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§ 52.131 Attainment dates for national standards.
* * * • • • •

Air quality control region and nonattainment area Pollutants

TSP
S O , N O , C O  0 ,

Primary Se£ y d* Primary
Second­

ary

• • • • • • • 
. b c . e __________ <f

County urban planning area 
nonattainment area.

• • « G «  • •

# df * * #
(e) December 31,1987.

Subpart DD— Nevada v

4. Section 52.1470 is amended by adding paragraph (c)(20) to read as follows:

§52.1470 Identification of plan.
• * * #  • * •

(c) * * *
(20) The following amendment to the plan was submitted on August 19,1980 by 

the Governor.
(i) Request for Extension of the Carbon Monoxice Attainment Date for the 

Truckee Meadows Nonattainment Area.

5. In § 52.1480, the entry for ‘Truckee Meadows’* is revised to read as follows: 

§ 52.1480 Attainment dates for national standards.
* * • • * * *

TS P Pollutants

Air quality control region and 
nonattainment area Primary Secondary

so, no, co a
Primary Secondary

• • G @ G • •

Northwest Nevada Intrastate 
« • •

*
. O.M............. c  _______ <V ~— ..........f . ___ .... f

• • • • • • ©

* • • • * # •
6. Section 52.1481 is amended by revising paragraph (c)(1) to read as follows: 

§ 52.1481 Extensions.

(c) * * *
(1) Truckee Meadows for CO and Os.

• * * # * • *
[FR Doc. 81-26659 Filed 9-11-81; 8:45am)
BILLING CO DE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52

[A  1 0 -F R L1923-2]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plan Revisions: 
Washington

a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
a c t i o n : Final rule.

s u m m a r y : The purpose of this notice is 
to delete EPA’s conditions of approval 
published June 5,1980 (45 FR 37821) on 
portions of the State of Washington’s 
implementation plan, which was

submitted on April 29,1979 to satisfy 
Part D (Plan Requirements for 
Nonattainment Areas) of the Clean Air 
Act as amended in 1977 (hereafter 
referred to as the Act) (42 U.S.C. 1857 et 
seq.). In addition, the “Identification of 
Plan’’ Section of the rule has been 
revised to more clearly describe exactly 
which provisions are included in the 
State implementation plan (SIP).
EFFECTIVE d a t e : September 14,1981.
a d d r e s s e s : Copies of materials 
submitted to EPA may be examined 
during normal business hours at:
Central Docket Section (10A-80-9), 

W est Tower Lobby, Gallery L

Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M.Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 

Air Programs Branch, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, 
Seattle, Washington 98101 

State of Washington, Department of 
Ecology, 4224 Sixth Avenue SE.,
Lacey, Washington 98503 

Office of Federal Register, 1100 L Street, 
Room 8401, Washington, D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard R. Thiel, Air Programs Branch, 
M/S 629, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 1200 Sixth Avenue, Seattle, 
Washington 98101, Telephone No. (206) 
442-1230, (FTS) 399-1230. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
15 and December 10,1980 the 
Washington Department of Ecology 
(DOE) held public hearings to consider 
changes to satisfy conditions of EPA’t  
June 5,1980 approval. The revisions 
adopted subsequent to these public 
hearings were submitted to EPA on July
31.1980 and January 13,1981. On 
January 15,1981 (46 FR 3569) EPA 
proposed to approve the revisions 
submitted as satisfying the conditions of 
approval published June 5,1980 (45 FR 
37821).

Since no comments were received 
with respect to satisfaction of 
conditions, EPA will take final action in 
die same manner as proposed January
15,1981.

It should be noted that this action 
deals only with material submitted by 
DOE to satisfy the conditions of 
approval published by EPA on June 5 
and July 31,1980. It does not attempt to 
deal with deficiencies in the SIP 
precipitated by the Alabama Power Co. 
v. Costle ruling and subsequent (August
7.1980 45 FR 52676) EPA regulations. SIP 
revisions necessitated by the new EPA 
requirements will be submitted to EPA 
at a later date.

Comments
Two comments were received in 

response to EPA’s proposed action (40 
FR 3569) to approve the material 
submitted as changes to correct the SIP 
deficiencies identified in the EPA final 
conditional approval published June 5, 
1980 (45 FR 37821). The commenters 
suggested that the Kraft Pulping Mill 
regulation (W AC173-405) should 
include provisions for visible emissions 
limitations. EPA will evaluate with DOE 
the requirement for visible emission 
limits for pulp mills and then make a 
final determination as to their inclusion 
in die SIP. No other comments were 
received.

EPA finds that good cause exists for 
making the action taken in this notice
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immediately effective for the following 
reasons: (1) Implementation plan 
revisions are already in effect under 
State law and EPA approval poses no 
additional regulatory burden, and (2) 
EPA has a responsibility under the 
Clean Air Act to take final action on the 
portion of the SIP which addresses Part 
D regulations by July 1,1979 or as soon 
thereafter as possible.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of die Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of this action is 
available only by the filing of a petition 
for review in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit 
within 60 days of today. Under Section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’s notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
Section 605(b), I certify that the SIP 
approvals under 110 and 172 of the 

(Clean Air Act will not have a significant 
'economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This action 
constitutes a SIP approval under Section 
110 and 172 o f the Clean Air Act.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“major” and therefore subject to the 
requirement for regulatory impact 
analysis. This regulation is not major 
because EPA is approving an action 
taken by the State and, therefore, not 
establishing new requirements.

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291.
(Secs. 110,172, Clean Air Act as amended (42 
U.S.C. 7410(a) and 7502))

PART 52— APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

Subpart WW— Washington

1. In | 52.2470 paragraphs (c) (16) 
through (24) are revised and paragraphs
(c) (25) and (26) are added as follows:

§ 52.2470 Identification of plan.
* * * * *

(c) * * *
(16) On June 14,1974 the State of 

Washington submitted amendments to 
W A C 18-24 “State Jurisdiction over 
Motor Vehicles” to provide for 
preconstruction review and approval of 
indirect sources. On June 26,1975 the 
Governor submitted further revisions 
repealing the portion of WAC 18-24

constituting the indirect source review 
program. On June 5,1980 EPA removed 
those portions of WAC 18-24 dealing 
with indirect source review from the SIP 
leaving only Sections 020-Definitions 
and 030-Assumption of Jurisdiction.

(17) On April 4 ,1979  the State 
submitted a request to extend the dates 
for plan submission for all secondary 

•TSP nonattainment areas. (This request 
affected the secondary TSP plans 
submitted April 27 ,1979 and, as a result, 
EPA took no action on the following 
secondary TSP plans: Kent, Auburn,
Port Angeles, Longview, and Seattle (S. 
Duwamish portion)). On July 30,1979 
(44 FR 4497) EPA approved the 
extension request.

(18) On April 27,1979 the Governor 
submitted an implementation plan 
revision to satisfy the 1977 amendments 
to the Clean Afr Act for the attainment 
and maintenance of national ambient air 
quality standards in all areas of the State. 
The revision consisted of the following 
elements:

I. Applicable Regulations (refer to Table 
52.2479)

A. Department of Ecology (applicable 
*  statewide)

1. Chapter 173-400 WAC General 
Regulation for Air Pollution Sources—All 
Sections, dated April 26,1979.

2. Chapter 173-405 WAC. Kraft Pulp Mills, 
Sections Oil; 021; 031 (1), (4), (5) and (6); 036 
(1), (2), (4); 061; 071 (2), (3), (4d, e), (5); 076;
081; 101, dated December 29,1976.

3. Chapter 173-410 WAC, Sulfite Pulp Mills, 
Sections 011; 021; 031 (1). (4), (5) and (6); 036 
(1), (2), (4); 041; 051; 061 (1) thru (8); 066; 081; 
091, dated December 29,1976.

4. Chapter 173-420 WAC, State Jurisdiction 
over Motor Vehicles—All Sections dated 
March 29,1977. (Note: submitted in error; 
regulation never adopted. WAC 18-24, dated 
June 18,1975 remains in the SIP).

5. Chapter 173-425 WAC, Open Burning— 
All Sections, dated October 24,1977.

6. Chapter 173-435 WAC, Emergency 
Episode Plan—All Sections, dated October 
31,1977.

7. Chapter 173-490 WAC, Volatile Organic 
Compounds—All Sections, dated April 26, 
1979.

8. Chapter 18-52 WAC. Primary Aluminum 
Plants, Sections 010; 016; 021; 031 (2) and (4); 
036(1); 050; 061; 071 (lc), (if), (2); 076; 091; 
dated July 28,1976.

B. Puget Sound Air Pollution Control 
Agency

1. Regulation I dated December 1974 
Article 1 
Article 3 
Article 6
Article 9—9.02; 9.02A; 9.03; 9.04; 9.05; 9.06;
• 9.07d; 9.07e; 9.09.

C. Northwest Air Pollution Control 
Authority

1. Regulations dated August 9,1978 Section 
455.11

D. Spokane County Air Pollution Control 
Authority

1. Regulation II dated January 6,1975 
Article IV, Section 4.01

Q. Nonattainment Plans for Areas 
Designated Nonattainment as of September 
11,1979

A. Seattle area (TSP, CO, Os)
B. Tacoma area (TSP, CO, Os)
C. Kent area (TSP, CO, Os>
D. Auburn area (TSIP, CO, Oj>
E. Spokane area (TSP, CO)
F. Clarkston area (TSP)
G. Port Angeles area (TSP)
H. Vancouver area (TSP)
I. Longview area (TSP)
J. Yakima area (CO)
m . Extension of Attainment Dates
A. Seattle—CO and O*
B. Tacoma—O*

No nonattainment plan was submitted for 
Vancouver Os until June 20,1979 (see 
paragraph 18). Also, since the pulp mill and 
aluminum plant regulations have undergone 
extensive revisions, they will be resubmitted 
(see paragraph 23).

On June 5,1980 (45 FR 37821) EPA 
published final rulemaking action on the 
Washington SIP as described below:

1. Approval
(a) Yakima CO nonattainment area 

strategy;
(b) Extension of attainment date for CO 

and O* for Seattle-Tacoma nonattainment 
areas;

(c) Inspection and maintenance program;
(d) Deletion of WAC 18-06 (Sensitive 

Areas).
2. Conditional Approval
(a) New Source Review (WAC 173-400);
(b) Volatile Organic Compounds (WAC 

173-490);
(c) Other General Regulations Provisions 

(Combined Emissions: WAC 173-400-040; 
Source Test Procedures; WAC 173-400- 
120(3); No Bum Areas: WAC 173-425);

(d) Seattle-Tacoma CO nonattainment area 
strategy;

(e) Seattle-Tacoma Ob nonattainment area 
strategy; and

(f) Vancouver Os nonattainment area 
strategy; and

(g) Seattle-Tacoma, Vancouver, Spokane 
and Clarkston Primary TSP strategies.

3. No Final Action
(a) Tacoma SOs nonattainment area 

strategy;
(b) Spokane CO nonattainment area 

strategy;
(c) Kraft Pulp Mills: WAC 173-405;
(d) Sulfite Pulp Mills: WAC 173-410;
(e) Primary Aluminum Plants: WAC 18-52; 

and
(f) Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 

Regulations: WAC 463-39.
(g) Miscellaneous regulatory provisions, 

grass seed field burning: WAC 18-16; input 
sulfur limitation: Puget Sound Air Pollution 
Control Agency (PSAPCA) Regulation I—- 
Section 9.07(c).

(h) Secondary TSP plans (see paragraph 17)
4. Recission
(a) Portions of WAC 18-24 dealing with 

indirect source review
(b) All regulations not expressly delineated 

in paragraph (17) are no longer part of the 
SIP, except

i. WAC 18-52-031(3): Opacity for Primary 
Aluminum Plants
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ii. PSAPCA Regulation I Section 9.07(c}: 90 
percent limitation on input sulfur

(19) On June 20,1979, the Governor 
submitted the Os nonattainment plan for 
Vancouver and indicated a need for 
extension of the attainment date beyond 
1982. On (date of publication) EPA 
approved the O* nonattainment plan.

(20) On August 17,1979 die Governor 
submitted regulations for energy sources 
which are under the jurisdiction of the 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council. 
These regulations and the program to 
implement them were incomplete and 
therefore EPA took no action at that 
time. This submission was superseded 
by the July 31,1980 submission.

(21) On December 21,1979 the 
Department of Ecology submitted the 
Inspection and Maintenance (I/M) legal 
authority and a detailed schedule to 
implement the I/M program. The State 
committed to submitting a revised 
transportation control plan for Spokane 
by May 1,1980. On June 5,1980 (45 FR 
37821) EPA approved the State 
inspection and maintenance program 
based on this information.

(22) On April 1,1980 the Department 
of Ecology submitted revised regulations 
for kraft and sulfite pulping mills and 
primary aluminum plants adopted 
March 27,1980. The regulations were 
revised to include the new source 
review requirements in Section 173 of 
the A ct EPA published conditional 
approval of the following portions of 
these regulations on July 31,1980:

Chapter 173-405 WAC, Kraft Pulp Mills, 
Sections Oil; 021; 031 (1), (4), (5) and (6); 033; 
036 (1), (2) (4); 061; 071 (2). (3) (4 d, e) (5); 077; 
101, dated March 27,1980.

Chapter 173-410 WAC, Sulfite Pulp Mills, 
Sections 011; 021; 031; 033; 036 (1), (2), (4); 041; 
051; 061 (1) thru (8); 067; 071; 086; 091, dated 
March 27,1980.

Chapter 18-52 WAC, Primary Aluminum 
Plants, Sections 010; 016; 021; 031 (2), (4); 
036(1); 051; 056; 071 (l)(c), 1(f), (2), (3), dated 
March 27,1980.

(23) On July 31,1980 and January 13, 
1981 the Department of Ecology 
submitted revisions to the SIP to satisfy 
the conditions of approval published 
June 5,1980 (45 FR 37821). The revised 
regulations are dated as follows:

1. WAC 173-400; January 8,1981
2. WAC 173-490: January 8,1981
3. PSAPCA Regulation L Article 1 ,3 ,6 , and 

9(9.03,9.04, 9.05,9.06, 9.07(d). 9.07(e), and 
9.09} dated December 8,1977. (Refer to Table 
52.2479)

A new regulation added to the SIP is 
WAC 173-402, Civil Sanctions Under 
Washington Clean Air Act, dated June
24,1980. On September 14,1981, EPA 
approved the foregoing material 
submitted as satisfying the conditions of 
approval published June 5,1980.

(24) On July 31,1980 the Department 
of Ecology submitted revisions to the 
pulp mill and aluminum plant 
regulations to satisfy the conditions of 
approval published July 31,1980 (45 FR 
50749). These regulations are dated 
August 20,1980. On September 14,1981, 
EPA approved the revisions submitted 
as satisfying the conditions of approval. 
The portions of the regulations approved 
as part of the SIP are as follows:

Chapter WAC 173-405, Kraft Pulp Mills, 
Sections 012; 021; 033; 040 (1), (2), (3), (4), (5), 
(8), and (17); 072 (1), (4) and (5); 077; 086; and 
101.

Chapter WAC 173-410, Sulfite Pulping 
Mills, Sections 012; 021; 040 (1), (2), (3), (5), 
and (16); 062 (1), (2) and (3); 067; 086; 090; and 
091.

Chapter WAC 173-415, Primary Aluminum 
Plants, Sections 010; 020; 030 (2)(b), (4), (5), 
(7), and (11); 040; 050; 060 (l)(c) and (2); 070; 
and 090.

(25) [Reserved]
(26) On September 10,1980 the 

Governor submitted a revised 
transportation control plan for the 
Spokane carbon monoxide 
nonattainment area calling for 
attainment by December 31,1982. On 
December 24,1980 (45 FR 85007) EPA 
conditionally approved the 
transportation control plan.

(27) On March 5,1980, the State of 
Washington Department of Ecology 
submitted a plan revision to meet the 
requirements of Air Quality Monitoring 
40 CFR Part 58, Subpart C § 58.2a On 
April 15,1981 (46 FR 21994) EPA 
approved the Part 58 monitoring plan.

§52.2473 [Amended]

2. Section 52.2473 is amended to 
clarify the extent of application of the 
regulations included in the SIP. The 
following sentence is inserted after the 
first sentence:

* * * The regulations included in the 
SIP (See Table 52.2479) are applicable 
statewide unless otherwise noted in the 
regulation itself.

§ 52.2479 [Amended]

3. Paragraphs (a)(1) through (a)(6) of
§ 52.2479 are removed and the following 
Table 52.2479 is added:

Table 52.2479.— Washington SIP Regulations

Citation Title Date of 
regulation

Date of EPA 
approval

Federal Register 
citation Applicable sections

W AC 173-400............. ....  General regs. for air pollution sources........... ..............
WAC 173-402.............
W AC 173-405.............

W AC 173-410..... ........

....  Civil sanctions under WA Clean Air A ct ....... June 24, 1980... .. Sept. 14,1981..... 46 FR 45607___  „. All.
—  Kraft pulping mills........................................ ........... ,

....  Sulfite pulping mills...... ...................................... ........

Aug. 20, 1980.... 

Aug on toen

.. Sept 14,1981..... 46 FR 45607............ . 012; 021; 033; 040(1), (2). (3). (4), (5), (6), (8) and 
(17); 072(1), (4) and (5); 077; 086; and 101. 

. 012; 021; 040(1), (2), (3), (5) and (16); 062(1), (2) 
and (3); 067; 086; 090; and 091.W AC 173-415............. ....  Primary aluminum plants__  ..................... ................

W AC 1 7 3 -4 » _______ 45 FR 37821............

. 010; 020; 030(2)(b), (4), (5), (7) and (11); 040; 050; 
060(1)(c) and (2), 070, 090.

W AC 173-435_______ ....  Emeraency episode plan.......... .......................... O ct 31 1 9 7 7 . AH.
W AC 173-490............. 46 FR 45607............

W AC 18-1«...................
ting volatile organic compounds.

—  Grass seed field burning....... .................^ .....................

. All.

. AH.

. All.

. Articles 1, 3, 6 and 9 (Sections 9.03, 9.04, 9.05, 
9.06, 9,07 (c), (d) and (e), 9.09).

. Section 455.11.

. Article IV, Section 4.01.

W AC 18-24............... ....  State jurisdiction over motor vehicles T.,....................
PSAPCA1............ ........ ....  Regulation 1...................................... 46 FR 45607.............

46 FR 45607.............
46 FR 45607_______

NWAPA*.... .................
SCAPCA*..... ............

—  Regulations.... ..... ...... ............................ .........
— Regulation I I ...................................................

Aug. 8, 1978___
Jan. 6,1975____

.. Sept 14,1981 — 

. Sept 14,1981__

1 Puget sound air pollution control agency.
2 Northwest air pollution authority.
* Spokane County air pollution control authority.
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§ 52.2484 [Removed]
4. Section 52.2484 is removed.

§52.2487 [Removed]
5. Section 52.2487 is removed.

§52.5488 [Removed]
6. Section 52.2488 is removed.
Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 

State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Washington was approved by the Director of 
the Office of the Federal Register on July 1, 
1981.

Dated: September 8.1981.
John W. Hernandez, Jr.,
Acting Administrator.
[FR Doc. 81-26658 Filed 9-11-81; 8:45 am)
BILING CODE 6560-38-M

40 CFR Part 52

[A -4 -F R L  1925-6]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Bubble Action 
for National Distillers Co.’s Old Crow 
Plant, Woodford County, Kentucky

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA today approves a State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) revision 
submitted by the Kentucky Department 
for Natural Resources and 
Environmental Protection according to 
EPA’s Alternative Emission Reduction 
Policy (bubble policy). EPA proposed 
approval of the Kentucky revision in  the 
Federal Register on May 20,1981 (46 FR 
27504); no comments were received in 
response to the proposal.

The Kentucky revision alters the 
allowable particulate emission limits for 
three boilers at the National Distillers 
Company’s Old Crow Plant in Woodford 
County. After reviewing Kentucky’s 
submittal EPA finds that the altered 
emission limits provide a net air quality 
benefit, and are consistent with EPA’s 
bubble policy.
d a t e : This action is effective October
14,1981.
ADDRESSES: The Kentucky submittal 
may be examined during normal 
business hours at the following 
locations:
Public Information Reference Unit, 

Library Systems Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 
M Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20460 

Library, Office of the Federal Register, 
1100 L Street, NW„ Room 8401, 
Washington, D.C. 20005 

Environmental Protection Agency, Air 
Programs Branch, Region IV, 345 
Courtland Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia 
30365

Kentucky Department for Natural 
Resources and Environmental 
Protection, Division of Air Pollution 
Control, W. Frankfort Office Complex, 
1050 U.S. 127 South, Frankfort, 
Kentucky 40601

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Melvin Russell of the Air Programs 
Branch at the EPA, Region IV address 
above or call (404) 881-3286 or FTS 257- 
3286.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 24,1980, EPA received a SIP 
revision from the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, proposing to use the bubble 
concept for particulate emissions from 
three boilers at the National Distillers 
Company’s Old Crow Plant in Woodford 
County. The three boilers are presently 
required to meet an allowable emission 
limit of 0.4 Ib/MBTU. The proposed plan 
would lower the allowable emission 
limit for two 25 MBTU/hr boilers from 
0.4 lb/MBTU to 0.3 lb/MBTU, and raise 
the emission limit for one 100 MBTU/hr 
boiler from 0.4 lb/MBTU to 0.413 lb/ 
MBTU. The following table and analysis 
further clarifies the effect of Kentucky’s 
proposal:

Boiler size
Present

allowable
emissions

Proposed
allowable
emissions

Actual
emissions

25 Mbtu/hr_____ 0.4 Ib/Mbtu 0.3 Ib/Mbtu 0.25 lb/ 
Mbtu

25 Mbtu/hr_____ 0.4 Ib/Mbtu 0.3 Ib/Mbtu 0.25 tot 
Mbtu

100 Mbtu/hr 0.4 Ib/Mbtu 0.413 lb/ 
Mbtu 0.413 lb/ 

Mbtu

Total plant
allowable.... 0.4 Ib/Mbtu 0.375 tt>/

Mbtu ..................
Total actual».. 0.345 tbt 

Mbtu

The new total plant allowable of 0.375 
lb/MBTU is less than the old total plant 
allowable of 0.4 lb/MBTU, and air 
quality modeling submitted by Kentucky 
indicates that enacting this bubble 
proposal will provide a net air quality 
benefit. The plant was modelled at the 
proposed allowables and the previous 
allowable using the CRSTER Model. The 
modelling revealed a decrease in the 
maximum annual mean concentration 
and the maximum 24-hour 
concentration; there is no consumption 
of increment since there is no increase 
in actual emissions. Under conditions of 
the permit to be issued by Kentucky to 
the National Distillers Company (1) 
particulate emissions from the 100 
MBTU/hr boiler shall not exceed 0.413 
lb/MBTU, and (2) particulate emissions 
from either 25 MBTU/hr boiler shall not 
exceed 03 lb/MBTU.

Action: EPA is today approving the 
SIP revision submitted by Kentucky.
This action is effective October 14,1981.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of EPA’s 
approval of this revision is available 
only by the filing of a petition for review 
in die United States Court of Appeals 
for the appropriate circuit on or before 
November 13,1981. Under Section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’s notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements.

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b) I hereby certify that the present 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. This action only approves state 
actions. It imposes no new requirements.

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is major 
and therefore subject to the requirement 
of a Regulatory Impact Analysis. This 

'  regulation is not major because it will 
not result in additional cost to the 
industry or consumers; moreover only 
one plant is affected.

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky was approved 
by the Director of the Federal Register on July
1,1981.
(S ea  110, Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7410))

Dated: September 8,1981.
John W. Hernandez, Jr.,
Acting Administrator.

PART 52— APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Subpart S— Kentucky

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

1. Section 52.920 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(20) as follows:

§ 52.920 Identification of plan.
* * ' * *

(c) The plan revisions listed below 
were submitted on the dates specified.
* * * * *

(20) Revision to the State 
Implementation Plan for a bubble action 
at National Distillers Company’s Old 
Crow Plant in Woodford County, 
submitted on December 24,1980, by the 
Kentucky Department for Natural
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Resources and Environmental 
Protection.
[FR Doc. «1-28657 Filed «-11-61; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M

DEPARTMENT OF TH E INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management

43 CFR Public Land Order 5994

[M-49376]

Montana; Partial Revocation of Forest 
Service Withdrawal

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior.
a c t i o n : Public Land Order.

s u m m a r y : This order partially revokes a 
Secretarial order as modified by 
Commissioner’s letters of September 12, 
1914, and October 1 2 ,1915, which 
withdrew lands for the Jennings Camp 
Ranger Station. This action will open the 
lands to such forms of disposition as 
may by law be made of national forest 
lands.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 9,1981.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Edgar D. Stark, Montana State Office, 
406-657-6291.

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976,90 S ta t 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows:

1. Secretarial Order dated November 
25,1907, as modified by Commissioner’s 
letters of September 12,1914, and 
October 12,1915, which withdrew lands 
for the Jennings Camp Ranger Station is 
revoked insofar as it affects the 
following described lands:
Principal Meridian

Bitterroot N ational Forest
T. 2 N., R. 18 W.. 5

Sec. 27, M&B a« follows:
Forest Service Monument consists of a 

block of granite 3' x  3' x  3W , marked R/l 
F.S.N. located at the east end of the Jennings 
Camp flat on the north side of the river, and 
markings are visible from the road. Whence 
the summit of a bald mountain bears N. 60*
W. about 30 chains, die junction of trail and 
road bears S. 17* E., 1 chain, a fir tree 10" 
D.B.H. marked NW/l bears due west 44 links 
distant and a yellow pine tree 10" D.B.H.

bears S. 1* E. 1 chain distant, marked NW/l.
Thence N. 10* W.
6.00 chains up foot of mountain between 

two dikes of granite over slide rock to Comer 
No. 2, a rock, 22" x  6" x  8" set in mound of 
stone marked R/2, which is Comer No. 2 of 
old survey:

Whence a  forked yellow pine tree 28"
D .BJL  bears N. 10* W M11 links distant, 
marked W/2, and a fir tree 20" D.B.H. bears
S. 10* W. 56 links distant marked W/2.

Thence S. W. 8.00 chains across 
grass land to pole stand. 37.00 chains through 
pole stand to Comer No. 3, a rock 4" x  6" x  
10" set in ground marked H/2 which is 
Comer No. 2 of FLA. No. 148.

Whence a fir tree, 16" D .BJL bears S. 20* 
W., 60 links distant, marked HW/2.

And a fir tree 14" D.B.FL bears N. 40* W „, 
45 links distant marked HW/2.

Thence S. 33* E. 6.33 chains to river. 9.00 
chains to Comer No. 4, a boulder 18" x  10" x  . 
12" set in ground marked R/4, whence a 
yellow pine tree 9" D.B.H. bears N. 78* E., 25 
links distant marked WR/4, and a lodgepole 
pine tree 10" D.B.H. bears N. 30* E., 35 links 
distantmarked WR/4.

Thence S. 58* E. 4.69 chains across meadow 
to Comer No. 5, a rock 8" x  8" x  8", set in 
ground, marked R/5, whence a fir tree 14" 
D.B.H. bears S. 61* E. 26 links distant marked 
WR/5, and a fir tree 10" D.B.H. bears S. 33* 
W., 26 links distant marked WR/5.

Thence N. 62*30' E. 30.00 chains through 
lodgepole and across river twice to Comer 
No. 6, which is Comer No. 5 of the old survey. 
A rock 15" x  6" x  10" set in mound of earth, 
marked R/6. Whence a lodgepole pine tree 6" 
D.B.H. bears N. 16* W. 66 links distant, and a

lodgepole pine tree 12" D.B.H. bears S. 78*
W., 6 links distant marked W/6.

Thence N. 10* W. 2.00 chains to river. 7.00 
chains to Forest Service Monument the place 
of beginning, containing 45.62 acres of land in 
Ravalli County.

2. At 8 a.m. on October 9,1981, the 
lands shall be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest land.

Garrey E. Carruthers,
A ssistant Secretary o f  the Interior.
September 3,1981.
[FR Doc. 81-28623 Filed «-11-81; 8:45 am]
BILLING CO D E 4310-64-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

46 CFR Part 56

Piping Systems and Appurtenances 

CFR Correction

In October 1,1980, revision of Title 46, 
Parts 41 to 69, of the Code of Federal 
Regulations the text of the table 
appearing in $ 56.95-10 is incorrect. The 
table set forth below appeared on page 
277 of the July 1,1979 revision of Title 
46, Parts 41 to 69. This table remains in 
force and effect and will appear in the 
1981 revision of Title 46.

Tabu  5695-10— Ma noatory Minimum Nondestructive Tests for Welds

Class Material
Nominal- Watt- 

diam- Huck­
ster* nasa*

Teats»*

RT* MT* PT*

1.1-L. M»L .. Any material .................... . < 3 ” ...... ............ N o ....... ......N o ....... ......No . .. r . 9
1.1-L. Il-L ....... ...... .... P-1 materials or l a y •&%"............. N o ’ ..... ...... Yea..... ......N o .....

C -M o P-3 l < 3 - ...... .* »% ” ............. Yea..... ......N o ....... ......N o ......
1.1-L. M-L ........... . Materials other than P-1 or

C -  Mo P-3 a  3 ..... •• ........ N e ’ » . . ...... Y e a ..... ......Yes ... i t i * : « )
1. l - l .  I l - L .................... Any material............................. 2 3 ” ...... ..... Yee..... ......N o ....... ...... N o ...... .
4 L  \  , d a .................................... ... / 2 1 S " -  nI <1S” . ....Any ....... N o ....... ...... N o ....... ......N o......

■The symbol <  means less than the dimension stated. The symbol «  means equal to or lese than tha dimension stated. 
The symbol 2  means equal to or greater than «te < mansion stated. The symbol >  means greater than the dimansion stated.

‘Fabricators desiring to use ultrasonic testing in lieu ol any ol the required tests shaS submit procedures to the Comman­
dant and obtain approval tor its use.

T h e  word “no" means not required. The word “yes” meane required.
*“RT”  means radiographic testing lor 100 percent unless otherwise permitted.
*'‘MT* meane magnetic particle testing tor 100 percent unless otherwise permitted.
*“PT* meane Squat penetrant testing lor 100 percent unless otherwise permitted.
’Random radiography ol at least 20 percent ol joints required lor Classes 1-L and d -L  systems, but ultrasonic tasting may 

be utilized as an alternate inspection method M procedures are approved. Joints aaamined by radiographic testing or ultrasonic 
testing need not be tested by magnate particle testing.

"Radiographic testing may be required lor certain joining configurations (see 1 56.70-15(bH2N.
W hen nominal diameter exceeds 4 inches radiographic testing is required regardless of waN thickness. Under such condi- 

tons testing by magnetic particle testing or by liquid penetrant testing is not required.
"Use liquid penetrant testing tor nonmagnetic materials.
"Any medio" of nondestructive testing may be used.
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