45992

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 and redesignated as §0.19a of
subpart C-1 to read as follows:

§0.19a Office of 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 Committee, 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 Low and
Policy

Sec.

0.28 Organization.

0.29 Functions.

0.29a2 Freedom of Information Committee.

AvutHoriTY: 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 of 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,

GRIFFIN B. BELL,
Attorney General.

[FR Doc. 78-28105 Filed 10-4-78; 8:45 am]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 194—THURSDAY, OCTOBER 5, 1978




[4410-01]
[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
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.

KEevin D. ROONEY,
Assistant Attorney General
Jor Administration.

INFORMATION

§16.85 Exemption of Parole Commission
system—limited access.

- L d - » -

(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 doce-
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 |—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. y
DATE: Effective date—October 35,
1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Thomas Mateer, Air Programs
Branch, U.S. Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, 230 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, Ill. 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 FepErRAL REGISTER oOn
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.

ILLINOIS

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.

TOTAL SUSPENDED PARTICULATES (TSP)

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 of 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.

SuLrur DIoxipE (SO,)

One commenter indicated that a
copy of 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 MONOXIDE (CO)

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 of
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-
presssway areas located within the

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

NITROGEN DI1OXIDE (NO:)

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 (OZONE)

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 séveral 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 of 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,

TOTAL SUSPENDED PARTICULATES (TSP)

One commenter recommended that
Vigo County be designated as an at-
tainment area for suspended particu-
Jates. One commenter recommended
revision of the geographic size of the
TSP nonattainment area in Vigo
County to include only the industrial-
ized portions of 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 I-65, north
on I-65 to the intersection of I-94, east
along I-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.

SULFUR DI10XIDE (SO;)

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-
1y 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 I-65, north
along I-65 to the intersection of I-65
and I-94, and east along I-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 I-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 SO., 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 SO, 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 I-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
SO, 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 SO, standard
to unclassifiable stating that during at
least one excursion, the company’s
electrostatic precipitators were out of
service. The State of 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(dX5)
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 SO.. Moreover, of the
three monitored excursions of the SO,
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
geagraphic 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 SO, standards to unclassifia-
ble. Commenters challenged the valid-
ity of the monitored data which dem-
onstrated violations of the 24-hour pri-
mary SO, standard and the accuracy
and validity of dispersion models
which predicted violations of the
annual and short-term primary SO,
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
violations of the SO, standard. These
results have been supplemented by
urban RAM runs which predicted
short-term violations of the SO, stand-
ard. The overwhelming weight of evi-
dence supports primary SO, 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 SO, standard.

One commenter recommended rede-
signation of Vigo County from prima-
ry SO, 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 SO. 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 SO. 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 SO, standards. However, a
previous USEPA modeling analysis of
air quality in Gibson County indicated
a potential for violations of the SO.
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 SO, to attdinment. 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 SO, designation for Jefferson
County will remain unclassifiable for
the primary standard, and will be re-
vised to nonattainment for the second-
ary standard.

PHOTOCHEMICAL OXIDANTS (OZONE)

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 nonat-
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, FEbERAL REGIS-
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 control 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 MoONOXIDE (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.

MICHIGAN

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 of “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.

SuLrurR DioxInE (SO,)
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 only 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 SO,
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 SO: 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 Midiand, 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 of 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 SO, 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 nuclear
powerplant: to be constriicted 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 Ac¢ft requires use of
continous emission reduction technol-
ogy to attain and maintain national
standards.” A dispersion technigue
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.* Accordingly, in view of the air
quality violations in 1974 and 1975 and
the admission by the principal source
of SO; in the area (Dow Chemical Co.)
that an intermittent control system
was being utilized to prevent current
violations of air gquality 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.

MINNESOTA
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

' Secs. 110(a)(2)(B) and 302(k), 42 U.S.C.
T7410(a)(2)XB) and 7602(k).

*Sec. 123(a), 42 U.S.C. T423(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.

PHOTOCHEMICAL OXIDANTS (OZONE)

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.

OHIO

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

SULFUR DIOXIDE DESIGNATIONS

Some comments requested an attain-
ment designation for SO. everywhere
in Ohio, despite the fact that the
standard is now violated in several
areas, because the current EPA-pro-
muligated 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 171(2), 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
SO; 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.* When
the nonattainmerit 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 SO. designations in
Ohio. The SO, designations are sup-
ported by available monitoring as well
as the modeling analysis performed by
EPA in the development of the feder-
ally promulgated SO, 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-
singnated most of the SO, nonattain-
ment areas in Ohio based upon its
modeling analyses.

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

*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(aX3)(A) and
113(g)(1) of the Act, in report to accompany
8, 252, 8. Rep. No. 95-127, 95th Cong., lst
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
SO. and TSP 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. v

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 four exceedances of the second-
ary TSP standard in 1977. This moni-
tor is located near the border of Bata-
via and Pierce Townships.

HamirToN 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 S0,

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
caused 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 REGISTER:

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.

COMMERT

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. GM  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.

DerFIANCE 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 guality assured, such as in
this case.

MoNTGOMERY 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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RICHLAND COUNTY

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 guality 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.

ERriE COUNTY

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.

COMMENT

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.

CrArk County TSP

Based upon monitoring data, EPA
must reaffirm the nonattainment 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 thelr contention that the area
west of Limestone Street is attain-
ment. However, the data submitted
was unsupported. No information was
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submitted as to the quality assurance
procedures utilized and the data did
not cover a full year. Additionally, key
sampling “days 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.

TRUMBULL CounTYy TSP

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.

CorLumMBIANA COoUNTY 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.

CoLuMBIANA, LLORAIN, SUMMIT, AND
TRUMBULL COUNTIES SO.

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.

COMMENT

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.

COMMENT

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 recomgmends 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
oceur 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
S0: 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 technigques to
achieve attainment except in those
cases where it can be demonstrated
that downwash would occur. There-
fore, the previous designation must
remain.

COMMENT

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.* 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 SO, 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 SO.
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 standdrds 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-

‘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 SO; modeling
points treated elsewhere in this package.
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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.

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON TOTAL
SUSPENDED PARTICULATES (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 of 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-
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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 subecounty boundaries for
the Greene County nonattainment
designation for the secondary TSP
standard. Upon further 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
REGISTER.

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 for 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 Pigua 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,

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON SULFUR
Di1oxiIpE (SO;)

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 SO, designations is
discussed above. The seven counties
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 SO: nonattainment
areas on a subcoeunty basis.

CoMMENTS ON CARBON MONOXIDE (CO)

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 ocecur-
ring between October 1975 and Janu-
ary 1977 in Toledo at the 2927 Monroe
Street monitoring site.

WISCONSIN
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 more
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
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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 subseguent
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 SO. moni-
toring instruments were old and worn
out so that they produced invalid data.
The instruments used meet the mini-
mum requirements of 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 SO,
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 of 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 gquality
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
S0, standards inasmuch as violations
of the SO. standards were recorded.
Subsequent to the recorded violations,
a major source of SO, 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
SO; 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.

EIRON

Consolidated Papers, Inc., objected
to the unclassfiable designation of this
area for primary and secondary stand-
ards of SO.. 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 technigues 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.
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Nore.—~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.

DoucrLas M. CoSTLE,
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 Attainment Status

Designations
Section State Pollutant
Category

81.314 TIOR8 o i iiiii s TSP
81.314 ... do 80,
81,315 TEMAERYIR .o oo conseruonsotes sontisssrsemoesmeiped TSP
81315 ... do S0,
81.315 reeeedO Ox
81.323 IO o iimaiasstbversss TSP
81.328 ...« do S0,
81323 ... do Ox
81.323 O co
81.324 1T ORI AR TSP
81.336 Ohio TSP
81.336 do. S0,
81.336 do Ox
81.336 do co
81.350 WASCODRID i ieesesesnssiratinsorsoases TSP
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Subpart C—Section 107 Attainment Status Designations

§81.314 IHinois.

illioois - TSP (Continued)
Tllincis ~ 750

.
8 " . Does Rot [Dows Sor Fannot Be |2ezzes
Does Kot |Does Xot ~
[ Designated Azea Meet Mpet Meet teet Flassified [Than
Pricy s Pricavy |Secomdary fhational
ERE. Praeaty - -4 [Standards
Stanlards Scandares Szandards| Standecds w
AQCE &5 \xf
1 X
Enox County ALT other twps.
Calesburg (City) X &
3 Rankakes County
ALl other twps. X ~estadiipt S N
3T or X
S Boaits AlL other twpa.
Kickapos Twp, x “x .
N Kendall County
S s . - Litcle Rock Twp. x
oz : ALl othee tvps x
Teoris x » it
Y Wichwoods X X ke Gounty
other twps, X Vauconda x
1 oz ’ X
Tazevell Cousty ALl other tvps,
;munnnt ™. x x 9611 County
ondulac x x
- \ Crate Twp. X
Groveland X X
DuFage x X
Pekin X X Franhior X
Washiogton X X J:ﬁuo i : X
ALl other twps. X todtpoer X x
Fultor County x Honse X
Hancock x Fov:-Yeiox :
= d latnf
Henderson X f:‘:”' Tald 8
Mason x Tz6
° T - X
Kelancugh X All other twps
Warren X
Grundy County
Woc X Y
,:;’“"e 3 Aux Seble Tvp, x
L Morris Tvp. %
All other twps. x
B 55
o Yane County x
Coles County X Welenry County x
Mclear County
Blcosmington Twp, x e
11 other twps, x e .
e 11 Jo Daviess County
v 1 Coun
SRl foenty B Exst Galena Tvp. x
Ravlins X
West Galena T
ALl other twps. X
TSP (Continved)
1liinols - 75F (Coutinued)
Does Kot [Doas No: fasner Be Better
Does Kot |Does Xot Designated Arex Hoez Maet [classified [Than
Desigaated Ares Meet Meet Primary |Secondary >
Prizary |Secondary Standards| Standards Standards
Sunanu:‘ dards
AXCE 89
Chanpatgn Councy x
X
X % X
X X x
pY N x
x b 4 X
X south Moline X X
Iroguois X South Roek Is X X
Livingston x Rock Island 2 X
Moulerie x ALl other twps. 3
Flace X
Shelby X Whites{de County
Colona Twp, x
ALl other twvps, X
AQCR 67
Carroll County X
Cook County Henry R
Calumet Twp. x X Mercer X
Hyde Park X X
jefferson X
Lake X X AR 70
Lakeview X
Sorth Towm X X Monroe County
Rogers Fark X T,15. 10w X
Socth Yown » X ALl other X
Kest Town X X
Dloos Madison County
Bremen ’ A ton Twp. X X
Cicero X Chouteau X X
Elk Grove % Collinsville x X
Lyans x x Godfrey X x
x Granize City 4 X
2 X Namooki X X
x X Venice X x
x Wood River x X
x X ALl other twps. X
X
X $:. Clair Cou
x X Canteen Twp. x X
X X Caseyville X 3
X Centerville * X
’ 2 Sz, Clate X l
ALl otter twps. X Stires x X
Stookey R X
DuPage County Sugar Loat S X x
Adédison Twp. x x
Vayne X
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Doss No: [Does Not
Designated Area Mant Meet
Prizary [Secondary
Stancards| Standards

fCannot Re
Classified

Better
Thao
Raticnal
Standarves

Illivolis = TSP (Coetimued)
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Does Mot [Boes Not
Desigrated Ares Me Meot

Prizary |Spsondary
< Stlﬂd.\rdl\".:.lr.n.zslt

Be
IClassified

Thas
arional
Standardr

Bon¢ County
Clinton
Randolph
Rashington

ACE 71

T Park
LaSalle
Ot tava

Lee County

Szark County

JACR 72

Pope County

Grant
Hashington

Johnson
Polaski

ALY other twpe,

Bureau County
Shelby Twp.
All other twps.

LaSalle County
Dy
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ALl other twps.

Futnas County
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All other twps.

Marshall County
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ALl other twps,
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ALl ather pet.
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R

]

R
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]

R
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Macon County
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Nenard County
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All other twpa,

Sanganon County
Capizal Twp. X x
All other twps.

Brown County
Calhoun
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Christian
Greene
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Morgan
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B34 B 0 N
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Dodds Twp.
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Clay County
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Callatin
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Hardin
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DeKalb Twp,
All other tvps,

Winnebago County
Cherry Valley Twp.
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All other twps.
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All other tvps,
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Vest Marion

1 other twpe.

s

»

3 3¢ ¢

e R

er

o

Schuy
Scort
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46006 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Tllinets ~ 50 11lipots = 86, (Continued)
- Does Not [Dows Mot [anmot Be [secrer
Doas Mot |Does %ot [annct Ba |Bettar Desiganted Ares Meat Heet Classified [Than
Designated Ares Meat Moot [Classffied [Than : Prizmacy |[Sscondary National
Prizary |Secondary ational Standardul Standacds Standarda
Standardaf Standardy Standacds
All othar Madison
..
AQCR 85 v, - %
Peoria County :?t:z::ug;:nn ‘;
zonx: Mn : . Monroe County . X
”men- P . Randolph County X
poedn . . - St. Clair County X
,:::.;u:"s"rp < Hashington County x
: Tvp.
Richwoods Twp. X 1
: B
ALl other twpe, x e
Tapoll Comcy Sureay County
T 1
Clocinnats Tvp. X ‘;‘b" :""', 31 = %
KIRgrive T, % ALl other Buresu twps,
:'k;';"f TvEs 2 LaSalle County x
D oy . Les County X
T Marshsli Couty X
Putnan County X
ey, 2 Stark Couaty ~ X
Hendorson County X
Knox County x - 77
ch 12
MeDanough County x X
Mason County v Mazunc County
Karren County X
- Crant Pet x X
"*””’"5'“‘“" ; Metropolis Pet X X
Lae  Councy Millerman Por X X
ALl other Massac Cty Pc¢ X
AQCR ‘66 Alexander Councy X
Champaizn Counry x ;z::’;ﬂi::“" :
2:rl E:un!:‘ ; Pulssk! County X
s uat G z
Cusberland Counry X paton County:
DeWitr County X
Touglas County X
Al 73
Edgar Councy X Lo
Ford County X Boone County ¥
Iroquois County X
Liviegston County x “Sgun .Cw“’ :
Melean Copnty X gxhbco.mzy .
Moultrie County x iy e % ¥
Flace County X SN, SOWMEY. I
Shelby County x
Vemillion Coanty X

Hlincts ~ 50, (Contioued)

- 852 (Comziaved)

Does No: |Does Mot Kamnot 2e Better
Does Not |UDoes Not Fannos Be [Becter Deslgnnted Arsa Meat Meet Classified {han
Destignated Ares Heet Neet Class{fied [Than 2 Prizary |Secondacy National
Prizary |Secondary National Standards| Scandards Sracdards
Standardy| Srandards Standards
AQCR T4
AQCH 47
Clay County X
Cook County Cravford County X
Bremer Twp. X Edvards County *
Calumer Twp. X Effinghan County X
Thornton Twp. x Fayerce County x
North Twp, X Frankiin County X
ALl other Cook County Gallstin County 13
teps. X fianilton County x
fardin Cousty. X
¥i11 County Jackson County X
Channahon Twp. x Juaper County x
Dulage Tvp. F X Jeffxrson Jounty X
Jolier Twp, X Lawtesce County s X
Lockport 1 X z ¥arios County X
Troy Tvr. 3 Yerry County X
ALl other Will Couaty Richland County X
vpa. X Saline County X
Nabash Cousty X
DuFage County % Vayne County X
Orundy County X aice County x
Kane County X Wilitasson County X
¥ankakee County X
Kendall Councy X
Lake County x MECR TS
Mcllenry Councy
Chrisctan County
South Fork Twp. L
NXCE 68 All other twpa, X
Jo Davisss County 4 Sangamon County
. Capizal Twp, 5
Coopar Twp. B
ACE 69 Cottou MALY Twp. X
Rochester Twyp, X
Carroll County X Woodside Twp. X
Henry Coanty X All other twps. X
Hercer County A
Rock Island County X Adess Councy X
Whiteside County X Brown County X
Calhoun County X
Cass Councy X
MG 70 Greene County X
Jersey County X
Madison County Logan County X
Woud River Twp. x Macon County X
Alxoo Twp, X
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Nlineds - 80, (Continued)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Indfana - TSP (continuved)

46007

Designatcd Area

Does Nor
Meat
Primacy
Standards

Doen Kot
Meet
Secandary
Standards

Cannot Be [Batter
Classifled [Than
<atienal
Srendards

Designated Avea

Dows Mot
Meet
Prizary
Staodavrds

Dboes Kot
Yewt
Secondary
Standards

[Cannot Be
Clazsified [Than

Secter

flactonal
“tandards

Yacoupin County
Hemayd Coumty
HMontgemery County
Yorgan County
Pike County
Schuyler County
Seote County

3¢ 53 M M MM

Interseceion of 1-65 then
following 1-65 to the
fntersection
foitowing
Porter (aunty 1ine & on
the east by the Lake-
Porter County line

Tre rema‘nder of Lake
County

LaForte County

The area {ncluded fn
Center, Kankakee, Nex
Durhat, Fleasant and
Scipco Townships § that
8red miorsh and west of
i-5¢

The rema{nder of LaPorte
County

Marion Ceunty
The ares of Mashington
Township esst of Fall
Cresk and the ares of
Franklin Township south
of Thompson Rd, A east of
Five Points Ra.

The resafnder of Marion
County

Porter County
St, Joseph County

The area north of Kern Re,
& east of Pine Rd,

The remainder of St
Joseph' County

Sullivan County

Tippecance County

>

x*

§ 81.315 Indiana.

Indiane - TSP

Designated Area

Doxs Nou
Meet
Prizary
Srandacd

Does Kot
Meet

Secondary
sf Standards

Cancot Me {letter
Flassiiled {Than
pational
IStandards

MIFA designatioe replaces State dasignatios

e - TSP (continued)

= ¥

boas Xot
Heec
¥rizavy

Loes Kot
Meet
Secondary

Standazds| Scandards

Kamnot Be
1nysified [Thao

Better

pational
[Standa:ds

Indiara Countles

Clare Courty
The area tncludes fn
Charlestown, Jefferson-
ville, Stiver Creek 4
Utice Townships

The resainder of Clart
County

Dearborn County
Tne ares incluced io
Center, kogan, Lawrence-
The remainder of Uesrborn
County

Dubeis County

area included in
Sairbridge, Varion &
Fatass Townships

The remainder of Dubofs
foenty.

Floyd Coenty
Howara County

The drea includes within
Certer & Howard Towrships

The remzinder of Howard
County

Lake County

An ares. bounced on the
north by Lake Michigan, on
the west by the Indiana-
1114nois State 1ine, on
the south by U.S. 30 from
the State Tine to the

burg & Manchester Townships]

ty of Evansvil
Township

The ressinder of
Vancerburgh County

Yige County
The area included within
Harrison, Honey Creek,
Fayette, Lost Creek,

Otter Creek & Sugar
Creek Townships

The resmainder of
¥igo County

Rayne County
The ares \ncTuded within
foston, Center, Wayne
and Kebster Townships
The remainder of Nayne

County

A1) portions of 41) other
counties in Indfana

x* EPA designation replaces §

ete desionption
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46008 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Indtans - 502 Inctane - Oy
Dons Yot [Does Kot [Taanot Be = Does Kot Mast Coanot Ne Classified
Pesigaated Area Fant Heeot felassifiod & A Primacy Standacde or Better Than
Prizavy | Secondacy IISSERALES JNCE National Staandards
Standards| Standacds Standards
Deartorn County x
&1bson County x* TR >
Jetferson County = ?31:: Ef,::.y :-
Lake County Elxhart County o
t x
An ares bounded on the » [llxdcf::::;y 2
north by Lake Michigen, Marion County x
on the west by the Porter County x®
Indlana-I11inots State St. Joseph County =~
1ine, on the south by . ; o X
U.5.30 from tne State NARORTONCI LAY
Tine to the fntersection £ a1l other . x
of 1-65 then following AT] portions of all oth

1-65 to the intersection Indtana counties
of 1-94 then following
1-94 to the Lake-Porter
County Yine, & on the
east BY the Lake-Porter
County 11ne.

x™ EPA designations renl ate designations

The remainder of Lake
County x

LaPorte County

An ares bound on the north X x
by Lake Nichigan & the
Indtana-Michigen State
Tine, on the west by the
LaPorte-Porter County |ine )
& On the south & east by
1-94

The resafnder of LaPorte
County x

Marion County x
Porter County

An area bound on the north x
by Lake Michigan, on the
west by the Lake-Porter
County Tine, on the south
by 1-80 & 90 § on the sast
by the LePorte-Porier
County 11ne

BEPA designation replaces.State desigracion

§ 81.323 Michigan. .
Indfana - 507 (continued) D SR

Dows Kot |Does Not [Eannot Be [Hercer Does Not |Does Not aanot Be [Better
Designazed Area Ment Hept Clanstified [Than Daslgnaced Area Mect Meet Classiflad [Than
Prizary Secondary fvational Prizary Secondary “ational
Standsrds| Scandards Standacds Standacds| Standacds Standacds
The remsincer of Porter Co. x AQCH 82 (Michigan Portiom) X
Except subareas defined
Vigo County . - by range and townghip
nusbers !
Werrick County x* 1. Berrien County
RIBY, TaS,
Kayne County Sections 7, 8, 17-20)
29, 30
The ared included within x R199, TS,
foston, Center, Franklin, Sections 12-14 & x
Wayoe & Webster Townships 23-27
The remainder of Wayne MCR 122
County x Extept subareas definedy X
1, Bay Tounty
RSE, Ti4N,
All portions of all other Sactions 14-16 x »
Indiana Counties x 2

&, Starting at

x* EPA designations replace Spate desigrptions interseccion of
Stevart Av. and K.
Sagizav St. then E,
along Stewart Av, to
Cort Eighway te
Franklin Av. to
Hazliton Av. to x*
Ssginav S¢, o
Scevart Av,

b. Scarting at incer|
section of Carpenter
B4, and DuYont St.

then E. on Carpenter
Nd, to Center 2d,

then 5. to M-21 then
V. to 1-475 ro Bristu
R4, then ¥, to I-75%
then K. to Corunna Rd
(¥~56) then E. to
Fliar eity limits x=
then N, to Pasedena
Av. then E. to DuFoat
St. to Carpedter R4,

2 SEPA designation ceplaces State dusignation
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Michigan - TSP (coutinued)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Designated Area

Does Not |Does Mot [
Neet Meet Ic
Primary |Secoodary
Standards! Szandards

annot Be

rational
Standards

3. XKent County

51V, T7R, Sectioms

19, 30, 31

RI2E, TN, Sections x

22-27 & 34~36

4, Hason Cownty
RI8W, TI1EN, Sec
13, 1, 234 2%

5. Midland County
R2E, TI4N,
Sections 14-16,
21-23, 26-28 &

€, Muskegon County
R16W, TSN, Sect
& 6, RISW, TION
Sections 21, 22
34

7. Saginav County
&, WAE, TN,

Sections 1, 12-15,

22-27 & -3¢
RSE, TI2NW,

Seccions 4-6, 9, 16,

19-21 & 28-33
b, RSE, TZM,

Sections 7, 8, 17

. 18

AQCR 123

Except subsreas defined:

1., Macost County
8. RI4E, TON,

Sections 27, 28, 33,

L

b. All of County
South of 20 Mtle Kd. Y

tions

33-35 X

jons 5

s 27- x

ichipan = TSP (continued)

46009

Designated Area

Does Not
teet Heet
Primary
Standsrds | Standards

Does Mot

Classifie
Secondery:

Cannot Be { Better

4, Than
National
Standards

Michigan - TSP (continued)

Designated Area

Meut Heet
Prizary |Secondary
Standards| Standards

Doss Not [Doas Mot Kannot Be
Classified

Betrer
—a
prational
Standsrds

b, Area included within:
Lake St. Clair-Moross Rd.
to 7 Mile B4, to Vau Dyke
Fd. to 8 Hile 4. to Wyo-|
ming B4, to 7 Mile R4, to)
Schasfer Bd. to Fenkell
Rd. to Creeafiald Av. to
Joy B4, to Southfield Ex-
presayay to Ford Rd, to
Telegraph Rd, to Cherry
RL11 Re, to Beech-Daly R3
extended to Michigsn Av.
to Inkater Rd. to Car-
1ysle St, to Middle Selt
Rd. to Vaa Born R4, to
Vayme R4, to Peansylvanis)
Rd. to Middle Belt Nd. tol
§ibley E2. to Talegraph
R4, to King Rd, to Grangel
Bd, to Sidley Rd. to Jef-
ferson to Bridge St.
(Crosse Iln) extended to
Detroit River.

AQCR 124 (¥ichigan Portiocn)

ing all incorporated
vuzicipalicies.

AQCR 125
Except subarcas defined:
1. Calhoun County
ROW, T2S, Section 34
2 Inghaw County R2W, T4N,
Sections 2-11 & 14-23

2. Oskland County
a. RI0E, TN,

Sections 15, 16, 21,

22, 27 & 28

b.  Area included

within:
Coolidge R,
10 Mile Rd,

8 Hile Rd.

3. St, Clair County

RI17E, T6N
Sections 2-4,

9-11, 1416, 21, x

224 28

4. Vayne County

&, Ares tncluded

withint

Lake Str, Clair
Mile K. 2o S¢
B, to MeNicho

1o Greenfield Av. to

Schooleraft Av
Evergreen Rd.

Joy R4, to Yele-
sraph Rd. to Ford 8

Rd., to Beech~

Paly R4, to Cherry
Hi1) R4, to Iskster
Rd. to Carlysle St,

to Middle Belr
to Van Born Rd

Mayne Rd. to Ecorse X
R, to Haggersy Moy,
to Tyler K&, to

Belleville R4,

184 to Kawscoville
Ed. to Cakville -
Wales Ra. te WLl -

Carlton ¥d, to
Buron River to

Exie except 10
subares wonder

to 8
haefer
is Rd.

. to
to

Rd,

. to

to

the
Lake
T the
b,
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Michigan = Y47 (comtiound)

Designated Area

Does Mot [Does Hot Kamot Be
Mest Haet Classifie
Prizary |Secondary
Scandarda! Standards

fecter

d [Than
Matlooal
[Ftandards

within Cross S5t.,
Huron 5t., Harris
Rd. & 3-54

MCR 126
Except subareas defined:
1. Delta Coumty, R22W,
« T3I9K, Sections 6-8,
17-20. 29-30, R23W,
TIN, Sections 1, 12
& 13,

2. FEamer County REW,
TI4K, Sectices 1-3
& 512

3. Manistes County
KI6W, TIIN,
Sections 7, 18 & 19
RI7W, T2IK, Sections
12413

A. Yarquerte County
R25W, T8N, Sections
182




46010 RULES AND REGULATIONS

Fachlgan - SOy Michigau =~ CO

Does Not [Does Mot [ann

Designated Area Heet Hewt N u:::.::g::d Br:::" Designated Area Does Fot Memt Cannot Be Classified
Pricar Secondary " Prizacy Standards | or BSetter Than

Stactards) Scandaris National Standards

MCE B2 (Michigan portion)

- AOCR €2 (Michigan Portion) b 3
AQCR 122
Exceps subareas defined x ACE 122
1. Midlaod Counry, R2E, x Excapt subares deflned: x
TIIN, Sections 1-6, RIE, 1. Saginav Coutity x
TI4K, Sections 7-38 REE, TI2N, Sectdons 1,
aMCE 123 x 12,13, & 24
B5E, TI28, Seczions é~
AMCR 124 (Michigan portion x 9, 16-21
AQCR 123 2 AQCR 12
Except subsreas defined: Except subarea defined: =
1. Iugham County, K2V, X 1. Mazoxd, Oakland, Wayne X
T4N, Sections 7-11, la4- Counties, Lake St.
23, and 26-35 Clatr-14 Mile B4. to

Kelly Rd. K. to 1S
AQCE 126 x Mile K4, to Hayes R4,
S. to 14 Mile R4, to
Clawson morthern city
boundary to Royal Osk
northern city boundary
te 13 Nile Rd. to
Evergreen Rd. to Bev-
erly Eills southern
city boundary to Bism-
ghaz Farms southern
city boundary %o
Pracklin southern cit:
bousdary to Inkster R4
to § Mile Rd. to Li-
vopia western eity
boundary to Westland
western city beundary
to Vayne western eity
boundary to Romulus

. southern city boundar
followving Peansylvand
®d, to Detroit River.

AQCR 124 (Michigan Fortion x

AMCE 125 X

AQCR 126 b 4

REFA designation replaces State designation

§ 81.324 Minnesota.

igan'~ 0, L
S
2 5 Does Xot [Daes kot Kaenct e [se
Dees:I 3 2 rror
[ ';:;r;xs:::"“ Cammes lt s‘u, Designated Area Meer Yeet Classified |Than
Designated Area - = - Prizary |Secondary Mational
al Scandarcs Scandazds| Standards Standacds
ACE B2 (Michigan portios) ! e ikt o
AGCR 137 - Cx.ty of Internacional
Txcept subsreas dnfined: ™ Falla -
1, Muskegos, Ottava, o
Alicgan, Keat, Mont- Cicy of Duluch x*
cals, Jonta, Gracior 4y
Medlaad, Bay, Ciry of Red Wiag x
Saginav, Shiaw
Canesse, Tuscols City of E. Crand Farks x
Lapeer, Sanilac z
#ad Huron Counties Ciry of Clogue: x
AQCR 123 4 Cicy of SLlvar Bay >
AGCR 124 (Michigam porzios X Mesad{ lzon Rarge
Identifisd by couaty
2
AQCR 125 X and tounship and
136 ronge nuzdbers:
Excepe subarea Louts County
deflond: =
T565, Rrigv x*
1. Margquecte County b O T578, Ri7-194 *
TS7N, E20 Section 7 ¥
T ¢ Ris-16% x
598, RIIW; RI6G-18W =
TE0N, RIZ-1OW *
Sharbutrne County x
St. Clowts Township v
(Stearns Cowmty)
Cicy of Sprangfield x
and Burnstown Toun-
shtp (Brows County)
fesaloder of State x
- SEPA designation replacest State designation
*EPA designations repluce State dewignationy
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 46011
§81.336 Ohio. Ohio =~ TSP (continued)

Ohio - TSP Does Not [Dows ¥ot Kannot de [Better
Does Kot |Does Mot [annor Be [Serter Designated Area of Meer Meet Klassified [Than
Designated Area Meht " Meer Classified [Mhan Primary |Secondary National
Prizary |Secoodary INar Lonal Standards| Standards [Standards
Standayds| Standard o and
Clerzont
m:}::‘mu“ x Piarce and Satavis
o Sy xw
Ashrabula x Townships
Cicy of Ashtabula, . The temsinder of Clermont ®
Ashtabuola Towmship & County
porzion of Plymouth
Township morth of Clinzon x
1-60 Colunblana
The resainder of The Cities of East
Ashtsbuls County x Palestine, Fast %
Liverpool & Wells-
Belmont wville, plus the
Townships of
i et ke Tairfield, Unity,
Farry, Bridgeport, Elk Run, Middleton,
Brookside,“Bellaire, Madigon, St. Clair,
Shadyside & Powhatan Liverpool & Yellow
Point in addition to Craek
Tounships of Peane,
Pulcney, Mesd & York Knox & Vest X
T h:
Towmships of Colavatin b 4 i o
\ ichland, Smith & The recsinder of x
Vashington exeluding Coluabiana County
primary ponattain- ¥
zent Cozhocton
The recsinder of H Cuyahega
Belsont County The Cittes of
Brookly Mts.,
Butler Cuyahogs Mt ew- x
x burgh fits., Bratenahl
Cicy of Middletowm & vhe.CLey ot
Cities of Monroe, x Cleveland ecant of
Trenton, Nev Miaal, W, 117ch St. &
Fatrfdeld, snd that Highland Ave.
e Olmsted & Chagrin
Fairfield Townahip ';Hz"f?vwhiv; & z
6 alzo the Townships the ties of Bay
of Malison, Lemon, Vll'lolt: Westlake,
St. Clair, Liberty, gtl!rfh :.;-::d,
Fairfield & Union . SELOP TuLASS
Scrongsville,
The remainder of 4 North Noyslton,
Butler County Broadviev Kes.,
SEPA designation vepleces State derignation

Ohio - TST (continved) Ohic = TP (cootinued)
Does ot |Does ¥or [Cannot Be [Better Does Mot |Does Not Fannot Be [Becter
Designated Ares Meet Heet lasatfied fthan Designated Area Heat Heet [Flussified Than
Privary |Secondary ational FPrimary |Secomdary acional
Standards| Standards |5z undards Standards| Standards Standards
Carroll *
Chaspaigne , Brecksville, Clen-
Clark villow, Solon,
The area south aod east of x Bentleyville, Crange,
the line deternined by: Horeland Kills,
Route 41 sast from the Chagrin Falls, Pepper
Clark<Miami County line Pike, Kunting Valley,
east to Route 235, morth to Lyndhurst, Mayfield
the Clark-Chaapaigne County Hes., Nighland Mis.,
Line; and bounded by the ¥ayfiald & Cates
north=-south line determined Mills
by:
State Route 72 south to In- The rerainder of >
terataza 70. Interstate 70 Cuyahoga County
west to 01d MLl Road,
south to Fairfield Pike, Darke
northeast to Cross Road, g
east to Route 68, south to The subareas dafinsd as b
Jockson Road, east toMosler north of the line formed
Hosd, south to Clark-Greene by Koed T3I58 east from thel
County Line. in¢lana~Ohic line to
Rickzont Road, south
The remainder of Clark County . to Moore Road, east
to Payne Road, south
to Rush Road, e

’ te and thru New
Yadigon (emerging
us Nilt Road east of
New Madison), east
from ¥ev Madisoa on
Wilt Road to Prehle
County Butler Town~
ship Road, norch to
Hellandshurg=
Arcanua Road, eszt to
Jayzville-St. John's
Road, north to
Delisle~-Fournan's
Road, east to
Goreen Landis Moad,
porth to Tainter
Creek-Arganun Road,
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46012

Ohio - TSP (continued)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Designated Area

Does Xog
Heet
Primary
Standards

Does ot
Meez
Secondary
Standards

[Cannot Be

S

Ohioc - TSP

(coentinued)

cast to Teagues~ Southk
Hoad, south to Delisle-
Yourman's Woad, to
Darke-Mlami County lime
(where road becomes Fanner
Road)

The reseinder of Darke
County

Dafiance

Richland Township mot with-
in the City of Deffance

City of Deftance

The remainder of Defiance
County

Erie
Frankiin

Includes an ares escompassed
by Alus Creek on the east,
Livingstoo Ave., Lockbourne,
Rosd, Thurman Ave., and

Greenlawn Ave. on the south
on the vest by I-71 & S.R,
315; & on the porth by Late
Ave,, North High Sg., Weber
Road, Westerville Pike &

Agler Road

The sres vithin 1-370 outer
belt exeluding primary von-
sttainment ares

The remainder of Franklin
County

Gallia
Cenugn
Greene

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

Designated Araa

Doas Mot
Heet
Pricary
Standards)

Does Kot
Mowt:
Secondary
Standards

Cannot - Be
Klassified

Bertet
{Than

Nat Lonal
Standards

Ohio ~ TEP (comtinued)

Blue Ash

Area south & east of U.S,
50 & norch & mast of S.E,
125, & as area to the north
including the Citles of

Forest Park, Greemhills, Mz
Eealthy, North College {11 |

Wyomiing, Woodlaws, Glendale
Springdale, Sharonville &
Lovaland & the Townships of
Colerain, Springfield,
Sycamore & Symmes

The reatoder of Hamiltos
Couaty

Hascock -- 1
Henry

Jacksoy
Jefferson

Citles of Strattom, Eapire,
Toronto, Wintersville,
Steubenville, Mingo Junctios
Yew Alexandria, Brilliant,
Rayland, Tilronville, York-
ville & Townships of Saline
Faox, Island Creek, Croas
Creek, Steubsaville, Vells
& ¥arren

Springfield Township

The rematinder of
Jefferson County

Lake

Atea bounded by the west
County lites north of I-90
& west of S.R. 306 in
addition to Cities of
Patnesville, Grand River,
Fairport Harbor & Paines-
vills Township

Okic - T3

(conzinued)

Designated Arvea

Does Hot
Meet
Prizary
Standardr

Does Kot
Meat
Secondary
Standards

Cannot Be
Kluss{fied

Better
Than
fNational
Standards

Designated Azes

Does Noc
Moet
Prizary
5

Does Kot
Maet

Secondary
Standard

[Cannot Be

Better

[Clasaifled [Than

[National
|Standards

Meredith Rd. south froe
the Greene-Clark County
Line, converts to S.R. 370
sooth co Bryan Park Rd.,
southeast to Cltfeen .,
soutbwest to Ree. 68, south
to Rte 235, norcthwest to
¥ill Top AL., southwest to
Falrground Ké., west to
Seaver Valley Rd., south
to Lantz R4., west to
Fairffeld Rd., south to
Sweigart Rd,, southwest to}
Little Sugarcreek Rd.,
soath on Lictle Sugarcreek
Bd. to Feed Wire Rd., east]
on Feed Wire Rd. to Mead
Rd., south on Mead Rd, to
Mi11 B4, follow Mill B4,
south, then mast to Lower
Bellbrook Rd., lower Bell-
brook Md. portheast o
Schnebly Rd., Schnebly Ad.
southeast, then south to
S.R. 125, follow S.R. 725
east te the residencial
arca of Spring Valley and
teke road vhich becomes
Spring Valley-Painters-
ville M, through residen:
tisl ares to Cormetalk Kd.
Cornstalk Rd. south to
Greepe~Warren Coumty Line,

The remainder of Groene
County

familton

bounded oo the
v oo the south
by the Ohiec Kiver, om the
vest by the Cloctnnacl
City Limits & on the
north by the morth & wvest
boundaries of the Citles
of Cimcinnati, Locklend,
Lincoln Hte., Evandale &

The subsres

The remainder of Lake
County

Lavrence
The Cities of Irouton,
Coal Crove & South Point
b the Towmohips of Uppar
& Perry

Fayetce Township

The remaioder of Lawrence
County

Logan

Loratn
The portios of the Cicty of
lorain north of S.R. 611

The City of Lorain east of
5.1, 58, & Sheffield Toun-
ship excluding primary non~
Atta t arsay

Resainder of Lovato Coumty
Lucas

The Citdes of Toledo &
Maumee

Tovuships of Waterville,
Monclova & Washington

The remainder of Lucax
County

Madison
Mahoaing

The Citles of Campbell,
Struthers & Youngstown

& that portion of Peland
Township nocth of U.5.K.
224 b that portion of
Coltaville Township south
of U.S.X. 422
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Obto - TSP (comtimmed)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Dewignated Azea

Dows Kot Does Not
Naet Kooz

Prizacy
Standards] Standards

Secondary

[Cannot Se [lete
[Flaswifted |1

=

Townships of Coitgville
(excluding portion eouth of
UiS.%. 422), Boardman &
Poland [excluding porcion
north of U.S.R. 224) & that
portion of Austintown
Townahip east of S.R. 46

The remainder of Mahoniog
County

Medina
Helgs
Mian{

The City of Figua

Thac ares in Mlami County
north of the line deter-
afsed by Fenner Rood from
the Darke-Miani County line
east to Pemberton Road,
south o Horse Show Sead
Rosd, east td Ree$S, BeeSS
cortheast thru Troy to Troy
Urbana Road, Troy-Urbaza
Rosd northeast to Miamt~
Chazpatgae County 1ine &
south of the lioe deter-
mined by Rweé0 north from
the Mootgomery-Miami County
line to Tte202, north to Rer
571, east to Wee 20, morth
to Reedl, east to the
Mlani-Clark County line &
excluding the City of Piquas

The remaioder of Misat
County

Monroe
The Ciey of Clariagton &

the Tosmships of Sales &
Switzerland

Ohic - TSP (continued)

Designated Aces

BDoes %ot |Does Not
Meet Heet

Prizary Secondary
tacdards} Scendards

Lannot Be
Clasal

Setter
Than

Standards

Townships of Adans, Greene,
Lew, Ohio & Sunbury

The remainder of Monroe
County

Moatgoaery

Toe Cicles of Miamisburg

& Daytos excluding that
portion of the City of
Dayton bounded by Patterson
R:., Spaulding Rd., Wood-
bine Av., and Snithville Rd

That area in Montgomery Co.
south & east of the followy
ing: Ree 440 (U.S.40) ac
the Montgomery-Miam! County
Line south to Sridgevater
Rd,, south to Taylorsville

Rd., west to Liztle York
Rd., vest to Poters Bd.,
south to Frederick Rd.,
northvest to Dog Leg d.,
southvast to Westbrook Rd,,
vest to Olive Ré., south to
Stiloh Springs Rd., west to
Usion Bd., south to Little
Richzond Rd., west to Snyde
Bd., south to 04 Dayton Rd
vest to Luthern Church 2d.,
south to Mile Rd., west to
Guntle Rd., south To
Havermale R4., west to
Claytom Rd., south to
Chickem Birskle RE., west
ta Montgomsry-Preble County
Line. However, there i
A0 attainaent ¢a within
this nonattaloment ares
which is described by the
folloving boundaries;

north on 5.R. 48 froa the
Hontgomery-Marren County

Line te Whipp Road, ssst te

Ohto - T2P (coatfnued)

46013

Besignated Area

Does Kot
Mot
Tricary

Standards] Standards

Does hat
Meet
Secondary

[cannot Be

jBetter

[Flassified [Than

“ational
Standards

er Roed, north to Wil-
sington Pike, northwest to
Pe., north o Vale

west to Spaulding Rd., norc
to Voodbine Ave,, west to
Satthville R4., south to
Darothy Ln., west to South
Dixie Dr., southwest to
1-75, south to the Moatgom-
ery “Harren County Lise.

The resaisder of
Montgooery County

Puskiagus
toble
Portage
(Prable

That area within Peeble
Couaty southeast of the
1ioe described by:

Moatgoaery-Frable
County Line Rd. at Spicler
4., seuch to Kinsey Rd.,
vest 'to 5.2, 503, south o
the Predle-Butler County
Lise.

The reaainder of Preble
Councy

Richlaod
Eoss
Sandusky
Sciote

The Cities of Portwmouth,
Kev Boston & South Wedster
& Bloom Township

Township of Harrison ex-
cluding prizmary nonattain-
Bant areas

=

Dhio TSF (continued)

Desigoated Arsa

Mert
Prizacy
Standards

Does No:‘] Does Not

Cannot Be

Meet [-lasslftod
Secondary
Standards

Bettec
Than
fatlonal
Standards

The remsiagder of Sctoto
County

Seneca
Shelby
Stark

Forction of the City of
Canton to tha south of
12th Ave.

The political boundaries of
Cicy Canton & Canton
excluding primary
nocitiainment greas

The ressinder of Stark
County

Sum=qc

Arsa encospassed oo the
vorth by S.R. 241 om the
east by $.R. 91, on the
south by U.S.R. 224 & oo
the vest by SR, 93

Area bousded on the norch
by S.%. 18 from the Medina
County lfne to the Fairlawn
city lindts, & che cicy
limits of Fairlewn, Akronm,
Cuoyahogs Falls & Stow; on
the east by the Summit-
Portage, Susmit-Stark
County itnes; on the south
by S.R. 619, S.R. 93 & the
Sumatt-Stark County line;

& on the west by the Summit
Wayne, Sussit-Mediss County
lines, u':ludln; prizary
romattainment aress.

The remalnder of Summit
Couaty
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46014

RULES AND REGULATIONS

4 = sett )
Ohio = TSP (consinued) Okio = Sulfur Dioxide (contimued)
Does Mot |Does Mot |candot Be [Berter Dows Mot [Uoes Mot [Sannot Be [|Setzer
Designated Avea Meet Mewt Klassified [Than Designatnd Area Moot Yeet Classified [Thon
Prizary |Secondacy Fational Pricary |Secondary [Kat fonal
Standards| Srandards Standards Standards| Standards Standards
Ol=sted ané Riveredge.
Trusball ¥
The remainder of
The ares encompatsed on the x Cuyetiogs County »
noreh by S.R. 82, on the
sast by S.R. 11, S.R. 304 Erie
& S.R. 616, on the south by
the Cousty lioe & ou the Perkins Townmahip L]
vest by the Mahooiog River
p The remainder of Erie
The Towushipe of Narres, » County ™
Hovland, Veathersfield,
Liberty & Hubbard; & of Franklio
Vienns Towoship the area
south of the narth boundary The entire area within %
of Vieraa Towmship to 5.R. the boundary of Kee270, x*
153 & the area of Srook- Madtson & Hamilton Town-
field Towmship south of ships.
S.R, 82 excluding prisary
copattaicment areas The resainder of Franklin
County -~
The rezainder of Trusbull
Councy x Callia
[Tuncaravas = Mdtson Township »
[Washington x
Mayed x The resainder of Gallis
[Wood x County x»
Wyasdot x Orouni
Rath Tewmship U
The rezainder of Oreens
County -
Heailzon
Vhitewater Towmahip xe
The remainder of
Hazilton County »
Jefferson
Cities of Steubenvillie & x*
Mingo Junction, Townships
of Steubenville, lsland
Creeh, Cross Creek, Xaox
“*EFA devignation replaces State designation A
Ohieo - Sulfur Dionide (comtinved)
Ohio ~ Sulfur Dioxide
Does Hot |Does Kot [aonot Be [Secrer
Desigoated Ares Heer Heet |“1asoified [Thon
Does Yot [Does Wo:r [Canmot e [Setter Primary |Secondary iat fonal
Dosignated Ares Hoet Heet lasaified [Than Standarde| Standsrds iStandacde
Prizacy |Secondary
S5i
tandards| Standards ané Wells
Allen The remainder of Je!ferson 3
Coutley B
Townships of Bath &
Anerdcan, City of Lime x* Lake
The remainder of Allen b Entire a northwest of e
County the folloving line: K0
(north) esst to vestern
Athens boundary of Madison Town- 2
> ship, morth on western
York Townsbip s boundary of Madison Tows -
thip line to end of county.
The remainder of Athens
County » The remainder of Lake n
Ceunty
Clermont
lorain
Pierce Towmehiy "
The eutire ares north of x*
The rezsinder of Clermomt N80 & the Cicty of Klyris
County x>
The rezainder of Lorain x>
Colusbiana County
Cities of Fant Palestioe lucas
& East liverpool & Unity x4
Tewmghiy The sres east of Reell & -
west of sastern bouodary
The rematnder of of Cregon Township
Colunbiens County Ll
The remainder of lLoces -
Coshocton Counry
Frankiin Towmship x Mahoning
The remainder of The entire ares southesst »
Coshiocton County L of the oving lioe:
Kie 46 south to Ren76.
Cuyaboge ke 76 southesst to county
boundary; the City and
The Cities of Bay Village, x* Towmghiy of Canfleld; and
Westlake, North Olmsted, the entire ares within
Olasted Falla, Rock River, the following boundery:
Fatrviev Pork, Beres, Keel68 {Lake Park Ré.)
Middleburg Mrs., Strom t te Rizl) (Bandy R4, )
ville, Norch Royeltom, Rt 17 south to county
Broadviev His., Brecksville
and the Towmahips of

SEFA designation repluces State designation

*EPA designation replaces State destgnation
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 46015

Obfe ~ Sulfur Dioxide (concimued) Ohlp - Sulfer Dicxide {conrinued)
Uoos Kot [Does Bot [amnoz Be [Retter Does Kot |Does Kot [Cannot Be [fetter
Designated Area Heer Heet, IClass{fied [Thon Designated Area Hoet Heot [Flaasified [Than
Prizary |Secondacy National Prizacy |Secoadacy [Xaz fonal
Standacds| Szandacds (Standards Standards| Srandards [Standards
buundary.
The remaloder of Mahoning from the Mahoning~ x*
y ' Covnty Line, Rwoé
the City of Niles
Harion southern limits. Eastward
along the city limizs
City of Marion & Marion x* N (¥iles) to Tibbetts Corner
Townskip (R€) o Renll. Red) wouth
te Ree 304,  Ree )04 st to
The remsinder of Marion Rex 193, Ken 193 south to
County o Hahoning-Trumbull county
line.
Hedina
The remainder of Trusdull
City & Township of County -
Wadsworth xn
Nashtngcon
The rematnder of Medins
County P Belyre Township .
Montgonery Vaterford Township »
The eatire srea southeast x* The remainder of Washington
of the following line; County o
Rted northeast to Union Rd.
Unfon Rd. morth ro Rae 0. Wood
£ea70 east to county
boundary The aras north of the folle =
owing line: RteB0 south-
The remainder of Motitgomeryl €ast to Rem795. Rea?95
County x* east to Cousmty Line.
Morgan Rematoder of Wood County e
Center Towmship 4 ALl other counties im the
State of Ohto -~
The remainder of Morzan
Councy x*
.
Musicingos
Harrinon Township x*
The remainder of
Muskingus Couaty xe
AXPA designation rep A State designation s ' SEPA designarion replaces State designacion

Okto = Sulfur Diextde (coortinued)

——t
Does ot [Does Kot Eannot Be |better
Desigoated Ares Hee: Neet [~lassified (Than
Prizary Secoodary Plational
Standaxds| Scondards

= Pha

aical Oxidants

Prizary Unclassiitable

St andard
Cxcondod

Fickawmy t
: bidrtaade) | §ta

Harrison Towmahip x*
<

The remainder of Pickavay
County .

Seneca

The City of Fomtoris x*
(asnt side; morth of
Norfolk snd Western R.R.)

The remainder of Seneca
County x*

Stack

MM WM OMN K KN

Cicfes of Alliance, Hart- =»
ville, louisville, orth
Canton, Cantom & Fairhope.
Towmships of Lexingtom,
Lake, Mistsk{llen, Plain,
Canton, and Perry.

Cayahoga
Darke
Defisace 5
Pelavare
E

The resatoder of Stark ™
County

WMo

Susmit

Eatire ares northwest of x*
the folloving line: Ri»80
BANE £ RtaSl. W9l
parth to county line and
the entire sres between
the folloving lines:

1) Bach Rd. (48) maxt to
Kte8, Rte 8 morth to Barlop .
R4, (T-121). Barlov Rd.
sast ta county boundary.
?) Vanderboo! M. (21%)
east to Ree9). R 93 north
to Rem 619, RMue6l9 eant to E
couaty boundary.

Hamilton =
HRancock
Hardin *
Harriscn
Henry
Nighlang
Hocking
Holges

D

The rematoder of Sumatc
Covaty L

*EPA designacion rq:uu. State desigoation £
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46016

Oliio = Thotochemical Oxidapia (continued)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Ohio = Kitropen Dioxido

Frisar; tnclassifiable
Stancard and/or
Designated Excecded Attalnme
Ares Bed) 1) (ay . By ()

Stare of Ohio

§81.350 Wisconsin,

Viscompin ~ TSP

Designated Area

Does Wot |Does Mot Kennot Be [Baccer

Heet Meet
Primsry |Secondary
Standards’ d

Classified [Than

plational
de

AQCR 68

Fricery Unclassifiable
Standard | and/ox
Designated Lxceeded ‘ At Lafnpent
Ares Sy cupay L B ) 4e)
Lake ®
Lavrence x
Licking x
x
x
x
x
»
z
x
x
x
x
%
*
x
>
x
x
=
Ppulding 2
Perry =
Pickavay =
Vike 2
Porrage »
Predie =
Futnam >
Bichland x
Ross® x
Sandusky =
Seioto =
Seneca =
Sheldby %
Stark x
Summit >
Trumbull x
Tuscaravas x
Union =
Vor Werc =
Viaton *
Warren =
Nashington x
Rayoe x
Willizse x
Wood x
Wyandot b1
Obio = Catbon Monoxide
Unclassifiable
and/or
Designatee Attainoent
Aren 23| Be))(E)
Cuyahoga x
Franklin *
Haniltom x
Jeffarson x
Lucaw x
Mahoning x
Moutgemery =
Susmit x

All porcions of &1l otber countiea
in State of Ohio

Grant County

Sub-city srea defined
as follows: Morth: Wood-
ward Ave. from 3rd St.
end Portland east to Pari
Avenus. West: Corner of
3rd St., Porcland and
Woodwrd South on 3rd St.
to Secend St. Southwest
on Second 5¢. to Grand
Avenve. Them southeast
on Grand to State St.
and South on State to the
Illtnois~Wisconsis Border
South: I1linois-Wisconsin|
er East: Park Avenue|
from 1llinois-Wisconsin
Border,

Sub-city ares defined
es follows: North: From
Rashburs end Wisconxin
Ave. west to the intex-
section of Chicago Korth-
vestern Railroad tracks
and Lennigan Creek
Mest: ¥rom Chicago North-
westera intersection KR
tracks and Lennigan Creek
South on KR tracks to thel
1llinois-Wisconsin border
Bouth: Illinois-Visconain|
Border East: Dearborn
Ave. from the 111-W1
border north to Grand Ave)
continuing northwest on
Crand Ave. to Wisconsin
Ave, snd porth on Wiscon-
ein to Washburn Street.

Resainder of Rock County
AQCHR. 128
Barron County

Buffalo County

x
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Viscoastin - TSP (continumd)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Wisconsin - TSP (continued)

46017

Dasignated Area

Moot Hest
Primavy |Sezondary
Standards| Scandacds

Does Kot |Uoes Yot [anns:
IClasatlfied

Better
Than
ational
Standards

Deslgnated Arsa

Toes Bot

Standards

-annot Be |Becter
Slassified Than

as fonal
Scundacda

Chippeun County
Clark County
Cratford Coun:y
Puna Cou
Eau Culrn County
Jackson County
laCrosse County
LaCrosss
Sub-city area defined

e B 3¢ 2

as follows: North:Corner
of LaCrosse St. a
Ave., East on LaCrosse
St. to 10th' Street.

Vest: Corner of Second
St. and Main St co

LaCrosse $t. Soath:Corver]

nd Secorfd

10ch S¢, and Maln Sc.,
Vest to Second Street.

South to Main Strest

tonros County
Pepin Councy
Pierce County

Polk County

Sz, ix County
Trecpeavloau Councy
Vernon County

ACR 129

#shiaad County
Bayfield County
Burnert County
Douglas County

East: Corner of 10¢h St.

Recainder of LaCrosse Countdy

M 2 2 e

T

Resal=der of Magitowoe Co.
Macinette County

Supacior

Sub-city areas defined
an follows:
AREA 1
Vest: Superior Bay and
St. louis Bay shoreline
from intermection vith
Belknap 5t. to intersec—
tion with E St. East.
South: Tast from inter-
section of Belknap St.
and Minoegota-Wisconsin
border to Daks Ave. south
on Caks Ave, from Belknap

South: Corner west Mason
St, 80d Ashland Ava.,
east aleng west Mason St
to Iswin Ave.
Els: Cormer vest Mason
and Iewie Ave. norch
along Izvin Aw. to Creery
Bay.
fezuinder of Brovn County
Caluzet County
Door County
Fond du Lac Cous
Creen Lake Col::
Kewvaunee County
Hadltowee
Yanitowoc
Bub-city sred defined
as follows
Boreh: ‘Fa
wor Rives
Lake Mich
Beat: 24th £, mouth froof
Vollser St. to Uastlton
$t. South: hamticon St.
east from 14th St. to
Lake Michigan
East: Lake Xichigan

Leo-
5t. to

Marinette-—corporate

li=its of Marinette

Resainder of Marinette Col
Farquette County
Nenomines
Oconto

Sheboygan
Naupaca
Waushara
Winnebago
Neenat:
Sub-city area defined
as follous: North: Corner

Caroline St. and Narrison

St. east to Fraoklim 5c.

P M

P B

Wisconstn - TSP (continued)

Wisconnin - TSP

(contloued)

Deslgnaced Ares

Does Nor

Haer

Primary
tandards

Desigrated Area

Does Not
Moot
Prizary
Standards

Does Kot EFannot Be
Mest FClasstfied
Secondary
Standazds

Setter
{Than
practonal
[Standards

AOCR 237

Street and 19th Screet
essc on 13th Screet from
Daks Ave. to HIll Ave.
Noreh on Mill Ave. to E
Sr. East, Northeast on
E. Sc. East to MN-WI
border (n Superior Nay
A!_'A 2

Korth: Corner East Edghth
5t. .un 37th St., Morth
along 37th St. to
Supsrior Bay.

West: Corner easc Efghth
Street and e Se., east|
along East Efghth St. to
intersection with last
est of raflroad cracks.
South: Intersecrion of

1 &t of ratliroad
tracks, north to Allouex
bay.

Mat: Allouss Bay and
Superior Bay Warth froe
poine wbere South boundary
intersects to intarsectiol
of JIth Ave. and shore-
1ine.

Remainder of Douglas Countyl
Tron County
Frice Couaty
Rusk Councy
Sawyer County
Taylor County
Washburn County

Srowva County

Greea Bay
Sub-city ares defined

s follows:
Horth: Green Bay
Mest: Corner vest Masoo
5. and Ashignd Ave.
north to Mather S0., west
to Crocker Street, north
o0 Crocker St. to Bylahy

$43 rhezs to Grean Bay

Does Boz Kanoot Be |[Bet
HMaet Classifled {Than
Secondary [Naxional
Srandards Standacda

X

X

X

X

x

X

X

x

contimue southeas: on
Franklia St. to Oak St,
Beat: Corner Dixie and
Cecll Streets north to
Harcisen St., continue
morth on Marrisod Street
to Caroliue Street

Easr
and Oak St, south on Oak
St. to Laudan Boulevard,
west om Lyudap Blvd. to
Higgins Ave,, south on
Higgine Ave. to Cecil Stc.
Oshkosh

Sub-city area defined am
follows: Korth: Corner

Irving Ave. aod Wisconsin
Ave, east to Boveo Street
Cornar Ohio Sr. snd

e
wesr 1lch Ave. morth to
Route 26/44, countinue
northeast slong Route
26/44 to intarsection
v: N Irving Avenue,

ath: Cornar Ohto St.

west Llth Ave., eaat

along wesr Ilch Ave. to
uu Winnebago.

: Corner Irving Ave.
lnd Bowen 5t., South
along Bowen to Lake
Vinnebago.

Remaloder of Winoebayo Co.

pRCR 238

Adams County
Floresce Cousty
Forest County
Juneau County
Langlade County
Linceln County
Marathon County

lmk.;v—corpauu lintts
Ll Bz,

outh: Cormer Dixie Stree
ad Cecil Street East on)
Cectl St. to Higgins Ave.
¢ Corner Franklis St.

23450 4 e
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46018

Visconein - TSP

(cont tued)

AGCR 23%

Designated Ares

Does Not
Hant
Frisary
Srandards

Boes Kot
Haer
Secondary
Standards

kasnot Be |Betrer
C 41%ed [Than
X

onal
Standseds

Remainder ‘of Marathon Ce.

Portage County
Vilss County
Wood County
Mirshijeld
Scb-city area defined
as follows
Porthi Chicage and Sorthd

18 north to
Chicago and Nortbwestern
rafiroad tracks.

Southern border o

1 -Eastern border of
section 17 morth te
Chicego and Northwe:
railrosd rracks,

Remalnder of Weod CTounty

Keooeha County

Kenosha

Sub-city srea defined

as follows:
uc 2nd St
tom 3%th Ave
ipan
Hest: I9th Avenue south
from 52né Street to 67¢H

't want
e to Lake

&7ch from I%h
to Lake Michigan.
Lake higen

heusinder of Eenosta Co.

iivaukee Cow
Milvavkae
Bub~city
ah follows:
North: St P
fros corner 16tt
to Lake Michigas
Mests 16t Street south
from St. Paul Avenue 10
Plexce Street, cast on

ares defined

Avenue
Sireet

x

MM

{continend)

annet N
Tlassified [Than

Yierce et to 6LhSt.,
south oa 6Lh Street to
Becher Srreet
out Bechar Street eant
rom 6th to Lake Michigan
East: Lake Michigan
Sub-cityareas defined
as follows:

Borth: Center Street east
from 55tk Street to Lake
¥ichigsn
Veat: 55th Street south
fron North Avenue extende
to 50th Srreet
Sout Oklshoms Avenus
cast fram S6th St, to
Grh 5t south en 62h St
to Morgan Ave., cast on
Morgan Ave. to Lake

b1 hid pan,.

Lake Michigan

From Pernsyivania
Ave. &0 13th ST, on Howar

st: Pro= fovard to Cold
iege Ave. oa 13th St,
So From 13th St to
Fennsylvania Ave, on Cold
lege Ave.
East: From College Ave.
te Powvasd Ave. on Pennsyl-
vanis Ave,
Rezs

7 af Milvauken Co,
Ozsukes County
Ricine Couunty
Racine
Suli-city ares defined
ez follows:
Yorth: Dougles Avenve
Borth free Marguette St.
To Rapids Drive, nocth-
west on Rapids Drive to

=

ULES AND REGULATIONS

Visconsin - TSP (continw

Designated Area

Does Kot
Heet
Primacy
Standards

Does Fot
Meet
Secondary
Standards

~annot De
Classifisd

Orrrer

Hatienal
[Standards

h Forest
ersection
Soyndary

Washington Avenue o
€5 Avenut north
roection vith
nerth boundary

! h fron N n

Avenie to Douglas Ave.

Rezainder uf Racine County

Visconsin « TSI' (coutinoued)

Dentprated A

Vialworth Count:

Ceneva
RKezainder of Walworth Co.

Washingtoa County

Wavkesha County

ukesha

Subecity aves defined

ar follovs:

East on Eales Avae,

froz Whiterock Ave, to

gara St

Whiterock Avesus

from Main Street

Exles Avenue

thi Southvest along

treet from inter-

secilon of rxilrosd trac!

to Whited

Ll

.
Southwase
fntersection of
to the in:
* reilraad
Y et

fron the

t-city avea defined

aloog Margard
s Irom corner of Har-
gares S and Highland

' to Korsh St.

Yorth St. morth

n St. to {nter-
' vith nozth

oo Arcadian
iazersect fon
track and

5 to East Ave
north on East Ave, to
Burkley St., across Yo
Rivér to Unioc St, them
to Rorth St. !

South en Wigt
o

and
¢eland Blvd.

Poes Lot
Yieet
Vrizary

Staadards

Uoes Net
Heet

Lecoadary
Standacds

Kannot e
Clasuiftled

fletcer
Than

Prationsl
[Standaz¢
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Visconsin « TSP (continued)

RULES AND REGULATIONS

46019

Visconsin - TSP (coattinued)

Dasignated Acrea

Hoet Meet
Pricary |Secondary
Staodards| Srandards

Does Hot [poes Mot [Cannot he
lassifled

Does tor
Vesignaced Area Moot
Nazfonal Primary
Standards Standards|

AQCR 240

Vaukegha Ave., south on
Haukesha Ave. to {nter-
section of ratlroad tracik)
ané Matn St., south aloog
rallroad tracks to
Arcadian Aven
Remainder of Waukesha Co,

west on Moceland RBled. I’W

Coluabia County

Pac{fic Yownship
Sub-township area

defined as follows:
Pacific Towaship (from
Townahip Map.T.12 ¥.-R.98
North: Northero dorder off
wection 22 from USK 16
#ast to section 29,

ti C.M. St. PaP matl-

road south from arn

border of saction 22 to

southern border of sec-

tion 22,

South: Southern barder off

section 22 east froe C.M

St. VAP Railroad to

section 23,

East: Eastern dorder of

section 22,

Sub-township area
definad as follows:
Sections 22, 23,26 ang
27 of T.12 ¥.-R.9

Rematoder of Coluabia Co.

Sub-city area definad
ax followvs:
B hi Corner of Schiim-
gen Ave. and Packers Ave
vest to Lakewood Blvd.
Corner of
ivd. and Del
Mar Drive south to Lake
Mendota, continue along

Boes Not
Heet
Sscondary
Standards

Cannot Be [Sercer
lassified [Than
fonal
[Standards

castern shoreline of Lakg
Mendota to Charter Stree
Yest: Charcer 8¢, noreh
fros Vilas St. to Lake
Mendota

S5t. to west
gton Ave., contisod
southeast to Laka Monons
continus along west sborg-
iloe of Lake Monona nortHe
a3t to Starkvesther
Creek.
X

branch
Creek north
Oaks Ave,, thes north
slong Bryan St. o
Milvaukse St. continue
po Oak Sc. then

then north
tagen Ave.
of Dane County

MMM

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