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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 25,1983, the Department of 
Justice (DOJ) and the Equal Employment 
Opportunity Commission (EEOC) Jointly 
published a rule entitled, “Procedures 
for Complaints of Employment 
Discrimination Filed Against Recipients 
of Federal Funds.” The rule requires 
Federal agencies that grant financial 
assistance to refer to EEOC certain 
complaints of employment 
discrimination against individuals, filed 
on or after March 28,1983, for 
investigation and conciliation, unless 
special circumstances warrant the 
agency’s processing of particular 
complaints.

By virtue of an order of the United 
States District Court in Adams, et al. v. 
Bell, et al., C.A. No. 3095-70 and 
Women’s Equity Action League, et al. v. 
Bell, et al., C.A. No. 74-1720 (D.D.C., 
Order of December 29,1977, as modified 
by D.D.C., Order of March 11,1983)
(“Adams”), the Department of Education 
(ED) is obliged to process complaints of 
discrimination within time limits 
specified by the Court. These time limits 
do not have general applicability to 
EEOC or to other agencies that grant 
financial assistance, nor are they 
requiredljy the procedures of the new 
rule. Defendants in Adams filed an 
appeal on May 10,1983. Until the court 
allows ED to comply fully with the rule, 
ED’s participation in the rule is limited 
as follows:

Section 5 (28 CFR 42.605, 29 CFR 
1691.5):

1. ED shall refer to EEOC all “joint 
complaints solely alleging employment 
discrimination against an individual,” in 
order to preserve the complainants’ 
rights under Title VII of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964, as amended. Section 5(e) (28 
CFR 42.605(e), 29 CFR 1691.5(e)). ED 
shall determine that “special 
circumstances” exist in all such 
complaints. In accordance with the rule, 
ED shall therefore, investigate all of 
those complaints. EEOC will ordinarily 
defer its investigation pending 
investigation by ED of charges that it 
has received independently of ED’s 
referral. EEOC shall defer its 
investigation pending investigation by 
ED of charges it has not received 
independently.

2. ED shall not determine that "special 
circumstances” warrant referral to 
EEOC of any complaint alleging a 
pattern or practice of employment 
discrimination. Section 5(f) (28 CFR 
42.605(f), 29 CFR 1691.5(f)).

3. ED shall not determine that "special 
circumstances” warrant referral to 
EEOC of the employment discrimination 
Portion of any complaint alleging 
discrimination in employment and in

other practices of a recipient. Section 
5(g) (28 CFR 42.605(g), 29 CFR 1691.5(g)).

These limitations shall remain in 
effect until the court modifies the order 
in Adams in a way that would allow ED 
to refer joint complaints to EEOC for 
investigation.
For the Department of Justice.
For the Commission.

Dated: June 18,1983.
W m . Bradford Reynolds,
Assistant Attorney General.

Dated: June 16,1983.
Clarence Thomas,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 83-17280 Filed 8-27-83; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration

29 CFR Part 1910

Occupational Noise Exposure; Hearing 
Conservation Amendment;
Corrections

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration, Labor. 
a c t io n : Corrections to revised hearing 
conservation amendment.

s u m m a r y : This notice announces 
corrections to the revised Hearing 
Conservation Amendment to the 
occupational noise exposure standard 
which was published as a final rule in 
the Federal Register on March 8,1983 
(48 FR 9738).
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28,1983.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. James F. Foster, OSHA, Office of 
Public Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Labor, Room N-3637, 200 Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20210; 
telephone (202) 523-8148. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
March 8,1983 OSHA published as a 
final rule (48 FR 9738) a revised hearing 
conservation amendment to the 
occupational noise exposure standard. 
The hearing conservation amendment 
had been originally promulgated on 
January 16,1981 (46 FR 4078). The 
amendment was subsequently stayed 
for administrative reconsideration and 
clarification; parts of the amendment 
went into effect in August 1981 and the 
administrative stays were continued 
and comments requested on other 
portions of the amendment (46 FR 
42622). The final rule published on 
March 8,1983 revised the hearing

conservation amendment, revoking 
certain provisions of the original 
amendment, amending other provisions 
and making some changes of a clarifying 
nature.

As a result of the revision, and the 
revocation of certain provisions, the 
amendment was renumbered and 
relettered to reflect these changes. The 
amendatory language in the March 8, 
1983 Federal Register document is 
corrected to reflect the Agency’s 
intention to delete paragraphs (q)-(s) 
which were redesignated as paragraphs 
(n)-(p). In addition, it is necessary to 
make a correction to one of the 
provisions of Appendix E, to make the 
Appendix consistent with the terms of 
paragraph (h)(5)(ii) of the hearing 
conservation amendment, and to make a 
technical correction in Appendix F.

Accordingly, 48 FR 9738-9785 are 
corrected as follows:

1. On page 9776, middle column, the 
amendatory language which presently 
reads “Paragraphs (c) through (p) and 
Appendices A through I of 29 CFR 
1910.95 are revised to read as follows:” 
is corrected to read “Paragraphs (q)-(s) 
of 29 CFR 1910.95 are removed and 
paragraphs (c)-(p) and Appendices A 
through I of 29 CFR 1910.95 are revised 
to read as follows:”.

2. On page 9781, middle column, the 
second sentence in paragraph (3) of 
Appendix E is amended by removing the 
term "10 dB” and inserting “15 dB or 
greater” in its place.

3. On page 9781, third column, 
paragraph (ii) of Appendix F is corrected 
by removing “(i)(A) from the value 
found in step (i)(B).” and inserting “(i)(B) 
from the value found in step (i)(A).” in 
its place.
(Secs. 6 and 8 of the Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C. 655, 657); 
Secretary of Labor’s Order No. 8-76 (41 FR 
25059); 29 CFR Part 1911)

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 24th day 
of June, 1983. , .
Thome G. Auchter,
Assistant Secretary o f Labor.
[FR Doc. 83-17535 Filed 6-27-83; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4510-26-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

32 CFR Part 984

Air Force Aero Club; Correction

a g e n c y : Department of the Air Force, 
DOD.
a c t io n : Final rule; correction.
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SUMMARY: At 48 FR 20408, May 6,1983, 
Part 984 was removed. Subchapter S— 
Recreation should have been removed 
also. This action is necessary because 
the parts concerning recreation under 
this subchapter have been removed. 
This is an administrative action to 
assure that the regulations in the Air 
Force portion of the Code of Federal 
Regulations are properly maintained.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28,1983.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Mrs. Winnibel F. Holmes, Air Force 
Federal Register Liaison, AF/DASJR, 
Washington, D.C. 20330, phone (202) 
697-1861.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 
Doc. 83-12181, appearing on page 20408, 
in the issue of May 6,1983, the 
amendatory language now reading 
“Accordingly, 32 CFR is amended by 
removing Part 984.”, is corrected to read 
“Accordingly, 32 CFR is amended by 
removing and reserving Subchapter S 
and by removing Part 984.”

SUBCHAPTER S—[RESERVED]

PART 984—[REMOVED]

(10 U.S.C. 8012.)
Winnibel F. Holmes,
Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 83-17374 Filed 8-27-83; 8:45 am]
BILLING COO£ 3910-01-M

32 CFR Part 988

Weather Modification; Correction

AGENCY: Department of the Air Force, 
DOD.
a c t io n : Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: In 44 FR 54479, September 20, 
1979, Part 988 was published as a new 
part under an added Subchapter T— 
Environmental Protection. The new 
subchapter was inadvertently omitted 
from title 32, the Code of Federal 
Regulations Parts 800-999. This action is 
taken to correct that error.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28,1983.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mrs. Winnibel F. Holmes, Air Force 
Federal Register Liaison, AF/DASJR, 
Washington, D.C. 20330, phone (202) 
697-1861.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 
Doc. 79-29235, beginning on page 54479, 
in the issue of September 20,1979, make 
a correction by adding the following 
subchapter designation before this part 
heading:

SUBCHAPTER T—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION
(10 U.S.C. 8012.)
Winnibel F. Holmes,

.Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 83-17375 Filed 6-27-83; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3910-01-M

Department of the Army 

32 CFR Part 518 

[Arm y Reg 340-17]

Release of Information and Records 
From Army Files

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DOD. 
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army 
is amending its rule for administering 
the Freedom of Information Act by 
incorporating as Army policy, 
Department of Defense Privacy Board 
Decision Memorandum 83-1 guidance 
concerning the release of 
servicemembers’ names and addresses.
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28,1983.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Mr. William A. Walker, Administrative 
Management Directorate, Office of the 
Adjutant General, Headquarters, 
Department of the Army, ATTN: 
DAAG-AMR-S, 2461 Eisenhower 
Avenue, Alexandria, VA 22331; 
telephone (703) 325-6163.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Department of the Army has determined 
that the release of servicemembers’ 
names and unit or home addresses for 
the primary purpose of commercial 
solicitation is normally not in the public 
interest. Requesters who seek lists or 
compilations of unit or home addresses 
of military personnel for this purpose 
normally will be refused such lists 
pursuant to Exemption 6 of the Freedom 
of Information Act. Coordination of 
requests for organizational rosters of 
active duty personnel with the 
Department of the Army’s Military 
Personnel Center is required as part of 
the Army’s Operations Sécurity 
(OPSEC) program.

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 518

Information, Archives and records, 
Privacy, Freedom of information.

Dated: June 20,1983.
John O. Roach,
Department o f the Army Liaison Officer With 
the Federal Register.

PART 518—[AMENDED]

32 CFR Part 518 is amended to read as 
follows:
* * * * *

Subpart C—Exemptions 
★ * * * *

1. Section 518.8 is amended by adding 
paragraph (f)(2)(iii) to read as follows:

§ 518.8 Exem ptions.
* * * * *

(f) * * *
(2) * * *
(iii) A requester whose primary 

purpose for requesting servicemembers’ 
names and addresses in commercial 
solicitation normally should not be 
viewed as acting in the public interest. 
Names and addresses (unit or home) of 
active duty, reserve or retired 
servicemembers generally are exempt 
from disclosure where the requester’s 
primary purpose in seeking the 
information is to use it for commercial 
solicitation of those servicemembers. In 
the rare case where a requester does 
establish some public interest involving 
his or her intention to engage in 
commercial solicitation, that interest 
must be weighed against the invasion of 
privacy which will result from 
disclosure of the requested information. 
* * * ♦ *

Subpart E—Release and Processing 
Procedures 
* * * * *

2. Section 518.14 is amended by 
adding paragraph (a)(3)(v) to read as 
follows:
* * * * *

§ 518.14 General provisions.

(a) * * *
(2) * * *
(v) Requests for organizational rosters 

of active duty personnel will not be 
released to members of the general 
public prior to coordination with the 
USA Military Personnel Center. This 
coordination is required to evaluate 
what damage may occur to the national 
security if significant quantities of 
information, i.e., unit addresses, troop 
lists, manpower lists, are disclosed to 
the public. Telephone numbers are 
Autovon 221-9310/9311. 
* * * * *
[FR Doc. 83-17279 Filed 6-27-83; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3710-08-M
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[A-1-FRL 2340-6]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; (Connecticut 
Revision—Sulfur-in*Fuel Regulations)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

s u m m a r y : EPA is today approving a 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) revision 
submitted by the State of Connecticut 
under its Sulfur Energy Trade (SET) 
program. The intended effect of the 
rulemaking is to promulgate a change in 
the sulfur-in-oil SIP limit for Simkins 
Industries, Inc., in New Haven, 
Connecticut so it may bum 2.2% sulfur 
oil under restricted operating conditions. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: June 28,1983. 
a d d r e s s e s : Copies of the Connecticut 
submittals are available for public 
inspection during normal business hours 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Room 2313, JFK Federal Building,
Boston, MA 02203; Public Information 
Reference Unit, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401M St., SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460; Office of the 
Federal Register, 1100 L St., NW., Room 
9401, Washington, D.C.; and the 
Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection, Air 
Compliance Unit, State Office Building, 
Hartford, Connecticut 06106. 
for f u r t h e r  in f o r m a t io n  c o n t a c t : 
Sarah Simon, Air Management Division, 
Room 2312, JFK Federal Building,
Boston, Massachusetts 02203 (617) 223- 
5633.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection (DEP) has 
requested approval of a sulfur-in-oil 
relaxation for Simkins Industries in New 
Haven, Connecticut. The State’s revision 
is based on an approval under its Sulfur 
Energy Trade (SET) Program. The 
revision will allow Simkins to bum oil 
containing 2.2% sulfur under restricted 
operating conditions. The SET revision 
allows operation of only one of Simkins 
two boilers at any one time, which, 
when combined with fuel use reductions 
already in place, will result in a net 
actual increase of about 31 tons of sulfur 
dioxide (SO*) above a base year of 1976, 

As detailed in the SIP, the SET 
program provides a method for

calculating a new, allowable sulfur limit 
each year based on oil conservation at 
the facility (premise) and establishes a 
well-defined procedure to ensure that 
these limits comply with Clean Air Act 
requirements. EPA proposed to approve 
the generic procedures of the SET 
program on May 1,1981 (46 FR 24597).
At that time we also proposed to 
approve revised sulfur-in-oil limitations 
for all Connecticut sources under 250 
million British Thermal Units per hour 
(MBTU/hr.) such as Simkins, which 
would later be approved by the DEP 
Commissioner under the SET program. 
EPA approved the SET program on 
August 28,1981 (46 FR 43418) and set up 
a streamlined procedure for final federal 
approval of most of the individual 
source revisions. We also approved a 
regulation directly governing this 
program [Connecticut Regulation 19- 
508—19(a)(3)(i)} on November 18,1981 (46 
FR 56612). Under the approved 
procedures referenced above, this action 
is the Final Rulemaking for this 
particular source.

Simkins has no boilers which are 
rated at over 250 MBTU/hr., but it is a 
major SO* source (capable of emitting 
more than 100 tons per year). The DEP 
reviewed the impacts of the revision for 
this premise by using the conservative, 
screening analysis methodology spelled 
out in the Connecticut Ambient Impact 
Analysis Guideline (approved at 46 FR 
43418, August 28,1981). The full record 
of the modeling review is on file at the 
DEP office.

To summarize briefly, the modeling 
used DEP’s PMTPTA-CONN model with 
appropriate background levels and 
indicated that the revision will not 
cause any violation of the sulfur dioxide 
or total suspended particulate (TSP) 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS). In addition, the source is 
more than 20 kilometers (km.) from any 
state border or Prevention of Significant 
Deterioration (PSD) baseline areas and 
has minimal impact beyond 10 km. EPA 
has determined that the revision will not 
violate any PSD increments.

The DEP has complied with all 
procedures required by State Regulation 
19-508-19(ia)(3)(i) and the SIP narrative 
for sources such as Simkins that have no 
boilers greater than 250 MBTU/hr. and 
has determined what sulfur limit is 
allowable under the SET program. The 
DEP has notified the public of the 
Simkins application and DEP’s proposed 
decision, has held a hearing, and has 
submitted the documents and 
determinations required by the SET 
program and federal SIP approval.

There was only one comment letter 
received by the State on this SET action 
proposal. This was written by the 
Connecticut Fund for the Environment 
(CFE). This letter alleged that the State’s 
public notice of the Simkins application 
was inadequate and misleading, and it 
raised concerns about the potential 
adverse effects of burning higher sulfur 
fuel. The State responded to the notice 
problem when it completed its review, 
gave notice of its proposed findings, 
held a hearing.

The commenter appeared at the 
hearing to reiterate concerns about 
burning higher sulfur fuel and 
particulate non-attainment. She said 
that state action should be delayed until 
after the resolution of a federal suit 
concerning the general program and that 
the state must review secondarily- 
formed sulfates.

EPA responds that the state is only 
amending its SO* SIP with this revision, 
and its action applies to one source 
whose impacts will not violate or 
exacerbate any  NAAQS within 
Connecticut or elsewhere. In addition, 
general issues conceriiing the SET SO2 
SIP revisions were resolved in litigation 
in favor of EPA’s original determinations 
on the SET program and the 1% 
statewide revision. [See CFE v. EPA, 696 
F. 2d 179 (2d. Cir., 1982), CFE v. EPA, 696 
F. 2d 169 (2d. Cir., 1982)]. TSP issues 
should be addressed through an 
independent process for the TSP SIP. 
EPA’s evaluation memo contains a more 
detailed response and is available at the 
locations listed above.

The public has had full opportunity to 
review the DEP action for these 
relatively small sources in accordance 
with the procedures spelled out in EPA’s 
SET program approval.

EPA Concurs in the State’s assessment 
that this revision is an enforceable SIP 
revision that will not violate NAAQS or 
other federal requirements.

Action: EPA is approving the Simkins 
revision, which raises the Simkins 
sulfur-in-oil limit to 2.2% and restricts 
operating conditions.

EPA finds good cause for making this 
action effective immediately, because 
the new sulfur limit is already in effect 
under state law and imposes no 
additional regulatory burden. The Office 
of Management and Budget has 
exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. Under Section 307(b)(1) of 
the Act, petitions for judicial review of 
this action must be filed in the United 
States Court for the appropriate circuit 
by (60 days from today). This action
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may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements. 
[See Section 307(b)(2).]

Under 5 U.S.C. 605(b), I certify that 
SIP approvals do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities (46 FR 8709).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52
Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 

oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental 
relations.

Dated: June 21,1983.
William D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator.

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Connecticut was approved by the Director of 
the Federal Register on July 1,1982.

PART 52—[AMENDED]
Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of 

Federal Regulations, is amended as 
follows:

Subpart H—Connecticut

1. Section 52.370, paragraph (c)(28) is 
added as follows:

§ 52.370 Identification of plan.
*  *  *  *  *

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

(28) Revision for Simkins Industries, 
Inc., in New Haven submitted by the 
Commissioner of the Connecticut 
Department of Environmental Protection 
on January 19,1983, allowing the facility 
to burn higher sulfur oil under the Sulfur 
Energy Trade Program.
[FR Doc. 83-17316 Filed 8-27-83; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-tf

40 CFR Part 52
[A-1-FRL 2343-8 ]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Rhode Island; 
New Source Review
a g e n c y : Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
a c t io n : Final rule.

SUMMARY: EPA is approving revision to 
Air Pollution Control Regulation 9 and 
Section VI, Part II, "Stationary Source 
Permitting and Enforcement,” of the 
narrative portion of the Rhode Island 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
submitted on May 14,1982 and July 1, 
1982, respectively. These revisions were 
made to satisfy the requirements of the 
Clean Air Act and EPA regulations for

preconstruction permitting of new major 
sources and major modifications in 
nonattainment areas. The revisions also 
add rules for banking emission 
reductions to Regulation 9 which are 
consistent with EPA’s emission trading 
policy. The intended effect of this action 
is to propose approval of revisions to 
Regulation 9 and the SIP narrative giving 
Rhode Island authority for the new 
source review (NSR) requirements of 
Part D of the Clean Air Act and 
authority to establish a system for 
banking emission reductions under the 
SIP.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 28,1983. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the Rhode Island 
submittals are available for public 
inspection at Room 2111, JFK Federal 
Building, Boston, MA 02203; Public 
Information Reference Unit, EPA 
Library, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460; Office of the Federal 
Register, 1110 L Street, NW., Room 8401, 
Washington, D.C. 20408; and the 
Department of Environmental 
Management, 75 Davis Street—Room 
204, Cannon Building, Providence, RI 
02908.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marcia L. Spink, (617) 223-5131, FTS 
223-5131.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 3,1983 (48 FR 4834), EPA 
published a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (NPR) for revisions to Air 
Pollution Control Regulation 9 and 
Section VI, Part II, “Stationary Source 
Permitting and Enforcement” of the 
narrative portion of the Rhode Island 
SIP. The revisions were made to satisfy 
the requirements of the Clean Air Act 
and EPA regulations for the 
preconstruction permitting of new major 
sources and major modifications in 
nonattainment areas. Additionally, the 
revisions to Regulation 9 add rules for 
banking emission reductions to the 
Rhode Island SIP.

No comments were received on EPA’s 
NPR, cited above. The revisions and the 
rationale for EPA’s proposed action are 
explained in that NPR and will not be 
restated here.

A ction: ËPAis: (1) Approving 
revisions to Air Pollution Control 
Regulation Number 9 (except the 
revision to the definition of “Stationary 
source” found in Section 9.1.1) and 
Section VI, Part II of the narrative as 
submitted by the Rhode Island 
Department of Environmental 
Management (DEM) on May 14,1982 
and July 1,1982 and (2) removing the 
conditions imposed on its approval of 
Rhode Island’s NSR plan (46 FR 25446) 
because those conditions have been 
satisfied by the revisions made to

Subsections 9.1.5, 9.1.7, 9.1.8, and 9.1.9 
submitted on May 14,1982 by the DEM.

As explained in the NPR, EPA is 
taking no action on the revised 
definition of “Stationary source” in 
Subsection 9.1.1 of Regulation 9 
submitted on May 14,1982 by the DEM. 
The definition of “Stationary source” 
approved by EPA on May 7,1981 (46 FR 
25446) for NSR purposes remains in 
effect under the federally-approved SIP 
for Rhode Island.

Under Executive Order 12291, today’s 
action is not “Major.” It has been 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for review.

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Act, 
petitions for judicial review of this 
action must be filed in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit by (60 days from today). This 
action may not be challenged later in 
proceedings to enforce its requirements 
(see Sec. 307(b)(2)).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Air pollution control, Ozone, Sulfur 
oxides, Nitrogen dioxide, Lead, 
Particulate matter, Carbon monoxide, 
Hydrocarbons, and Intergovernmental 
relations.
(Secs. 110(a) and 301(a) of the Clean Air Act, 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 7410(a) and 7601(a))

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Rhode Island was approved by the Director 
of the Federal Register on July 1,1982.

Dated: June 21,1983.
William D. Ruckelshaus,
Administrator.

PART 52—[AMENDED]
Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 

Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows:

Subpart 00—Rhode Island
1. Section 52.2070 is amended by 

adding paragraph (c)(18) as follows:

§ 52.2070 Identification of plan. 
* * * * *

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

(18) Revisions to Air Pollution Control 
Regulation Number 9, Approval to 
Construct, Install, Modify, or Operate 
(except to Subsection 9.1.1), and Section 
VI, Part II, “Stationary Source Permitting 
and Enforcement” of the narrative as 
submitted by the Department of 
Environmental Management on May 14, 
1982 and July 1,1982 for review of new 
major sources and major modifications 
in nonattainment areas. Also included


