion of the City 
of Hamilton within 
Fairfield Township 
& also the Townships 
of Madison, Lemon, 
St. Clair, Liberty, 
Fairfield & Union

X

The remainder of 
Butler County

X

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Designated Area *
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

\

Better
Chan
National
Standards

Clermont
Pierce and Batavia 
Townships X*

The remainder of Clermont 
County

X

Clinton
Columbiana

X

The Cities of East 
Palestine, East 
Liverpool 6 Wells- 
ville, plus the 
Townships of 
Fairfield, Unity, 
Elk Run, Middleton, 
Madison, St. Clair, 
Liverpool & Yellow 
Creek

X

Knox & West 
Townships

X

The remainder of 
Columbiana County

X

Coshocton
Cuyahoga

X

The Cities of 
Brookly Hts*,
Cuyahoga Hts.., New­
burgh Hts., Bratenahl 
& the City of 
Cleveland east of 
W. 117th St. & 
Highland Ave.

X

Olmsted & Chagrin 
Falls Townships & 
the CJ ties of Bay 
Village, Westlake, 
North Olmsted, 
Olmsted Falls, 
Strongsville, 
North Royalton, 
Broadview Hts.,

X

*EPA designation replaces State designation

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
han
National
Standards

Brecksvllle, Glen- 
willow, Solon, 
Bentleyvllle, Grange, 
Moreland Hills,
Chagrin Falls, Pepper 
Pike, Hunting Valley, 
Lyndhurst, Mayfield 
Hts., Highland Hts., 
Mayfield & Gates 
Mills

The remainder of 
Cuyahoga County

Darke

The subareas defined as 
north of the line formed 
by Road T358 east from the 
Indiana-Ohlo line to

. Rlchmont Road, south 
to Moore Road, east 
to Payne Road, south 
to Rush Road, east 
to and thru New 
Madison (emerging 
as Wilt Road east of 
New Madison), east 
from New Madison on 
Wilt Road to Preble 
County Butler Town­
ship Road, north to 
Hollandsburg- 
Arcanum Road, east to 
Jaysvllle-St. John's 
Road, north to 
Delisle-Fourman's 
Road, east to 
Gordon Landis Road, 
north to Painter 
Creek-Arganun Road,

X

X
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46012 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Ohio - TSP (continued) Ohio - TSP (continued)

Does Not Does Not Cannot Be
Designated Area Meet Meet Classified Than

Primary Secondary National
Standards Standards Standards

east to Teagues- South 
Road, south to Delisle- 
Founnan's Road, east to 
Darke-Mlami County line 
(where road becomes Fenner 
Road)

The remainder of Darke 
County «

Defiance

Richland Township not with­
in the City of Defiance •*

City of Defiance

The remainder of Defiance 
> County *

Erie
Franklin

Includes an area encompassec 
by Alum Creek on the east, 
Livingston Ave., Lockbourne 
Road, Thurman Ave., and 
Greenlavn Ave. on Che south; 
on the vest by I-7E & S.R. 
315; 6 on the north by Lane 
Ave.t North High St., Weber 
Road, Westerville Pike 6 
Agler Road.

The area within 1-270 outer- 
belt excluding primary non- 
attainment area

*

The remainder of Franklin 
County *

Gallia „
Geauga
Greene x

Includes those areas west 
of the line determined by 
the following:

*

Does Not Doc» Not Cannot Be
Designated Area Mee* Meet Classified Than

Primary Secondary National
Standards Standards Standards

Blue Ash

Area south & east of U.S.
50 A north A east of S.R. 
125, & an area to the north 
including the Cities of 
Forest Park, Greenhills, Mt. 
Healthy, North College Hill, 
Wyoming, Woodlawn, Glendale, 
Springdale, Sharonville & 
Loveland & the Townships of 
Coleraln, Springfield, 
Sycamore 6 Symmes

The remainder of Hamilton
County

Hancock -- .1 X
Henry
Jacksoi^
Jefferson

X
*

Cities of Stratton, Empire, 
Toronto, Wlntersville, 
Steubenville, Mingo Junctio 
New Alexandria, Brilliant, 
Rayland, Tiltonville, York- 
vii: e & Townships of Saline 
Knox, Island Creek, Cross 
Creek, Steubenville, Wells 
6 Warren

Springfield Township X

The remainder of 
Jefferson County x

Lake

Area bounded by the vest 
County lines north of 1-90 
A west of S.R. 306 in 
addition to Cities of 
Painesvllle, Grand River, 
Fairport Harbor A Paines- 
ville Township

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

letter
!han
National
Standards

Meredith Rd. south from 
the Greene-Clark County 
Line, converts to S.R. 370 
south to Bryan Park Rd., 
southeast to Clifton Rd., 
southwest to Rte.68, south 

* to Rte. 235, northwest to 
Hill Top Rd., southwest to 
Fairground Rd., west to 
Beaver Valley Rd., south 

t to Lantz Rd., west to 
Fairfield Rd., south to 
Sweigast Rd., southwest to 
Little Sugarcreek Rd., 
south on Little Sugarcreek 
Rd. to Feed Wire Rd., east 
on Feed Wire Rd. to Mead 
Rd., south on Mead Rd. to 
Mill Rd., follow Mill Rd. 
south, then east to Lower 
Bellbrook Rd., Lover Bell- 
brook Rd. northeast to 
Schnebly Rd., Schnebly Rd. 
southeast, then south to 
S.R. 725, follov S.R. 725 
east to the residential 
area of Spring Valley and 
take road which becomes 
Spring Valley-Painters- 
vllle Rd.'through residen­
tial area to Cornstalk Rd. 
Cornstalk Rd. south to 
Greene-Warren County Line.

The remainder of Greene 
County

Hamilton

The subarea bounded on the 
east by 1-71, on the soutl 
by the Ohio River, on the 
west by the Cincinnati 
City Limits A on the 
north by the north A west 
boundaries of the Cities 
of Cincinnati, Lockland, 
Lincoln Hts., Evandale A

*

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
rtvan
National
Standards

The remainder of Lake 
County X

Lawrence
The Cities of Ironton, 
Coal Grove A South Point 
A the Townships of Upper 
A Perry

Fayette Township X

The remainder of Lawrence 
- County x
Logan
Lorain «

The portion of the City of 
Lorain north of S.R. 611 *

The City of Lorain east of 
S.R. 56, A Sheffield Town­
ship excluding primary non­
attainment areas

X

Remainder of Lorain Couxfty X

Lucas

The Cities of Toledo A 
Maumee x «

Townships of Waterville, 
Monclova A Washington *

The remainder of Lucas 
County

Madison
Mahoning *

The Cities of Campbell, 
Struthers A Youngstown 
A that portion of Poland 
Township north of U.S.R.
224 A that portion of 
Coltsville Township south 
of U.S.R. 422

i________________________________ _____
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RULES ANO REGULATIONS 4 6 0 1 3
Ohio - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Kot 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
rftah
National ; 
Standards

Townships of Goitsville 
(excluding portion south of 
U.S.R. 422), Boardman & 
Poland Texcludlng portion 
north of U.S.R. 224) & that 
portion, of Austlntovn 
Township east of S.R. 46

*

The remainder of Mahoning 
County

X

Medina
Meigs
Miami *

*

The City of Plqua X

That area in Miami County 
north of the line deter­
mined fey Fenner Road from 
the Darke-Miaml County line 
east to Pemberton Road, 
souttf to Horse Shoe Bead 
Road, east to* RteS5, Rte55 
northeast thru Troy to Troy 
Urbane Road, Troy-Urbana 
Road northeast to Mlaml- 
Chamoaigne County line & 
south of the line deter­
mined by Rte40 north from 
the Montgomery-Miaml County 
line to'Pte202, north to Roe 
571, east to Rte 201, north 
to Rte41, east to the 
Mlaml-Clark County line & 
excluding the City of Piqua

The remainder of Miami 
County * j

Monroe

The City of Clarlngton & 
the Townships of Salem & 
Switzerland

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
.Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Nofe^l 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

Townships of Adams, Greene, 
Lee, Ohio & Sunburp

The remainder of Monroe 
County

Montgomery

The Cities of Mlamlsburg 
& Dayton excluding that 
portion of the City of 
Dayton bounded by Patterson 
Rd., Spaulding Rd., Wood­
bine Av., and Smittzville Rd.

That area in Montgomery Co. 
south & east of the follow« 
ing: Rte. 440 (U.S.40) at 
the Montgomery-Miaml County 
Line south to Bridgewater 
Rd., south to Taylorsville 
Rd., west to little York 
Rd., west $o Peters Rd., 
south to Frederick Rd., 
northwest to Dog Leg Rd., 
southwest to Westbrook Rd., 
west to Olive Rd., south to 
Shiloh Springs Rd., west to 
Union Rd., south to Little 
Richmond Rd., west to Snydei 
Rd., south to Old Dayton Rd 
west to Luthern Church Rd., 
south to Mile Rd., west to 
Guntle Rd., south ¡to 
Havermale Rd., west to 
Clayton Rd., south to 
Chicken Birskle Rd. , west 
to Montgomery-Preble County 
Line. However, there is 
an attainment area within 
this nonattainment area 
which is described by the 
following boundaries.: 
north en S.R. 48 from the 
Montgomery-Warren County 
Line te Whlpp Road, east to

1________________________________ J_______ J____ j_______ J______

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Does Not Does Not annot Be •etter
Designated Area Meet "îeet 'lasslfled han

Primary Secondary atiönal
Standards Standards tandarás

Bigger Road, north to Wil­
mington Pike, northwest to 
Woodman Dr., north to Vale 
Dr., east to county Line Rd. 
north to Patterson Rd., 
west to Spaulding Rd., nortl 
to Woodbine Ave,,west to 
Smithvllle Rd., south to 
Dorothy Ln.., west to South 
Dixie Dr., southwest to
1-75, south to the Montgom­
ery-Barren County Line.

The remainder of 
Montgomery County «

Muskingum
Noble *
Portage
Preble *

That area within Preble 
County southeast of the 
line described by:

x
The Moetgomery-Pr<tible 
County Line Rd. at Spltler 
Rd., south to Kinsey Rd.,
vest rCo S.R. 503, south to
the Preble-Butler County 
Line. , 1

The remainder of* Preble 
County *

Richland X
Ross X
Sandusky
Scioto *

The Cities of Portsmouth, 
New Boston 6 South Webster *
6 Bloom Township

Township of Harrison ex­
cluding primary nonattaln- *
sent areas

___________

Ohio - TSP (-continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet j 
Secondary 
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better ! 
Than
National j 
Standards j

The remainder of Scioto 
County

Shelby
Stark

*
* . j

Portion of the City of 
Canton to the south of 
12 th Ave.

*

The political boundaries of 
City of Canton 6 Canton 
Township excluding primary 
noclttaioment areas

*

*The remainder of Stark 
County

Summit

■ »,

Area encompassed on the 
north by S.R. 261 os the 
east by S.R. 91, on the 
south by U.S.R. 224 & on 
the vest by S;R. 93

Area bounded on the north 
by 18 from the Medina 
County line to the Fairlawn 
city limits, & the city 
limits of Falrlawn, Akron, 
Cuyahoga Falls 6 Stow; on 
the east by the Summit- 
Portage, Summit-Stark 
County lines; on the south 
by S.R. 619, S.R. 93 4 the 
Summit-Stark County line;
& on the vest by the Summlt- 
Wayne, Summit-Medina County 
lines, excluding primary 
nonattalnment areas.

The remainder of Summit 
County

-
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4 6 0 1 4 RULES ANO REGULATIONS

Ohio - TSP (continued)

Does Kot Does Kot Cannot Be Better
Designated Area Meet Meet Classified Than

Primary Secondary National
Standards Standards Standards

Trumbull

The area encompassed on the 
north by S.R. 82, on the 
east by S.R. 11, S.R. 304 
4 S.R. 616, on the south by 
the County line 6 on the 
vest by the Mahoning River

X

The Townships of Warren, 
Howland, Weathersfleld,

X

Liberty & Hubbard; 6 of 
Vienna Township the area 
south of the north boundary 
of Vienna Township to S.R. 
193 & the area of Brook­
field Township south of 
S.R. 82 excluding primary 
nonattainment areas

The remainder of Trumbull 
County X

Tuscarawas X
Washington X
Wayne x
Wood X
Wyandot X

■ - ,

Ohio » Sulfur Dioxide

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
■Standards

Does Not 
Mee t
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

letter 
Than - 
National 
Standards

Allen

Townships of Bath 6 
American, City of Lima X*

The remainder of Allen 
County **

Athens

■ York Township X*

The remainder of Athens 
County X*

Clermont .

Pierce Township X*

The remainder of Clermont 
County X»

Columbiana

Cities of East Palestine 
6 East Liverpool & Unity 
Township

X*

The remainder of 
Columbiana County X*

Coshocton

Franklin Township X*

The remainder of 
Coshocton County , X*

Cuyahoga

The Cities of Bay Village, 
Westlake, North Olmsted, 
Olmsted Falls, Rock River, 
Falrvlev Park, Berea, 
Middleburg Hts., Strongs­
ville, North Royalton, 
Broadview Hts., Brecksvllle 
and the Townships of

X*

*EPA designation replaces State designation

Ohio - Sulfur<Dioxide (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
rhan
National
Standards

Olmsted and Riveredge.

The remainder of 
Cuyahoga County m*

Erie

Perkins Township X .

The remainder of Erie 
County x *

Franklin

The entire area within 
, the boundary of Rte270. 

M adison & Hamilton Town­
ships.

X.

The remainder of Franklin 
County X*.

Gallia

Addison Township X*

The remainder of Gallia 
County X*

Greene

Bath Township ,x *

The remainder of Greene 
County X*

Hamilton

Whitewater Township x *

The remainder of 
Hamilton County X*

Jefferson

Cities of Steubenville & 
Mingo Junction, Townships 
of Steubenville, Island 
Creek, Cross Creek, Knox

X*

**EPA designation replace^ State designation *

Ohio - Sulfur Dioxide (continued)

Designated Area
Does Kot 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Kot 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

and Wells

The remainder of Jefferson 
Courfty x *

Lake

Entire area northwest of 
the following line: Rte90 
(north) east to western 
boundary of Madison Town­
ship, north on western 
boundary of Madison Town­
ship line to end of county.

X*

The remainder of Lake 
County

x.

Lorain

The entire area north of 
Rte80 & the City of Elyria

X*

The remainder of Lorain 
County

X*

Lucas

The area east of Rte23 & 
west of eastern boundary 
of Oregon Township:

The remainder of Lucas 
County

X*

Mahoning

The entire area southeast 
of the following line: 
Rte46 south to Rte76.
Roe 76 southeast to county 
boundary; the City and 
Township of Canfield; and 
the. entire area within 
the following boundary: 
Rte268 (Lake Park Rd.) 
east to Rtel7 (Bandy Rd.) 
Roe 17 south to county

X*

*EPA designation replaces* State designation
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 4 6 0 1 5
Ohio - Sulfur Dioxide (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 

: Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
MeeÇ, 
Secondary 
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

letter
Chan
Rational
Standards

boundary.

The remainder of Mahoning 
County X*

Marion

City of Marion & Marion 
Township

x*

The remainder of Marlon 
County X*

Medina

City & Township of 
Wadsworth »

The remainder of Medina 
County X*

Montgomery

The entire area southeast 
of the following line:
Rte4 northeast to Union Rd. 
Union Rd. north to Rte 70. 
Rte70 east to county 
boundary

X*

The remainder of Montgomery 
County X*

Morgan

Center Township X*

The remainder of Morgan 
County X*

Muskingum

Harrison Township X*

The remainder of 
Muskingum County X*

'*EPA designation replace« State designation

Ohio - Sulfur Dioxide (continued)

' Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondaryj 
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified Than

National
Standards

Trumbull • ,

The area from the Mahoning- 
Trumhull County Line, Rte 46 
north to the City of Niles 
southern limits. Eastward 
along the city limits 
(Niles) to Tibbetts Corner 
(28) to Rte 11. Rte 11 south 
to Rte 304. Rte 304 east to 
Rte 193. Rte 193 south to 
Mahoning-Trumbull county 
line.

The remainder"of Trumbull 
County X*

Washington

Belpre Township X*

Itaterford Township X*

The remainder of Washington 
County X*

Wood

The area north of the foll­
owing line: RteSO south­
east to Rt»795. Roe795 
east to County Line.

X*

Remainder of Wood County X*

All other counties in the 
State of Ohio X*

' *EPA designation replace? State designation - *

Ohio - Sulfur,Dioxide (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

Pickaway

Harrison Township X*

The remainder of Pickaway 
County X*

Seneca

The City of Fostorla 
(east side; north of 
Norfolk and Western R.R.)

x*

The remainder of Seneca 
County X*

Stark

Cities of Alliance, Hart- 
vllle, Louisville, North 
Canton, Canton & Fairhope. 
Townships of Lexington, 
Lake, Nlmisklllen, Plain, 
Canton, and Perry.

'X*

; V

The remainder of Stark 
County

X*

Summit

Entire area northwest of 
the following lltoe: Rte 80 
east to Rte91. Rte91 
north to county line and 
the entire area between 
the following lines:
1) Bath Rd. (48) east to 
Rte8. Rte 8 north to Barlop 
Rd. (T-121). Barlow Rd. 
east to county boundary.
2) Vanderhoof Rd. (215) 
east to Rte 93. Rte 93 north 
to Rte 619. Rte619 east ts 
county boundary.

X*

*

The remainder of Summit 
County X*

• *EPA designation replaces^ State designation *

Ohio - Photochemical Oxidants

Designated
Area

Primary
Standard
Exceeded

linciassi fiable 
and/or 

Attainment 
5(d)(1)(E)

Adams
Alien x
Ashland x
Ashtabula x
Athens
Auglaize
Belmont $ x
Brown x
Butler n. x
Carroll x
Champaign x
Clark x
Clermont x
Clinton x
Columbiana
Coshocton
Crawford
Cuyahoga x
Darke
Defiance
Delaware x
Erie x
Fairfield
Fayette x
Franklin x
Fulton x
Gallia
Geauga x
Greene
Guernsey
Hamilton x
Hancock x
Hardin
Harrison
Henry x
Highland x
Hocking x
Holmes x
Huron x
Jackson •
Jefferson X
Knox
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4 6 0 1 6 RULES ANO REGULATIONS

Ohio - Photochemical Oxidants (continued)

Designated
Area

Primary
Standard
Exceeded
S ( d ) O H A )

Unclassifiable 
and/or 

Attainment 
1(d) C I M O

Lake X
Lawrence X
Licking X
Logan. X
Lorain: X
Lucas X
Madison X
Mahoning X
Marion X
Medina X
Meigs X-
Mercer
Miami X
Monroe X
Montgomery X
Morgan
Morrow X
Muskingum X
Noble X
Ottawa X
Paulding X
Perry X '
Pickaway . X
Pike
Portage ' • X
Preble X
Putnam X
Richland X
Ross* X
Sandusk^ X
Scioto
Seneca X
Shelby X
Stark X
Summit X
Trumbull X
Tuscarawas X
Union X
Van Wert X
Vinton . X
Warren X
Washington X
Wayne X
Williams X
Wood X
Wvandot X

Ohio Nitrogen Dioxide

Primary ! linciassi fiable 
Standard | and/or 
Exceeded I Attainment 
U dH lH A )

State of Ohio

§ 81.350 Wisconsin.
Wisconsin - TSF

Ohio - Carbon Monoxide

Designated
Area

Primary
Standard
Exceeded

S(dH 2H A)

Unclassifiable 
and/or 

Attainment 
5(d)(1)(E)

Cuyahoga x
Franklin X
Hamilton X
Jefferson X
Lucas X
Mahoning X
Montgomery X
Summit X

All portions of all other counties
in State of Ohio X

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
fleet
Secondary
Standards

annot Be 
classified

letter
rhaa
National 
>tandards

AQCR 68
Grant County 

AQCR 73
Rock County 

Beloit
Sub-city area defined 

as follows: North: Wood­
ward Ave. from 3rd St. 
and Portland east to Park 
Avenue. West: Corner of 
3rd St.» Portland and 
Woodward South on 3rd St. 
to Second St. Southwest 
on Second St. to Grand 
Avenue. Then southeast 
on Grand to State St. 
and South on State to the 
Illlnols-Wlsconsln Border 
South: Illlnols-Wlsconsln 
Border East: Park Avenue 
from Illlnols-Wlsconsln 
Border»

Sub-city area defined 
as follows: North: From 
Washburn and Wisconsin 
Ave. west to the Inter­
section of Chicago North­
western Railroad tracks 
and Lennlgan Creek 
West: From Chicago North­
western Intersection RR 
tracks and Lennlgan Creek 
South on RR tracks to the 
Illlnols-Wlsconsln border 
South: Illlnols-Wlsconsln 
Border East: Dearborn 
Ave. from the Ill-WI 
border north to Grand Ave 
continuing qorthwest on 
Grand Ave. to Wisconsin 
Ave. and north on Wiscon­
sin to Washburn Street.

Remainder of Rock County 
AQCR 128 
Barron County 
Buffalo County

X

X  •

X

X

X
X
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Wisconsin - TSP (continued) Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Does Not Does Not Cannot Be ^ Cer
Designated Area Meet Meet Classified Than

Primary Secondary National
^Standards Standards Standards

Chippewa County
Clark County
Crawford County
Dunn County
Eau Claire County
Jackson County 
LaCrosse County X

LaCrosse
Sub-city area defined X

as follows: North:Corner
of LaCrosse St. and Secor 
Ave., East On LaCrosse 
St. to 10th Street.
West: Corner of Second 
St. and Main St. to 
LaCrosse St. South:Comer 
10th St. and Main St., 
West to Second Street. 
East: Corner 6f 10th St. 
South to Main Street

i

Remainder of LaCrosse Count t
Monroe County
Pepin County
Pierce County
Polk County
St. Croix County
Treepeauleau County
Vernon County X

AQCR 129
Ashland County
Bayfield' County
Burnett County
Douglas County

Superior
Sub-city areas defined X

as follows:
AREA 1
West: Superior Bay and 
St. Louis Bay shoreline
fro® intersection with
Belknap St. to intersec­
tion with E St. East. 
South: East from inter-
section of Belknap St.
and Minnesota-Wisconsin 
border to Oaks Ave. south
on Oaks Ave. from Belknap

Wisconsin - TSP (continued) Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
rhan
National
Standards

continue southeast on 
Franklin St. to Oak St. 
West: Com e r  Dixie and 
Cecil Streets north to 
Harrison St., continue 
north on Harrlsotf Street 
to Caroline Street 
South: Corner Dixie Stree 
and Cecil Street East on 
Cecil St. to Higgins Ave. 
East: C o m e r  Franklin St. 
and Oak St. south on Oak 
St. to Laudan Boulevard, 
vest on L^udap Blvd. to 
Higgins Ave., south on 
Higgins Ave. to Cecil St.

Oshkosh
Sub-city area defined as 
follows: North: Corner 
Irving Ave. and Wisconsin 
Ave. east to Bowen Street 
West: Corner Ohio StT and 
west 11th Ave. north to 
Route 26/44, continue 
northeast along Route 
26/44 to Intersection 
with Irving Avenue.
South: Corner Ohio St. 
and west 11th Ave., east 
along west 11th Ave. to 
Lake Winnebago.
East: Corner Irving Ave. 
and Bowen St., South 
along Bowen to Lake 
Winnebago.

Remainder of Winnebago Co. 
\QCR 238

Adams County 
Florence County 
Forest County 
Juneau County 
Langlade County 
Lincoln County 
Marathon County

Brokaw— corporate limits 
— ' of Rrnhaw _________________

X

X

X
X
X
X
X
X
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Wisconsin - TSP, (continued) Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Setter
Chan
lational 
Standards ;

Intersection with Forest 
St. west to intersection 
with vest boundary.
West : North from -corner 
of Grange Avenue and 
Washington Avenue north 
to Freres Avenue “north 
to intersection with 
north boundary “
South: Washington Avenue 
west frora Grange Avenue 
to Marquette Street 
East: Marquette Street 
north iron Washington 
Avenue to Douglas Ave.

Remainder of Racine County !■ X

Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does.Not
Meet
Primary

Does Not

Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

letter
Than
Rational
Standards

Pierce Street to 6th'St., 
south on 6th Street to 
'Becher Street 
South: Becher Street east 
from 6th to Lake Michigan 
East: Lake Michigan 

Sub-city areas defined 
as follows:
Area 1:
North: Center Street east 
from 55th Street to Lake 
Michigan
West: 55th Street south, 
from North Avenue extende 
to 56th Street 
South: Oklahoma Avenue 
east from 56th St. to 
6th St., south on 6th St. 
to Morgan Ave., east on 
Morgan Ave. to Lake 

... Michigan«
- East: Lake Michigan 

Area 2:
North: From Pennsylvania 
Ave. to 13th St. on Howar 
Ave.
West: From Howard to Col- 
. lege Ave. on 13th St. 
South: From 13th St. to 
Pennsylvania Ave. on Col­
lege Ave.
East: From College Ave. 
to Howard Ave. on Pennsyl 
vanla Ave.

Remainder of Milwaukee Co. 
Ozaukee County 
Racine County 

Racine
Sub-city area defined 

as follows:
North: Douglas Avenue 
north from Marquette St. 
To Rapids Drive, north- 
vest on Rapids Drive to

l

X

X

X
X

Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet

‘ Primary 
Standards

Does Not. 
Meet
Secondary 
.Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

Walworth County 
Lake Geneva.
Remainder of Walworth Co 

Washington County 
Waukesha County 

Waukesha
Sub-city area defined 

as follows:)
North: East on Eales Ave 
from Whlterock Ave. to 
Niagara St.
West: Whlterock Avenue 
north frora Main Street 
te Eales Avenue 
South: Southwest along 
Main Street from inter­
section of railroad trad 
and Main Street to White- 
rock Avenue.
East: Southeast from the 
Intersection of Eales 
Ave. to the intersection 
of the railroad tracks 
and Main Street. y

Sub-city area defined 
as follows:
North: West along Margari 
St. from corner of Marr- 
garet St. and Highland 
Ave. to North St.
West: North St. north 
from Union St. to inter­
section with north 
boundary
South: West on Arcadian 
Avenue from intersection 
of railroad track and 
Arcadian Ave. to East Ave 
north on East Ave. to 
Buckley St., across Fox 
River to Union St. then 
to North. St. 1 
East: South on Highland 
Avenue to Moreland Blvd.

X

X

X
X
X
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RULES ANO REGULATIONS 4 6 0 1 9
Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area
Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be 
Classified

Better
Than
National
Standards

west on Moreland Blvd. t( 
Waukesha Ave., south on 
Waukesha Ave. to Inter­
section of railroad trac 
and Main St., south alon 
railroad tracks to 
Arcadian Avenue. 

Remainder of Waukesha Co.

AQCR 240
Columbia County 

Pacific Township 
Sub-township area 

defined as follows: 
Pacific Township (from 
Township Map .T. 12 N.-R.9I 
North: Northern border o 
section 22 from USH 16 
east to section 23.
West: C.M. St. P&P Rail­
road south from northern 
border of section 22 to 
southern border of sec­
tion 22.
South: Southern border of 
section 22 east from C.M. 
St. P&P Railroad to 
section 23.
East: Eastern border of 
section 22.

Sub-township area 
defined as follows: 
Sections 22, 23,26 and 
27 of T.12 N.-R.9 E.

Remainder of Columbia Co.
Dane County 

Madison
Sub-city area defined 

as follows:
North: Comer of Schlim­
gen Ave. and Packers Ave. 
west to Lakewood Blvd.' 
Nprthwest: Corner of 
Lakewood Blvd. and Del 
Mar Drive south to Lake 
Mendota', continue along

>

X

X

X

X

X

Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

Designated Area

eastern shoreline of Lak< 
Mendota to Charter Street 
West: Charter St. north 
from Vilas St. to Lake 
Mendota
South Southeast:
Vilas St. east from 
Charter St. to vest 
Washington Ave., continue 
southeast to Lake Monona, 
continue along vest shore - 
line of Lake Monona nortii ■ 
east to Starkweather 
Creek.

Does Not 
Meet 
Primary 
Standards

Does Not 
Meet 
Secondary 
Standards

Better
Than
National
Standards

North Northeast: Western 
branch of Starkweather 
Creek northeast to Fair 
Oaks Ave., then north 
along Bryan St. to 
Milwaukee St. continue 
vest to Oak St. then 
north to Abefg Ave., con­
tinue northwest to 
Packers Ave., then north 
to Schlimgen Ave.

Recainder of Dane County 
Dodge County 
Creen County 
Iowa County 
Jefferson County 
Lafayette County 
Richland County 
Sauk County

X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X

[FR Doc. 78-27931 Filed 10-4-78; 8:45 am]
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