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mercaptan. These potential translation 
and summary problems were not 
presented to EPA during the public 
comment period, nor was the Agency 
independently aware of the original 
Russian source. Given the Agency’s 
longstanding intent to base its decisions 
on sound science and the potential 
problems posed by the above 
information, EPA believes good cause 
exists to issue this Administrative Stay 
to allow parties time to review the full 
information arid prepare and submit 
comment on this point through the 
pending Federal Register notice.

3. Analysis o f exposure to hydrogen 
sulfide and methyl mercaptan. Several 
representatives of the regulated 
community have expressed concern 
that, in listing hydrogen sulfide and 
methyl mercaptan, EPA was unclear in 
its application of the statutory criteria. 
Among other things, charges have been 
made that EPA ’s decision not to include 
evidence of exposure in deciding to list 
hydrogen sulfide and methyl mercaptan 
on the basis of chronic human toxicity 
was inconsistent with past Agency 
practice. These charges raise important 
and potentially far reaching issues of the 
Agency’s interpretation of its mandate 
under the statute.

EPA does not agree that it has 
inconsistently approached the issue of 
the use of exposure analysis in EPCRA  
section 313 listings. However, many 
members o f the regulated community 
have expressed dissatisfaction, alleging 
that the Agency has neither consistently 
or correctly addressed the issue of 
exposure. The Agency believes that a 
consistent approach to the EPCRA  
section 313 listing process is both 
necessary and important and that, given 
the charges of inconsistency with 
respect to exposure analysis, the public 
deserves an opportunity to be presented 
with further clarification of the 
Agency’s position on this critical issue. 
A  more complete discussion of this 
issue will be provided in the pending 
Federal Register notice.

4. Legal authority. As described 
above, the Agency believes that this 
Administrative Stay is appropriate and 
in the interests of justice, given the 
allegations of procedural and 
substantive deficiencies surrounding the 
Agency’s listing of these two chemicals, 
and the resulting controversy and 
confusion in the regulated community. 
Although the Agency does not regard 
today’s action as a rule, were it to be 
viewed as a rule, the Agency believes 
that there is good cause for issuing it 
without prior notice and opportunity for 
comment and for making it immediately 
effective. Under section 313(a), facilities 
face a current and ongoing obligation to

collect information about releases of 
hydrogen sulfide and methyl mercaptan. 
Such activities are potentially quite 
burdensome, particularly for any facility 
made subject tò section 313 reporting 
requirements for the first time because 
of the listing of these two chemicals. 
Until such time as the issues described 
in this document are resolved, EPA  
believes that today’s Administrative 
Stay is necessary. As stated above, EPA  
will be issuing a notice in thè Federal 
Register to begin addressing these issues 
and will move with dispatch toward 
final resolution of the status of these 
two chemicals.

In addition, this Administrative Stay 
is authorized by 5 U .S .C . section 705, 
which provides that an agency may 
postpone the effective date of action 
taken by it when justice so requires, 
pending judicial review. No petition for 
review has been formally filed as of this 
date with respect to the listing of 
hydrogen sulfide and methyl mercaptan. 
However, both the Chemical 
Manufacturers Association and the 
American Forest and Paper Association 
have told the Agency that unless 
administrative action is taken to resolve 
the issues outlined in today’s document, 
a prompt legal challenge will be 
brought. These two organizations 
represent the interests of a large portion 
of the facilities subject to section 313, 
including those affected by the listing of 
hydrogen sulfide and methyl mercaptan. 
The Agency believes that rather than 
going through costly and potentially 
protracted litigation, an Administrative 
Stay coupled with a Federal Register 
notice and opportunity to comment is 
both consistent with the goal of the TRI 
program to involve the public in the 
resolution of important issues and 
clearly in the interests of justice.
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Hygiene and Toxicology, 3rd Revised 
Edition. Voi. 2A; “ Toxicology.”  Eds. G.
D. Clayton and F. E. Clayton. New York: 
John Wiley and Sons. pp. 2063-2070 
(1981).

V . Effective Date o f Administrative Stay

This Administrative Stay, which 
applies only to the listing of hydrogen 
sulfide and methyl mercaptan on the 
EPCRA section 313 list of toxic 
chemicals is effective August 22,1994..

V I. Paperwork Reduction Act
There are no information collection 

requirements associated with this 
action.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR  Part 372
Environmental protection, Chemicals, 

Community right-to-know, Reporting 
and recordkeeping requirements, and 
Toxic chemicals.

Dated: August 11,1994.
L y n n  R. G o ld m a n ,

Assistant Administrator for Prevention. 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances.

Therefore, 40 CFR part 372 is 
amended as follows:

PART 372— [AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 372 
continues to read as follows:AUTHORITY: 42 U .S.C . 11023 and 11048.

§372.65 [Amended]

2. Section 372.65 iS amended by 
staying the hydrogen sulfide and methyl 
mercaptan entries and all related dates 
under paragraph (a) and under 
paragraph (b), staying the entries for 
C A S  Nos. 74-93-1 and 7783-06-04 and 
all related dates.
[FR Doc. 94-20556 Filed 8-19-94;' 8:45 ami ’ 
B ILLIN G CO D E  6560-60-F

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES

Health Care Financing Adm inistration

42 CFR Parts 435 and 436 
[MB-001-F]

RIN 0938-AA58

Medicaid Program; Eligibility and  
Coverage Requirements
A G E N C Y : Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), HHS.
A C TIO N : Final rule.

S U M M A R Y : This final rule withdraws 
regulations setting forth a mandatory " 
budgetary method for determining 
financial eligibility for individuals who 
are riot receiving or deemed to be 
receiving Federal cash assistance but 
whose financial eligibility for Medicaid 
is being determined through the 
application of financial criteria of the 
Aid to Families with Dependent 
Children (AFDC) program. These 
regulations were previously issued as 
part of a final rule with comment period 
originally published on January 19, 
1993, arid were to be effective October
18,1994.
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This final rule also makes conforming 
technical changes, as a result of this 
withdrawal, to the remainder of the 
January 19,1993, final rule and 
reaffirms the August 18,1994, effective 
date of this remaining; part.

These changes are being made as a 
result of consideration of public 
comments received..
EFFECTIVE D A T E : August 18,1994.
FOR F U R T H E R  IN FO RM ATIO N  C O N T A C T :  
Marinos Svolos, (410) 986-4451;

s u p p l e m e n t a r y  i n f o r m a t i o n :

I. Background
On January 19,1993 (58 FR 4931), we 

published in the Federal Register a final 
rule with comment period that amended 
the requirements for coverage of certain 
groups of individuals under Medicaid 
and the requirements for determining 
Medicaid eligibility. Because the new 
administration wanted to fully review 
the policies in these regulations, on 
February 19,1993, we published a 
notice in the Federal Register (58 FR 
9120fdelaying the effective dates and 
compliance dates of the final rule with 
comment period for 6 months. These 
dates were extended for two additional 
6-month periods in subsequent notices 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 23,1993 (58 FR 44457) and 
February 18,1994 (59 FR 8138).

These regulation.» incorporated into 
the Medicaid regulations substantive 
changes made in the composition of 
eligibility groups of individuals and in 
the criteria used to determine their 
financial eligibility under Medicaid.
The substantive changes were initially 
made by the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981 (OBRA *81), 
Public Law 97—35, arid the Tax Equity 
and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 
(TEFRA), Public Law 97-248, and 
further amended by the Deficit 
Reduction Act of 1984 (DRA*), Public 
Law 98-369; the Consolidated Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 
(COBRA), Public Law 99-272; the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1986 (OBRA ’86), Public Law 99-509; 
the Medicare and Medicaid Patient and 
Program Protection Act of 1987, Public 
Law 100-93; the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1987 (OBRA *87), 
Public Law 100-203; the Medicare 
Catactrnphfr Coverage Act o f 1988 
(MCCA), Public Law 100-360; the 
Family Support Act of 1988, Public Law 
100-485; the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1989 (OBRA ’89), 

ublic Law 101-239; and the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 

9°)’ Public Caw lOli-508. In 
sddition, the document contained 
changes made as a result of ■

administrative decisions to improve 
program administration and efficiency.

Basically, the January 1993 rule haa 
two parts with different effective dates. 
The first part codified a number of 
statutory changes dating as far bade as
1981. This part was classified as a final 
rule. As extended by the subsequent 
notices to the January 1993 publication, 
the effective date for these regulations is 
August 18,1994.

The second part of the January 1993 
rule set forth a mandated budgeting 
method for determining the financial 
eligibility of individuals who are not 
receiving or deemed to be receiving 
Federal cash assistance but whose 
financial eligibility for Medicaid is 
being determined through application of 
the financial criteria under die Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children 
(AFDC) program (referred to as “ AFDC- 
related non-cash assistance 
individuals” ). This part was classified 
as a final rule with comment period. As 
extended by the subsequent notices to 
the January 1993 rule, the effective date 
for this part is October 18,1994.

The budgetary method set forth in the 
regulations was developed to clarify 
contradictory provisions in the Social 
Security Act (the Act) that had resulted 
in litigation. Basically, title XIX of the 
Act (section 1902(a)(10)) requires that 
the methods of the Federal cash ' 
assistance program most closely related 
to the individual’s status:be used to 
determine income and resources for 
purposes of Medicaid eligibility. At the 
same time, title XIX (section 
1902(a)(17)(D)) prohibits use of some of 
those same methods without specifying 
what should be used in their place. That 
is, section 1902(a)(17)(D) of the Act 
prohibits the consideration of income 
and resources of family members as 
available to applicants and recipients 
(unless actually made available) except
(1) an applicant or recipierit for his or 
her respective spouse; and (2) parents 
for their children who are either under1 
21 or who are blind arid disabled 
regardless of age. This requirement : 
became a problem for AFDC-related 
non-cash assistance cases vvheft ari 
AFDC statutory change in 1984 
mandated that all family members living 
together be considered one family unit 
for A FD C eligibility purposes and that 
the income and resources of all family 
members be pooled. As a result, AFDC  
sometimes requires attributing income 
and resources from persons other than 
spouses or parents (siblings, 
stepparents, grandparents, legal 
guardians, and alien sponsors) as 
available to the applicant or recipient.
Use of the A FD C methods for cases 
involving income from persons other

than spouses or parents, however, is 
contrary to section 1902(a)(17)(D) of the 
Act.

Since 1984, courts in a number of 
jurisdictions have ruled that section 
1902(a)(17)(D) of the Act, which limits 
whose income and resources can be 
counted (unless actually made 
available), overrides section 1902(a)(10) 
of the Act, which requires that the 
A FD C methods be used to determine 
Medicaid eligibility for AFDC-related 
non-cash assistance cases. These rulings 
left open the issue of what method 
should be used uniformly among States. 
Currently, States are using a variety of 
methods for determining income for 
Medicaid eligibility purposes.

In response to our request for public 
comments on the January 1993 rule, we 
received many objections to the 
budgeting method set forth in the 
regulations. Specifically, we set forth in 
the January 1993 rule a prorating 
method of determining eligibility for 
AFDC-related non-cash assistance 
individuals. Under this method, 
individual members of the Medicaid 
budgetary unit would have their income 
and resource eligibility determined 
using separate standards that are 
calculated based on proration of existing 
standards. Parents’ countable income 
and resources would be prorated 
equally among their dependents living 
in the home, including non- 
Supplemental Security Income 
dependents who may not be members of 
the budgetary unit. The proration would 
also take into account the needs of the 
parents. We also addressed how certain 
types of income would be counted and 
how certain types of disregards would 
be calculated.

We received comments from 13 States 
and 7 special interest groups. With one 
exception, all of the commenters 
objected to the budgeting method in 
these regulations. These commenters 
stated that the new procedure was error 
prone and unnecessarily complex. In 
addition, they believed that the required 
system and manual changes and 
personnel retraining would result in 
significant administrative costs.

We Considered these comments, 
especially in the light of health care 
reform* legislation. We also worked with 
the Medicaid Eligibility Technical 
Advisory Group (ETAG) to develop an 
acceptable policy. The ETAG prefers a 
policy that minimizes the disruption of 
current approaches. We also met with 
recipient advocates who endorse 
allowing States a choice o f several 
options, but strongly oppose allowing 
the budgeting method in the referenced 
regulation to be one of these options.
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Consequently, we are withdrawing 
the regulations containing the 
mandatory budgetary method for 
determining financial eligibility for 
AFDC-related non-cash assistance 
individuals. By doing this, we are 
allowing States flexibility, within any 
constraints imposed by court orders or 
agreements with recipient advocate 
groups, to interpret the current 
provisions in the law. That is, at this 
time, in the absence of specific 
regulatory guidance on the 
methodologies for establishing income 
and resource eligibility for AFDC- 
related non-cash assistance individuals, 
States will be required to use 
methodologies that comply with the 
statute and any applicable court orders.

IL  Provisions o f the Final Regulation

As a result of our decision to 
withdraw the regulations that require 
States to use a mandatory budgetary 
method for determining financial 
eligibility for AFDC-related non-cash 
assistance individuals, we are making 
the following changes to the January 
1993 rule:

• We have withdrawn §§ 435.604, 
435.606,436.604, and 436.606. These 
sections contained the procedures for 
determining income and resource 
eligibility for AFDC-related non-cash 
assistance groups.

• We have removed and reserved 
§435.ll3(b) and § 436.111(b)(2). These 
paragraphs required States to provide 
Medicaid to individuals denied AFDC  
because of the involuntary inclusion of 
all eligible siblings living in the home 
as members of AFD C filing units.

• We have removed and reserved 
§ 435.600(b) and § 436.600(b). These 
sections referred respectively to 
§435.604 and § 436.604, which have 
been removed.

• We have revised § 435.601 and
§ 436.601 by removing paragraph (e) in 
each section. These paragraphs contain 
criteria for exceptions to financial 
application eligibility methodologies 
and State plan requirements that are no 
longer applicable. We also have 
corrected related cross-references in 
paragraph (b) and (f)(1) of each section.

• We have revised § 435.602 by 
removing and reserving paragraph (d) 
and § 436.602 by removing and 
reserviiig paragraph (c). These 
paragraphs contain requirements for 
determining financial responsibility of 
relatives and other individuals for 
AFDC-related non-cash assistance 
groups. We also have corrected related 
cross-ref&rerices in §§ 435.602(a), 
436.602(a), and 436.602(a)(2).

The remainder of the January 1993 
rule is unchanged and is effective on 
August 18,1994.

III. Regulatory Impact Statement
We generally prepare a final 

regulatory flexibility analysis that is 
consistent with the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act (RFA) (5 U .S .C . 601 
through 612), unless the Secretary 
certifies that a regulation will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. For 
purposes of the RFA, we consider all 
Medicaid providers as small entities. 
Individuals and States are not included 
in the definition of a small entity.

In addition, section 1102(b) of the Act 
requires the Secretary to prepare a 
regulatory impact analysis for any rule 
that may have a significant impact on 
the operations of a substantial number 
of small rural hospitals. Such an 
analysis must conform to the provisions 
of section 604 of the RFA. For purposes 
of section 1102(b) of the Act, we define 
a small rural hospital as a hospital with 
fewer than 50 beds that is located 
outside a metropolitan statistical area.

This final rule revises the January 19, 
1993, final rule with comment period. 
We have decided to withdraw the 
second part of that rule which basically 
codified a mandatory budgetary method 
for determining financial eligibility for 
AFDC-related non-cash assistance 
individuals. We concluded, along with 
a number of other entities, that this 
provision would result in significant 
administrative costs. The mandatory 
budget method has, therefore, been 
withdrawn.

This final rule will take effect on 
August 18,1994. We believe that the 
withdrawal of the referenced regulations 
minimizes any unnecessary burden on 
the public, and that the best regulatory 
options have been selected. Further, we 
believe that these regulations will not 
lead to increased costs. Therefore, we 
have determined that these provisions 
will have a negligible cost effect and 
that a regulatory impact analysis is not 
required.

We have determined, and the 
Secretary certifies, that this final rule 
will not result in a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities and will not have a significant 
impact on the operations of a substantial 
number of small rural hospitals. For 
these reasons, we are not preparing 
analyses for either RFA or section - 
1102(b) of the Act.

This final rule does not contain 
information collection requirements; 
therefore, it is not subject to Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) review

under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980.

In accordance with the provisions of 
Executive Order 12866, this final rule 
was reviewed by OMB.

Lists o f Subjects

42 C FR  Part 435
Aid to Families with Dependent 

Children, Grant programs—health, 
Medicaid, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Supplemental Security 
Income (SSI), Wages

42 CFR Part 436
Aid to Families with Dependent 

Children, Grant programs—health, 
Guam, Medicaid, Puerto Rico, 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI), 
Virgin Islands

42 CFR Chapter IV, Subchapter Ç is 
amended as follows:

PART 435— ELIGIBILITY IN THE 
STATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS, 
AND AMERICAN SAMOA

A . Part 435, as published in the 
Federal Register on January 19,1993 
(58 FR 4931), and further amended to be 
effective on August 18,1994 or October
18,1994, is amended as follows:

1. The authority citation for part 435 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Sec. 1102 of the Social Security 
Act (42 U .S.C . 1302).

§435.113 [Amended]
2. Section 435.113 is amended by 

removing and reserving paragraph (b).

§ 435.600 [Amended]
3. Section 435.600 is amended by 

removing and reserving paragraph (b).

§435.601 [Amended]
4. Section 435.601 is amended as 

follows:
a. In paragraph (b), the phrase “Except 

as specified in paragraphs (c), (d), and 
(e),”  is revised to read “ Except as 
specified in paragraphs (c) and (d),” .

b. Paragraph (e) is removed and 
reserved.

c. In paragraph (f)(1), the phrase 
“ except to the extent precluded by 
§§ 435.602, 435.604, and 435.606,” is 
revised to read “ except to the extent 
precluded in §435.602,” .

§435.602 [Amended]
5. Section 435.602 is amended as 

follows:
a. In paragraph (a), the phrase

“ Su bject to the provisions o f paragraphs
(b), (c), and (d) of this section,” is 
revised to read “ Subject to the 
provisions of paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section,” .
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b. Paragraph (d) is removed and 
reserved.

§435.604 [Withdrawn]
6. Section 435.604 is withdrawn and 

the section number is reserved.

§435.606 [Withdrawn]
7. Section 435.606 is withdrawn and 

the section number is reserved.

PART 436— ELIGIBILITY IN GUAM, 
PUERTO RICO, AND THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS

B. Part 436, as published in the 
Federal Register on January 19,1993 
(58 FR 4931), and further amended to 
become effective on August 18,1994 or 
October 18,1994, is amended as 
follows:

1. The authority citation for part 436 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Sec. 1102 of thé Social Security 
Act (42 U .S.C . 1302).

§436.111 [Amended]
2. Section 436.111 is amended by 

removing and reserving paragraph 
(h)(2).

§436.600 [Amended]
3. Section 436.600 is amended by 

removing and reserving paragraph (b).

§436.601 [Amended]
4. Section 436.601 is amended as 

follows:
a. In paragraph (b), the phrase “ Except 

as specified in paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) 
of this section,”  is revised to read 
“Except as specified in paragraphs (c) 
and (d) of this section,” .

b. Paragraph (e) is removed and 
reserved,

c. In paragraph (f)(1), the phrase 
"except to the extent precluded by 
§§436.602, 436.604, and 436.606,“  is 
revised to read “ except to the extent 
precluded by § 436.602,” .

§436.602 [Amended]
5. Section 436.602 is amended as 

follow s:j::'' : X  • ::,; K
a. In the introductory text of 

paragraph (a), the phrase “ Subject to the 
provisions of paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) 
of this section,”  is revised to read 
‘Subject to the provisions of paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of this section,” .

b. In paragraph (a)(2), the phrase “ , 
except as specified in paragraphs (c) and
(d) of this section”  at the end of the first 
sentence is removed.

c. Paragraph (c) is removed and 
reserved.

§436.604 [Withdrawn]
.6. Section 436.604 is withdrawn and 

the section number is reserved.

§435.606 [Withdrawn]
7. Section 436.606 is withdrawn and 

the section number is reserved.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 93.778-Medical Assistance 
Program)

Dated: August 11,1994.
B r u c e  C . V la d e c k ,

Administrator, Health Care Financing 
Administration.

Dated: August 12,1994.
Donna E. Shalala,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 94-20561 Filed 8-18-94; 8:45 am] BILLING CODE: 4120-01-P
FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR Part 65

Changes in Flood Elevation 
Determinations

A G E N C Y : Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).
A C TIO N : Final rule.

S U M M A R Y : modified base (100-year) 
flood elevations are finalized for the 
communities listed below. These 
modified elevations will be used to 
calculate flood insurance premium rates 
for new buildings and their contents. 
E F F E C T IV E  D A T E S : The effective dates for 
these modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are indicated on the 
following table and revise the Flood 
Insurance Rate Map(s) in effect for each 
listed community prior to this date. 
A D D R E S S E S : The modified base flood 
elevations for each community are 
available for inspection at the office of 
the Chief Executive Officer of each 
community. The respective addresses 
are listed in thé following table.
F O R  F U R T H E R  IN FO RM ATIO N  C O N T A C T :  
Michael K. Buckley, P.E., Chief, Hazard 
Identification Branch, Mitigation 
Directorate, 500 C  Street, SW ., 
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646-2756. 
S U P P L E M E N T A R Y  IN FO R M A TIO N : The 
Federal Emergency Management Agency £ 
makes the final determinations listed 
below of the final determinations of 
modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations for each community listed. 
These modified elevations have been 
published in newspapers of local 
circulation and ninety (90) days have 
elapsed since that publication. The 
Associate Director has resolved any 
appeals resulting from this notification.

The modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are not listed for each 
community in this notice. However, this 
rule includes the address of the Chief

Executive Officer of the community 
where the modified base (100-year) 
flood elevation determinations are 
available for inspection.

The modifications are made pursuant 
to Section 206 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973,42 U .S .C . 4105, 
and are in accordance with the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968,42 U .S .C . 
4001 et seq., and with 44 CFR Part 65.

For rating purposes, the currently 
effective community number is shown 
and must be used for all new policies 
and renewals.

The Modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are the basis for the 
floodplain management measures that 
the community is required to either 
adopt or to show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
tp remain qualified for participation in 
the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP).

These modified elevations, together 
with the floodplain management criteria 
required by 44 CFR 60.3, are the 
minimum that are required. They 
should not be construed to mean that 
the community must change any 
existing ordinances that are more 
Stringent in their floodplain 
management requirements. The 
community may at any time enact 
stricter requirements of its own, or 
pursuant to policies established by other 
Federal, State, or regional entities.

These modified elevations are used to 
meet the floodplain management 
requirements of the NFIP and are also 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new 
buildings built after these elevations are 
made final, and for the contents in these 
buildings.

The changes in base (100-year) flood 
elevations are in accordance with 44 
CFR 65.4.

National Environmental Policy Act

This rule is categorically excluded 
from the requirements of 44 CFR Part 
10, Environmental Consideration. No 
environmental impact assessment has 
been prepared.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

The Associate Director, Mitigation 
Directorate, certifies that this rule is 
exempt from the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act because 
modified base (100-year) flood 
elevations are required by the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973,42 
U .S .C . 4105, and are required to 
maintain community eligibility in the 
NFIP. No regulatory flexibility analysis 
has been prepared.
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Regulatory Classification

This proposed rule is not a significant 
regulatory action under the criteria of 
Section 3(f) of Executive Order 12866 of 
September 30,1993, Regulatory 
Planning and Review, 58 FR 51735.

Executive Order 12612, Federalism

This rule involves no policies that 
have federalism implications under 
Executive Order 12612, Federalism, 
dated October 26,1987.

Executive Order 12778, Civil Justice 
Reform

This rule meets the applicable 
standards of Section 2(b)(2) of Executive 
Order 12778.

List o f Subjects in 44 CFR  Part 65
Flood insurance, Floodplains, 

Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements.

Accordingly, 44 CFR Part 65 is 
amended to read as follows:

PART 65— [AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 65 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U .S.C . 4001 et seq.; 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1978, 3 CFR, 
1978 Comp., p. 329; E .0 .12127, 44 FR 19367, 
3 CFR, 1979 Comp., p. 376. -

§ 65.4 [Amended]
2. The tables published under the 

authority of § 65.4 are amended as 
follows:

State and county Location
Dates and name of news­
paper where notice was 

published
Chief executive officer 

of community
Effective date of modi­

fication
Community

No.

Texas: Denton (FEMA 
Docket No. 7089).

Town of Flower Mound Feb. 18, 1994, Feb. 25, 
1994, Denton Record 
Chronicle.

The Honorable Larry 
Lipscomb, Mayor, 
Town of Flower 
Mound, 2121 Tim­
bers Road, Flower 
Mound, Texas 
75028.

Jan. 4, 1994 .............. 480777

Texas: Harris (FEMA 
Docket No. 7Ö89).

City of Houston.......... Feb. 18, 1994, Feb. 25, 
1994, The Houston Post

The Honorable Bob 
Lanier, Mayor, City 
of Houston, P.O. 
Box 1562, Houston, 
Texas 77251.

Jan. 24,1994 ............ 480296

Texas: Harris (FEMA 
Docket No. 7089).

City of Pasadena....... Feb. 18, 1994, Feb. 25, 
1994, Pasadena Citizen.

The Honorable Johnny 
Isabel!, Mayor, City 
of Pasadena, P.O. 
Box 672, Pasadena, 
Texas 77501.

Jan. 24,1994 ............ 480307

Texas: Bexar (FEMA 
Docket No. 7089).

City of San Antonio.... Feb. 17, 1994, Feb. 24, 
1994, San Antonio Ex­
press News.

The Honorable Nelson 
W. Wolff, Mayor, 
City of San Antonio, 
P.O. Box 839966, 
San Antonio, Texas 
78283-3966.

Feb. 2,1994 .............. 480045

Texas: Denton (FEMA 
Docket No. 7089).

Town of Trophy Club ... Feb. 8, 1994, Feb. 15, 
1994, The Keller Citizen.

The Honorable Jim 
Carter, Mayor, Town 
of Trophy Club, 100 
Municipal Drive, 
Trophy Club, Texas 
76262.

Jan. 25,1994 ............ 481606

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
83.100, “ Flood Insurance.” )

Dated: August 12,1994.
Richard T. Moore,
Associate Director for Mitigation.
[FR Doc. 94-20526 Filed 8-19-94; 8:45 ami 
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44 CFR Part 67

Final Flood Elevation Determinations

AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA).
ACTION: Final ru le .

SUMMARY: Base (100-year) flood 
elevations and modified base (100-year) 
flood elevations are made final for the 
communities listed below. The base 
(100-year) flood elevations and modified 
base flood elevations are the basis for 
the floodplain management measures

that each community is required either 
to adopt or to show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in the 
National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP).
EFFECTIVE DATES: The date of issuance of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) 
showing base flood elevations and 
modified base flood elevations for each 
community. This date may be obtained 
by contacting the office where the FIRM  
is available for inspection as indicated 
on the table below.
ADDRESSES: The final base flood 
elevations for each community are 
available for inspection at the office of 
the Chief Executive Officer of each 
community. The respective addresses 
are listed in the table below.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael K. Buckley, P.E., Chief, Hazard 
Identification Branch, Mitigation

Directorate, 500 CTStreet, SW ., 
Washington, DC 20472, (202) 646-2756. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Management Agency 
makes final determinations listed below 
of base flood elevations and modified 
base flood elevations for each 
community listed. The proposed base 
flood elevations and proposed modified 
base flood elevations were published in 
newspapers of local circulation and an 
opportunity for the community or 
individuals to appeal the proposed 
determinations to or through the 
community was provided for a period of 
ninety (90) days. The proposed base 
flood elevations and proposed modified 
base flood elevations were also 
published in the Federal Register.

This final rule is issued in accordance 
with Section 110 of the F l o o d  Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973,42 U .S.C . 4104, 
and 44 CFR Part 67.


