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Administrator certifies that it does not
have a significant impact on any small
entities affected. Moreover, due to the
nature of the Federal-state relationship
under the Act, preparation of a
flexibility analysis would constitute
Federal inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of state action. The Act
forbids EPA to base its actions
concerning SIPs on such grounds.
Union Electric Co. v. U.S. EPA, 427 U.S.
246, 255–66 (1976); 42 U.S.C.
7410(a)(2).

C. Unfunded Mandates
Under section 202 of the Unfunded

Mandates Reform Act of 1995
(‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’), signed
into law on March 22, 1995, EPA must
prepare a budgetary impact statement to
accompany any proposed or final rule
that includes a Federal mandate that
may result in estimated costs to State,
local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate; or to the private sector, of
$100 million or more. Under section
205, EPA must select the most cost-
effective and least burdensome
alternative that achieves the objectives
of the rule and is consistent with
statutory requirements. Section 203
requires EPA to establish a plan for
informing and advising any small
governments that may be significantly
or uniquely impacted by the rule.

EPA has determined that the approval
action promulgated does not include a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated costs of $100 million or more
to either State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate, or to the
private sector. This Federal action
approves pre-existing requirements
under state or local law, and imposes no
new Federal requirements. Accordingly,
no additional costs to State, local, or
tribal governments, or to the private
sector, result from this action.

D. Submission to Congress and the
General Accounting Office

Under 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A) as added
by the Small Business Regulatory
Enforcement Fairness Act of 1996, EPA
submitted a report containing this rule
and other required information to the
U.S. Senate, the U.S. House of
Representatives, and the Comptroller
General of the General Accounting
Office prior to publication of the rule in
today’s Federal Register. This rule is
not a ‘‘major rule’’ as defined by
5 U.S.C. 804(2).

E. Petitions for Judicial Review
Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean

Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the

appropriate circuit by November 29,
1996. Filing a petition for
reconsideration by the Administrator of
this final rule does not affect the finality
of this rule for the purposes of judicial
review nor does it extend the time
within which a petition for judicial
review must be filed, and shall not
postpone the effectiveness of such rule
or action. This action may not be
challenged later in proceedings to
enforce its requirements (see section
307(b)(2)).

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Particulate matter, Reporting and
recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: August 29, 1996.
Patricia D. Hull,
Acting Regional Administrator.

Chapter I, title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.

Subpart BB—Montana

2. Section 52.1370 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(44) to read as
follows:

§ 52.1370 Identification of plan.

* * * * *
(c) * * *
(44) The Governor of Montana

submitted PM10 contingency measures
and a recodification of the local
regulations for Libby, Montana in a
letter dated March 15, 1995. In addition,
the Governor of Montana submitted
revisions to the local open burning
regulations and other minor
administrative amendments on May 13,
1996.

(i) Incorporation by reference.
(A) Board order issued on December

16, 1994 by the Montana Board of
Health and Environmental Sciences
adopting stipulation of the Montana
Department of Health and
Environmental Sciences and Stimson
Lumber Company.

(B) Board order issued December 16,
1994 by the Montana Board of Health
and Environmental Sciences adopting
the PM10 contingency measures as part
of the Libby air pollution control
program.

(C) Board order issued on February 1,
1996 by the Montana Board of
Environmental Review approving

amendments to the Libby Air Pollution
Control Program.

(D) Lincoln Board of Commissioners
Resolution No. 377, signed September
27, 1995, and Libby City Council
Ordinance No. 1507, signed November
20, 1995, adopting revisions to the
Lincoln County Air Pollution Control
Program, Sections 75.1.103 through
75.1.719.

(E) Lincoln County Air Pollution
Control Program, Sections 75.1.101
through 75.1.719, effective December
21, 1995.

[FR Doc. 96–24532 Filed 9–27–96; 8:45 am]
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40 CFR Part 82

[FRL–5616–9]

Protection of Stratospheric Ozone

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of denial of petition.

SUMMARY: This action notifies the public
that the Agency received a petition
pursuant to section 612(d) of the Clean
Air Act, under the Significant New
Alternatives Policy (SNAP) Program,
and that EPA is denying the petition.
SNAP implements section 612 of the
amended Clean Air Act of 1990, which
requires EPA to evaluate substitutes for
ozone-depleting Substances (ODS) and
to regulate the use of substitutes where
other alternatives exist that reduce
overall risk to human health and the
environment. Through these
evaluations, EPA generates lists of
acceptable and unacceptable substitutes
for each of the major industrial use
sectors.

In developing the March 18, 1994
final SNAP rule (59 FR 13044), EPA
identified HFC–134a as a potential
replacement for CFC–12. It is
manufactured by several companies
worldwide. In the March 18, 1994 final
rule, EPA found HFC–134a to be an
acceptable substitute for CFC–12 in a
variety of end-uses.

OZ Technology, Inc. submitted
Hydrocarbon Blend B, or HC–12a, as a
CFC–12 substitute in a variety of end-
uses on July 19, 1994. In the June 13,
1995 final SNAP rule (60 FR 31092),
EPA found the use of Hydrocarbon
Blend B unacceptable as a substitute for
CFC–12 in all end-uses other than
industrial process refrigeration. This
determination was based on a lack of
adequate data demonstrating that HC–
12a could be used safely in these end-
uses. In addition, numerous other
acceptable alternatives exist.
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On December 5, 1995, OZ
Technology, Inc. petitioned EPA to
remove Hydrocarbon Blend B from the
unacceptable list and add it to the
acceptable list, and to remove HFC–
134a from the acceptable list and add it
to the unacceptable list. The petition is
in Air Docket A–91–42, file number VI-
D–135. On August 30, 1996, EPA denied
the first request in the petition on the
basis that the information included in
the petition did not include a
scientifically valid, comprehensive risk
assessment for the requested CFC–12
end-uses, and the second request on the
basis that the petition did not contain
sufficient evidence of a safety hazard
posed by the use HFC–134a as a CFC–
12 substitute in any end-use. The denial
and the accompanying documentation
are in Air Docket A–91–42, file number
VI-C–20.

ADDRESSES: Information relevant to this
notice is contained in Air Docket A–91–
42, Central Docket Section, South
Conference Room 4, U.S. Environmental
Agency, 401 M Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20460. Telephone:
(202) 260–7548. The docket may be
inspected between 8:00 a.m. and 5:30
p.m. weekdays. As provided in 40 CFR
part 2, a reasonable fee may be charged
for photocopying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jeffrey Levy at (202) 233–9727 or fax
(202) 233–9577, U.S. EPA, Stratospheric
Protection Division, 401 M Street, S.W.,
Mail Code 6205J, Washington, D.C.
20460.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Contact
the Stratospheric Protection Hotline at
1–800–296–1996, Monday-Friday,
between the hours of 10:00 a.m. and
4:00 p.m. (Eastern Standard Time)
weekdays.

For more information on the Agency’s
process for administering the SNAP
program or criteria for evaluation of
substitutes, refer to the SNAP final
rulemaking published in the Federal
Register on March 18, 1994 (59 FR
13044). Federal Register notices can be
ordered from the Government Printing
Office Order Desk (202) 783–3238; the
citation is the date of publication. This
notice may also be obtained on the
World Wide Web at http://
www.epa.gov/docs/ozone/title6/snap/.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 82

Environmental protection,
Administrative practice and procedure,
Air pollution control, Reporting and
Recordkeeping requirements.

Dated: September 20, 1996.
Mary D. Nichols,
Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.
[FR Doc. 96–24892 Filed 9–27–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL 5616–2]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List Update

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of deletion of the
Hanford 1100–Area (USDOE) from the
National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 10 announces the
deletion of the Hanford 1100–Area
(USDOE), located in Benton County,
Washington, from the National Priorities
List (NPL). The NPL is Appendix B to
40 CFR Part 300 which is the National
Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP), which EPA
promulgated pursuant to Section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended.
EPA and the State of Washington have
determined that the Site poses no
significant threat to public health or the
environment; and, therefore, further
remedial measures pursuant to CERCLA
are not appropriate.
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 30, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dave Einan, U.S. EPA Region 10, 712
Swift Boulevard, Suite 5, Richland,
Washington 99352, (509) 376–3883.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The site to
be deleted from the NPL is the Hanford
1100–Area (USDOE), which is located
near the City of Richland in Benton
County, Washington.

A Notice of Intent to Delete for this
site was published on August 15, 1996
(61 FR 42402). The closing date for
comments on the Notice of Intent to
Delete was September 16, 1996. EPA
received no comments.

EPA identifies sites on the NPL that
appear to present a significant risk to
human health or the environment. As
described in Section 300.425(e)(3) of the
NCP, sites deleted from the NPL remain
eligible for remedial actions in the
unlikely event that conditions at the site
warrant such action. Deletion of the Site
from the NPL does not itself create,
alter, or revoke any individual rights or
obligations.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous
substances, Hazardous waste,
Intergovernmental relations, Penalties,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Water
pollution control, Water supply.

Dated: September 19, 1996.
Charles E. Findley,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 10.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, 40 CFR part 300 is amended
as follows:

PART 300—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
9601–9657; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757, 3 CFR
1991 Comp., p. 351; E.O. 12580, 52 FR 2923,
3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p. 193.

Appendix B—[Amended]

2. Table 2 of appendix B to part 300
is amended by removing the site
Hanford 1100–Area (USDOE), Benton
County, Washington.

[FR Doc. 96–24854 Filed 9–27–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL 5616–3]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of deletion of the ALCOA
(Vancouver Smelter) site from the
National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 10 announces the
deletion of the ALCOA (Vancouver
Smelter) NPL Site, located in Vancouver
(Clark County), Washington from the
National Priorities List (NPL). The NPL
is Appendix B of 40 CFR Part 300 which
is the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(NCP), which EPA promulgated
pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended.
EPA and the State of Washington
Department of Ecology (Ecology) have
determined that the Site poses no
significant threat to public health or the
environment and, therefore, further


