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on currently available hazard or
exposure-related information.

IV. Comments Received

EPA received many comments in
response to the Federal Register notice
announcing EPA’s receipt of this TSCA
section 21 petition. EPA considered all
comments received by February 23,
2000, in determining the proper
response to the petitioners’ requests.
The majority of the comments were
from individuals, most of whom
identified themselves as members of one
or more of the petitioning organizations.
These comments urged EPA to grant the
petition, but, generally did not provide
additional support for the requested
action beyond the rationales expressed
in the petition itself. The United States
Humane Society (Ref. 6) did present
some additional reasons to support
granting the petition. These comments
which pertain primarily to the
perceived limitations of the voluntary
submission of extant data and the need
for EPA to collect positive as well as
negative extant data prior to the conduct
of testing under the HPV Challenge
Program are addressed throughout Unit
III. (Ref. 6).

In addition, CMA, the Chemical
Specialties Manufacturers Association
(CSMA), the Soap and Detergent
Association (SDA), the American
Petroleum Institute (API), the Great
Lakes Chemical Corporation (GLCC), the
Silicones Environmental, Health and
Safety Council (SEHSC), the Synthetic
Organic Chemicals Manufacturers
Association (SOCMA), ElIf
Atochem(ATO) , and Environmental
Defense all urged EPA to deny the
petition in its entirety. These comments
generally express the view that the
“Framework” and design of the HPV
Challenge Program will fulfill the need
to make existing hazard test data
available. CMA, CSMA, SDA, APJ,
GLCC, SEHSC, SOCMA, ATO, and
Environmental Defense presented a
number of arguments in support of
denying the petition.

All of the comments received by EPA
on the petition are located in the official
record, as described in Unit I.B.2.
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SUMMARY: In this document, EPA is
notifying the public that we have found
that submitted Maricopa County
(Phoenix, Arizona) serious area
particulate matter (PM-10) attainment
plan is adequate for transportation
conformity purposes. As a result of our
finding, the Maricopa Association of
Governments and the Federal Highway
Administration must use the PM—10
motor vehicle emissions budget from
the submitted plan for future conformity
determinations.

DATES: This determination is effective
April 21, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
finding is available at EPA’s conformity
website: http://www.epa.gov/oms/traq,
(once there, click on the “Conformity”
button, then look for “Adequacy Review
of SIP Submissions for Conformity”’).
You may also contact Karina O’Connor,
U.S. EPA, Region IX, Air Division (AIR—
2), 75 Hawthorne Street, San Francisco,
CA 94105; (415) 744-1247 or
oconnor.karina@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

This notice announces our finding
that the Revised MAG 1999 Serious Area
Particulate Plan for PM-10 for the
Maricopa County Nonattainment Area
(February 2000), submitted by the
Arizona on February 16,2000, is
adequate for transportation conformity
purposes. EPA Region IX made this
finding in a letter to the Arizona

Department of Environmental Quality
and the Maricopa Association of
Governments on March 29, 2000. We are
also announcing this finding on our
conformity website: http://
www.epa.gov/oms/transp/conform/
pastsips.htm.

Transportation conformity is required
by section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act.
Our conformity rule requires that
transportation plans, programs, and
projects conform to state air quality
implementation plans (SIPs) and
establishes the criteria and procedures
for determining whether or not they do.
Conformity to a SIP means that
transportation activities will not
produce new air quality violations,
worsen existing violations, or delay
timely attainment of the national
ambient air quality standards.

The criteria by which we determine
whether a SIP’s motor vehicle emission
budgets are adequate for conformity
purposes are outlined in 40 CFR
93.118(e)(4). One of these criterion is
that the plan provide for attainment of
the relevant ambient air quality
standard by the applicable Clean Air
Act attainment date. We have
preliminarily determined that the
Maricopa County PM—10 plan does
provide for attainment of the PM—10
standards and therefore, can be found
adequate.

This adequacy finding is separate
from and does not affect our February
25, 2000 finding that the plan is
complete under section 110(k)(1) of the
Clean Air Act.

We have described our process for
determining the adequacy of submitted
SIP budgets in guidance (May 14, 1999
memo titled “Conformity Guidance on
Implementation of March 2, 1999
Conformity Court Decision”). We
followed this guidance in making our
inadequacy determination on the
Maricopa County PM—10 plan.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401-7671q.
Dated: March 30, 2000.
Laura Yoshii,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
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