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List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165

Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation
(water), Reporting and record keeping
requirements, Security measures,
Waterways.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Coast Guard proposes to
amend 33 CFR part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

1. The authority citation for part 165
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191;
33 CFR 1.05-1(g), 6.04—1, 6.04—6 and 160.5;
49 CFR 1.46.

2. Add § 165.105 to read as follows:

§165.105 Security Zone: Passenger
Vessels, Portland, Maine Captain of the Port
Zone.

(a) Definition. ‘Passenger vessel”” as
used in this section means a passenger
vessel over 100 gross tons authorized to
carry more than 500 passengers for hire
making voyages, any part of which is on
the high seas, and for which passengers
are embarked or disembarked in the
Portland, Maine, Captain of the Port
zone as delineated in 33 CFR 3.05-15.

(b) Location. The following areas are
security zones:

(1) All navigable waters within the
Portland, Maine, Captain of the Port
Zone, extending from the surface to the
sea floor, within a 100-yard radius of
any passenger vessel that is anchored,
moored, or in the process of mooring.

(2) All navigable waters, within the
Portland, Maine, Captain of the Port
Zone, extending from the surface to the
sea floor, extending 200 yards ahead,
and 100 yards aside and astern of any
passenger vessel that is underway.

(c) Regulations. (1) In accordance with
the general regulations in § 165.33 of
this part, entry into or movement within
these zones is prohibited unless
previously authorized by the Coast
Guard Captain of the Port, Portland,
Maine (COTP) or his designated
representative.

(2) All persons and vessels must
comply with the instructions of the
COTP or the designated on-scene Coast
Guard patrol personnel. On-scene Coast
Guard patrol personnel include
commissioned, warrant and petty
officers of the Coast Guard on board
Coast Guard, Coast Guard Auxiliary,
and local, State and Federal law
enforcement vessels. Emergency
response vessels are authorized to move
within the zone, but must abide by
restrictions imposed by the COTP or his
designated representative.

(3) No person may swim upon or
below the surface of the water within

the boundaries of these security zones
unless previously authorized by the
COTP or his designated representative.
(d) Enforcement. The Captain of the
Port will enforce these zones and may
enlist the aid and cooperation of any
Federal, State, county, municipal, or
private agency to assist in the
enforcement of the regulation.

Dated: February 3, 2003.
Mark P. O’'Malley,

Commander, U.S. Coast Guard, Captain of
the Port, Portland, Maine.

[FR Doc. 03-4635 Filed 2—26-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-15-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[MD 128-3097b; FRL—7450-3]

Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans;
Maryland; Revisions to Regulations for
Permits, Approvals and Registration
and Related Regulations

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

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revisions submitted by the State of
Maryland. The revisions amend
provisions to Maryland’s regulations for
Permits, Approvals, and Registration
and related changes to its regulations for
General Emission Standards,
Prohibitions, and Restrictions, and
Volatile Organic Compounds from
Specific Processes. In the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the State’s SIP submittal as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated. If EPA receives
adverse comments, the direct final rule
will be withdrawn and all public
comments received will be addressed in
a subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. EPA will not institute a
second comment period. Any parties
interested in commenting on this action
should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by March 31, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be
addressed to Harold A. Frankford,
Mailcode 3AP20, U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency, Region III, 1650
Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
19103. Copies of the documents relevant
to this action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air Protection Division,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; and
the Maryland Department of the
Environment, 1800 Washington
Boulevard, Suite 705, Baltimore,
Maryland 21230.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harold A. Frankford, (215) 814—2108 or
by e-mail at frankford.harold@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
further information, please see the
information provided in the direct final
action, with the same title, that is
located in the “Rules and Regulations”
section of this Federal Register
publication. Please note that if EPA
receives adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
EPA may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

Dated: February 4, 2003.
Thomas C. Voltaggio,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 03—4511 Filed 2—26-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[CA 269-0382b; FRL—-7451-7]

Revisions to the California State
Implementation Plan, Mojave Desert
Air Quality Management District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Mojave Desert Air
Quality Management District
(MDAQMD) portion of the California
State Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern Oxides of Nitrogen
(NOx) emissions from Portland cement
kilns. We are proposing to approve a
local rule to regulate these emission
sources under the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by March 31, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Mail comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR—
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
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Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions and EPA’s
technical support document (TSD) at
our Region IX office during normal
business hours. You may also see copies
of the submitted SIP revisions at the
following locations:

California Air Resources Board,
Stationary Source Division, Rule
Evaluation Section, 1001 “I” Street,
Sacramento, CA 95814.

Mojave Desert Air Quality
Management District, 14306 Park
Avenue, Victorville, California 92392.

A copy of the rule may also be
available via the Internet at http://
www.arb.ca.gov/drdb/drdbltxt.htm.
Please be advised that this is not an EPA
website and may not contain the same
version of the rule that was submitted
to EPA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charnjit Bhullar, EPA Region IX, (415)
972-3960.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal addresses the MDAQMD rule
1161. In the Rules and Regulations
section of this Federal Register, we are
approving this local rule in a direct final
action without prior proposal because
we believe these SIP revisions are not
controversial. If we receive adverse
comments, however, we will publish a
timely withdrawal of the direct final
rule and address the comments in
subsequent action based on this
proposed rule. Please note that if we
receive adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
we may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

We do not plan to open a second
comment period, so anyone interested
in commenting should do so at this
time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.

Dated: January 31, 2003.
Alexis Strauss,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 03—4512 Filed 2—26—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[MD141/142-3095b; FRL-7450-1]
Approval and Promulgation of Air

Quality Implementation Plans;
Maryland; Miscellaneous Revisions

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

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve two
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revisions submitted by the State of
Maryland. One revision removes from
the SIP the state ambient air quality
standard for hydrocarbons. The other
revision removes an outdated citation of
a current SIP provision regarding the
granting of visible emissions exceptions
by control officers. In the Final Rules
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the State’s SIP submittal as a
direct final rule without prior proposal
because the Agency views this as a
noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule. If no
adverse comments are received in
response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated. If EPA receives
adverse comments, the direct final rule
will be withdrawn and all public
comments received will be addressed in
a subsequent final rule based on this
proposed rule. EPA will not institute a
second comment period. Any parties
interested in commenting on this action
should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments must be received in
writing by March 31, 2003.

ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be addressed to Harold A. Frankford,
Mailcode 3AP20, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region III, 1650
Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
19103. Copies of the documents relevant
to this action are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours at the Air Protection Division,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region III, 1650 Arch Street,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103; and
the Maryland Department of the
Environment, 1800 Washington
Boulevard, Suite 705, Baltimore,
Maryland 21230.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harold A. Frankford, (215) 814—2108, or
by e-mail at frankford.harold@epa.gov.
Please note that while questions may be
posed via telephone and e-mail, formal
comments must be submitted in writing,
as indicated in the ADDRESSES section of
this document.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
further information, please see the
information provided in the direct final
action, with the same title, that is
located in the “Rules and Regulations”
section of this Federal Register
publication. Please note that if EPA
receives adverse comment on an
amendment, paragraph, or section of
this rule and if that provision may be
severed from the remainder of the rule,
EPA may adopt as final those provisions
of the rule that are not the subject of an
adverse comment.

Dated: February 4, 2003.
Thomas C. Voltaggio,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.
[FR Doc. 03—4515 Filed 2—26—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 62

[Region Il Docket No. VI4-249B; FRL-7455—
4]

Approval and Promulgation of State
Plans for Designated Facilities; Virgin
Islands

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) is proposing to approve a
negative declaration submitted by the
Government of the United States Virgin
Islands. The negative declaration
satisfies EPA’s promulgated Emission
Guidelines (EG) for existing commercial
and industrial solid waste incineration
(CISWI) units. In accordance with the
EG, states are not required to submit a
plan to implement and enforce the EG
if there are no existing CISWI units in
the state and it submits a negative
declaration letter in place of the State
Plan. In the “Rules and Regulations”
section of this Federal Register, EPA is
approving the Virgin Islands submittal
as a direct final rule without prior
proposal because the Agency views this
as a noncontroversial submittal and
anticipates no adverse comments. A
detailed rationale for the approval is set
forth in the direct final rule.

If EPA receives no adverse comments,
EPA will not take further action on this
proposed rule. If EPA receives adverse
comments, EPA will withdraw the
direct final rule and it will not take
effect. EPA will address all public
comments in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. The EPA
will not institute a second comment
period on this action. Any parties
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