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entities. Moreover, due to the nature of
the Federal/State relationship under the
CAA, preparation of a regulatory
flexibility analysis would constitute
Federal inquiry into the economic
reasonableness of State action. The CAA
forbids EPA to base its actions
concerning SIPs on such grounds.
Union Electric Co. v. U.S. E.P.A. , 427
U.S. 246, 256–66 (S.Ct. 1976); 42 U.S.C.
section 7410 (a)(2).

Unfunded Mandates

Under Sections 202, 203, and 205 of
the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of
1995 (‘‘Unfunded Mandates Act’’),
signed into law on March 22, 1995, EPA
must undertake various actions in
association with proposed or final rules
that include a Federal mandate that may
result in estimated costs of $100 million
or more to the private sector or to State,
local, or tribal governments in the
aggregate.

Through submission of this State
implementation plan revision, the State
and any affected local or tribal
governments have elected to adopt the
program provided for under Part D of
the Clean Air Act. These rules may bind
State, local, and tribal governments to
perform certain actions and also require
the private sector to perform certain
duties. The rules being proposed for
limited approval and limited
disapproval by this action will impose
no new requirements because affected
sources are already subject to these
regulations under State law. Therefore,
no additional costs to State, local, or
tribal governments or to the private
sector result from this action. EPA has
also determined that this proposed
action does not include a mandate that
may result in estimated costs of $100
million or more to State, local, or tribal
governments in the aggregate or to the
private sector.

Executive Order 12866

This action has been classified as a
Table 3 action for signature by the
Regional Administrator under
procedures published in the Federal
Register on January 19, 1989 (54 FR
2214–2225), as revised by a July 10,
1995 memorandum from Mary Nichols,
Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation. The Office of Management
and Budget has exempted this
regulatory action from review under
Executive Order 12866.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Intergovernmental relations, Nitrogen
dioxide, Ozone, Reporting and

recordkeeping requirements, Volatile
organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.
Dated: February 12, 1997.

Felicia Marcus,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 97–4966 Filed 2–27–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81

[ME47–1–6996b; A–1–FRL–5693–6]

Approval, Maine Air Quality
Implementation Plans; and
Redesignation of Hancock and Waldo
Counties; Maine

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA or Agency).
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: USEPA is proposing to
approve under the Clean Air Act two
requests from the State of Maine:
approval of the Maine 1990 base year
inventory into the Maine State
Implementation Plan; and a
redesignation request by the State of
Maine. The first request will establish
the 1990 base year inventory of volatile
organic compounds and oxides of
nitrogen emissions for the classified
ozone nonattainment areas in Maine.
The second request will redesignate the
Hancock and Waldo counties marginal
ozone nonattainment area from
nonattainment to attainment, and
approve the 1993 attainment year
inventory for Hancock and Waldo
counties as the required 1993 periodic
inventory. In the Final Rules Section of
this Federal Register, EPA is approving
the State’s request as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
revision 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 that direct final
rule, no further activity is contemplated
in relation to this proposed rule. 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
on this proposal. Any parties interested
in commenting on this proposal should
do so at this time.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 31, 1997.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Susan Studlien, Deputy Director, Office
of Ecosystem Protection (mail code
CAA), U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, Region I, JFK Federal Bldg.,
Boston, MA 02203. Copies of the State
submittal and EPA’s technical support
document are available for public
inspection during normal business
hours, by appointment at the Office of
Ecosystem Protection, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region I, One Congress Street, 11th
floor, Boston, MA and the Bureau of Air
Quality Control, Department of
Environmental Protection, 71 Hospital
Street, Augusta, ME 04333. Persons
interested in examining these
documents should make an
appointment with the appropriate office
at least 24 hours before the visiting day.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
the base year inventory, Robert
McConnell, (617) 565–9266, and for the
Hancock and Waldo counties
redesignation request Richard P.
Burkhart, (617) 565–3578.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the direct
final rule which is located in the Rules
Section of this Federal Register.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.
Dated: February 3, 1997.

John P. DeVillars,
Regional Administrator, Region I.
[FR Doc. 97–4965 Filed 2–27–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 63

[AD–FRL–5696–1]

RIN 2060–AD93

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants for Source
Categories: Gasoline Distribution
(Stage I)

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

SUMMARY: On December 14, 1994, the
EPA promulgated the ‘‘National
Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for Source Categories:
Gasoline Distribution (Stage I)’’ (the
‘‘Gasoline Distribution NESHAP’),
pursuant to section 112 of the Clean Air
Act (Act). This action is proposing
amendments to those final standards in
order to implement a proposed
settlement agreement with the American
Petroleum Institute noticed for comment
on November 15, 1996 regarding
improvements in the screening
equations for determining applicability
of the Gasoline Distribution NESHAP.
No comments were received on the
noticed proposed settlement agreement.
This action also proposes some


