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Appendices B and C  to part 636— [Reserved]

Appendix D to part 636—Glossary
In addition to the terms listed in appendix 

D to part 634 of this subchapter, the following 
terms apply:
A T V —All Terrain Vehicles 
CID—Criminal Investigation Division 
C U C V —Commercial Utility Cargo Vehicle 
DDC—Defensive Driving Course 
DOD—Department of Defense 
DPCA—Directorate of Personnel and 

Community Activities 
DUI—Driving Under the Influence 
DDC—Motorcycle Defensive Driving Course 
MP—Military Police 
NLT—not later than
USAREUR—United States Army—Europe 
Kenneth L. Denton,
Alternate Army Federal Register Liaison 
Officer.
[FR Doc. 91-14060 Filed 6-18-91; 8:45 am] 
BILUNG CODE 3710-08-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52 

[M I2-1-5075; FR L-3966-2]

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Michigan

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA).
ACTION: Notice of final rulemaking.
s u m m a r y : USEPA is disapproving a site- specific revision to the Michigan State Implementation Plan (SIP) for ozone for the James River-KVP Plant in Kalamazoo County. The revision concerns volatile organic compounds (VOC) emissions from surface coating lines and would constitute an emissions trade (bubble) for the printing and coating lines, based upon multiple day “time averaging” of emissions and the extension of compliance dates. USEPA is disapproving this revision because it does not meet USEPA’s policy requirements on bubbles, compliance date extensions, and extended averaging times.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This final rulemaking becomes effective on July 19,1991. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the SIP revision request and other materials relating to this rulemaking are available for inspection at the following address: (It is recommended that you telephone Charles H. Hatten, at (312) 886-6031, before visiting the Region V  office.) U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V , Air Toxics and Radiation Branch (5AT-26), 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois, 60604.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Charles H. Hatten, Air Toxics and

Radiation Branch (5AT-26), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V, Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886-6031.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: On January 27,1984, the Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) submitted Consent Order Number 21-1983 for James River-KVP as a revision to its SIP. This revision concerns operations located at the James River-KVP Plant in Kalamazoo County, a “rural” county which has been designated as a nonattainment area for ozone. Michigan submitted additional information for James River-KVP on May 3,1984, and May 25,1984. On July 23,1984, the State of Michigan submitted an “Alteration” to Consent Order No. 21-1983. Further information was submitted by the State on February 22, 1985.The James River-KVP Plant has three types of emission sources to Michigan V O C  regulations: A  55 parchment machine, a solvent coater, and a gravure graphic arts line consisting of six rotogravure presses. The parchment machines and solvent coater are regulated within the Michigan SIP by Rule 336.1610. The rotogravure printing and coating operations are regulated within the Michigan SIP by Rule 336.1624. The SIP revision seeks a bubble with multiple day “time averaging” and an extension of compliance dates for the James River- KVP emission sources.Proposed Rulemaking ActionOn May 10,1989, USEPA proposed to disapprove the site-specific revision to the Michigan SIP for the James River- KVP Plant.1 Comments on this notice of proposed rulemaking were received from counsel representing James River- KVP. However, the comments submitted by the commentor were not intended to refute the bases for USEPA’s proposed disapproval. Instead, the commentor speculated on potential modifications to the proposed SIP revision which would address USEPA’s objections. Because these comments do not deal with the underlying bases for USEPA’s proposed disapproval of the current SIP revision, USEPA does not believe that these comments are relevant to the

1 For a discussion of the history of the variance, the current Michigan SIP requirements, the emission limits contained in Consent Order 21-1983 (as altered), USEPA’s current bubble policy, USEPA’s extended averaging time criteria, USEPA’s compliance date extension criteria, and USEPA’s evaluation of the James River-KVP revision, please refer to the M ay 10,1989 (54 FR 20153), Federal 
Register and to Technical Support Documents (TSD) dated April 20,1984, December 17,1986, and March 17,1987.

rulemaking currently before the Agency and is not responding to them in this rulemaking.2Final Rulemaking ActionUSEPA disapproves this requested SIP revision for the following reasons (as detailed in the May 10,1989, Federal Register notice):(1) The revision does not meet the requirements of the 1986 Emissions Trading Policy Statement (ETPS).(2) The State did not demonstrate that the application of reasonably available control technology at James River-KVP is infeasible on a daily basis or that daily emissions cannot be determined.(3) The State did not provide a demonstration that the use of long-term averaging (greater than 24-hour averaging) will not jeopardize either ambient standards attainment or the reasonable further progress (RFP) plan for the area.(4) The Consent Order does not satisfy USEPA’s compliance date extension policy.Today’s action makes final the action proposed at May 10,1989 (54 FR 21053). As noted elsewhere in this notice, USEPA received no adverse public comment on the proposed action. As a direct result, the Regional Administrator has reclassified this action from a Table One to a Table Two action under the processing procedures established at 54 FR 2214. On January 6,1989, the Office of Management and Budget waived Table Two SIP revisions (54 FR 2222) from the requirements of Section 3 of Executive Order 12291 for a period of 2 years.Nothing is this action should be construed as permitting or allowing or establishing a precedent for any future request for revision to any SIP. Each request for revision to the SIP shall be considered separately in light of specific technical, economic, and environmental factors and in relation to relevant statutory and regulatory requirements.The Agency has reviewed this request for revision of the federally-approved SIP conformance with the provisions of the 1990 Amendments enacted on November 15,1990, in addition to the 1977 Amendments of the Clean Air Act. The Agency has determined that this action does not conform with the statute as amended and must be disapproved. The Agency has examined the issue of whether this action should be reviewed
2 James River-KVP has the option of submitting a new SIP revision to the State of Michigan, which it then may submit to USEPA as a revision to the Michigan SIP. However, USEPA can only act today on the proposed SIP that has been submitted by the MDNR.



Federal Register / V o l. 56, N o . 118 / W ednesday, June 19, 1991 / Rules and Regulations 28087only under the provisions of the law as it existed on the date of submittal to the Agency (i.e., prior to November 15,1990) and has determined that the Agency must apply the new law to this revision.Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean Air A c t petitions for judicial review of this action must be hied in the United States Court of Appeals for the appropriate circuit by August 19,1991. Filing a petition for reconsideration by the Administrator of this final rule does not effect the finality of this rule for the purpose of judicial review nor does it extend the time within which a petition for judicial review may 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 307(b)(2).)List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52Air pollution control, Environmental protection, Hydrocarbons, Intergovernmental relations, Ozone.
Dated: June 10,1991.

Valdas V . Adamkus,
Regional Adm inistrator.
[FR Doc. 91-14497 Filed 6-18-91; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 180

[PP 0E3845 /R1110; FRL-3882-4]

RIN 2070-AB78

Pesticide Tolerance for Ethyl 3-Methyl-
4-(Methylthio)Phenyl(1-Methylethyl)
Phosphoramidate

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
a c t io n : Final rule.
s u m m a r y : This document establishes a tolerance for residues of the nematicide ethyl 3-methyl-4-(methylthio)phenyl (1- methyleihyl) phosphoramidate (also referred to in this document as fenamiphos) in or on the raw agricultural commodity bok choy. The regulation to establish a maximum permissible level for residues of the nematicide in or on the commodity was requested in a petition submitted by the Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 4).
e f f e c t iv e  d a t e : This regulation becomes effective June 19,1991. 
a d d r e s s e s : Written objections, identified by the document control number, [PP 0E3845/R1110], may be submitted to: Hearing Clerk (A-110), Environmental Protection Agency, rm. 3708, 401 M St., SW ., Washington, DC 20460.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By mail: Hoyt Jamerson, Emergency Response and Minor Use Section (H- 7505C), Registration Division, Environmental Protection Agency, 401M St., SW ., Washington, DC 20460. Office location and telephone number: rm.716C, CM  #2,1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, V A  22202, (703)- 557-2310.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the Federal Register of February 21,1991 (56 FR 7003), EPA issued a proposed rule that gave notice that the Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR-4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment Station, P.O . Box 231, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ 08903, had submitted pesticide petition (PP) 0E3845 to EPA on behalf of the Agricultural Experiment Station of California.The petition requested that the Administrator, pursuant to section 408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic A ct, propose to establish tolerances for the residues of the nematicide fenamiphos (ethyl 3-methyl- 4-(methylthio) phenyl (1-methylethyl) phosphoramidate) in or on the raw agricultural commodity bok choy at 0.5 part per million (ppm). The petitioner proposed that this use be limited to California based on the geographical representation of the residue data submitted. Additional residue data will be required to expand the area of usage. Persons seeking geographically broader registration should contact the Agency’s Registration Division at the address provided above.There were no comments or requests for referral to an advisory committee received in response to the proposed rule.The data submitted in the petition and other relevant material have been evaluated and discussed in the proposed rule. Based on the data and information considered, the Agency concludes that the tolerance will protect the public health. Therefore, the tolerance is established as set forth below.Any person adversely affected by this regulation may, within 30 days after the date of publication in the Federal Register, file written objections and/or a request for a hearing with the Hearing Clerk at the address given above. The objections submitted must specify the provisions of the regulation deemed objectionable and the other grounds for the objections. If a hearing is granted, the objection must include a statement of the factual issue(s) on which a hearing is requested and the requestor’s contentions on each such issue. A  request for a hearing will be granted if the Administrator determines that the

material submitted shows the following: there is a genuine and substantial issue of fact; there is a reasonable possibility that available evidence identified by the request would, if established, resolve one or more of such issues in favor of the requestor, taking into account uncontested claims or facts to the contrary; and resolution of the factual issue(s) in the manner sought by the requestor would be adequate to justify the action requested.The Office of Management and Budget has exempted this rule from the requirements of section 3 of Executive Order 12291.Pursuant to the requirements of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 354, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U .S .C . 601-612), the Administrator has determined that regulations establishing new tolerances or raising tolerance levels or establishing exemptions from tolerance requirements do not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities. A  certification statement to this effect was published in the Federal Register of May 4,1981 (46 FR 24950).List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 180Administrative practice and procedure, Agricultural commodities, Pesticides and pests, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements.Dated: May 28,1991.
Douglas D. Campt,
Director, O ffice o f Pesticide Programs.Therefore, 40 CFR part 180 is amended as follows:
PART 180— [AMENDED]1. The authority citation for part 180 continues to read as follows:

Authority: 21 U .S.C. 346a and 371.2. In § 180.349(c), by adding and alphabetically inserting the raw agricultural commodity bok choy, to read as follows:
§180.349 Ethy l 3-methyl-4- 
(methylth io)pheny I (1 -m ethylethy I) 
phosphoram idate; to le rances fo r residues. 
* * * * *(c) * * *

Commodity ’’ S S i T
Bok choy............................ .............. ............. ....... 0.5
[FR Doc. 91-14099 Filed 6-18-91; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-f
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40 CFR Part 271
[FRL-3964-9]

Ohio: Final Authorization of State; 
Hazardous Waste Management 
Program: Response to Comments and 
Corrections

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency.
ACTION: Immediate final rule: Response to comments and corrections.
SUMMARY: This notice addresses two comments received in response to the April 8,1991, Federal Register (56 FR 14203) regarding Ohio’s provisions for the listing of K090 and K091 as hazardous waste found in Ohio Administrative Code 3745-51-32. Additionally, today’s notice includes two provisions of Ohio’s hazardous waste management program which were inadvertently left out of the April 8,1991, Federal Register. Finally, today’s notice corrects the table of authorities previously published in the Federal 
Register dated April 8,1991, regarding final authorization of revisions to Ohio’s hazardous waste management program. 
DATES: Final authorization for Ohio’s program revisions shall be effective August 19,1991, unless EPA publishes a prior Federal Register action withdrawing this Immediate Final Rule. Public comments on the two omitted provisions will be accepted until the close of business, July 19,1991. 
ADDRESSES: These provisions were made available to the public for review during the public comment period for the original application and are still

available at the organizations at the U .S. Environmental Protection Agency,Region V , W aste Management Division, Office of RCRA, Regulatory Development Section, 5HR-JCK-13, 230 South Dearborn, Chicago, Illinois 60604. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:Ms. Virginia Kroncke, (312) 353-4716 [FTS8-353-4716].
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Response to CommentsTwo commenters suggested that Ohio should not be authorized for the Non- H SW A rule—Identification and Listing of Hazardous Waste; and Designation, Reportable Quantities, and Notification, 53 FR 35412, September 13,1988. Both commenters cite American Mining 
Congress v. U.S. EPA, (AMC) 907 F2d 1179 (D.C. Cir. 1990) as authority to withhold authorizing Ohio for this rule. The commenters correctly point out that in AM C, the court remanded the Agency’s decision for “fuller explanation of its decision to list K064, K066, and, in some respects, K090 and K091” at 907 F.2d 1191. However, this court order in no way removed these wastes from regulation as hazardous wastes under 40 CFR 261. Therefore, the State may apply for and receive authorization for its analog to 40 CFR 261.Furthermore, the State programs are allowed to be “more stringent and broader in scope” than the Federal program as provided in 40 CFR 271.1(i) (1) and (2). Thus, even if these wastes are excluded from the Federal listing of hazardous waste, Ohio may still apply for authorization of a hazardous waste

management program which lists these wastes as hazardous.
U. AdditionsTwo provisions of Ohio’s hazardous waste management program were inadvertently left out of the April 8,1991, Federal Register. These two provisions are listed here and can be found on the amended table of authorities printed below. On [insert date 60 days after publication] (unless EPA publishes a prior FR action withdrawing this immediate final rule), Ohio will be authorized to carry out, in lieu of the Federal program, these provisions of the State’s program which are analogous to the following provisions of the Federal program (in addition to the provisions listed in the April 8,1991, Federal Register): Location Standards for Salt Domes, Salt Beds, Underground Mines and Caves (FR 7/ 15/87), analogous state authority Ohio Administrative Code (OAC), chapter 3745, rules 54-18(C) and 65-18 effective 12/30/89; and Permit Life (FR 7/15/87), analogous State authority O A C rule 50- 54(A) effective 3/4/85.
III. CorrectionsOne commenter pointed out that several corrections and additions to the table of authorities were necessary to reflect the current analogous State authority. EPA has amended the table of authorities with the corrected analogous sections reprinted below.The following corrections are made to Volume 56, Number 67 Federal Register appearing on page 14203 and 14204, in the issue of April 8,1991.

Federal requirement Analogous state authorityA* Dioxin W aste Listing and Management Standards, 50 FR 1978-2006, January 14,1985.

A  W aste Minimization, 50 FR 28702, July 15,1985....................................................................
A Location Standards for Salt Domes, Salt Beds, Underground Mines and Caves, 50 FR 28702.A  Liquids in Landfills, 50 FR 28702, July 15,1985................................................................... ...
A  Ground-Water Monitoring, 50 FR 28702, July 15,1985.......................................................
A  Cement Kilns, 50 FR 28702, July 15,1985............................................................................... .
A Permit Life, 50 FR 28702, July 15,1985.................................................................................„..
A Listing of TDI, DNT, and TDA W astes, 50 FR 42936-42943, October 23,1985.

Ohio Administrative Code (OAC), Chapter 3745, rules 50-44(A)(7), 50-44(C)(2)(g), (3)0). (4)(k), (5)(i), (7)0), effective 8/3/90;Rules 51-31, appendix to rule 51-31, 51-33(F), appendix to rule 51-11, 55-75(C) & (D), effective 6/29/90;Rule 65-01, effective 4/1/90;Rules 51-05(E)(1) & (2), 51-07(B)(1) & (3), 51-20, 51-30(D), appendix to rule 51- 30, 57-43(A), 68-83(A) & (B), effective 12/30/89;Rules 56-33(A) & (B), 56-60(A) & (B), 56-83(A) & (B), 57-18(A) & (B), and 68- 52(A) & (B), effective 1/30/86;Rules 50-40(C), 50-58(J)(2), 52-41 (A)(6)-(8), 54-70(B), 54-73(B)(9), effective 12/ 30/89;Rules 54-18(C), 65-18, effective 12/30/89;Rules 57-14, 68-14(A) & (D), effective 12/30/89;Rule 54-90(B), effective 12/30/89;Rule 51 -06(A)(2), effective 12/30/89;Rule 51-33, effective 6/29/90;Rule 58-42(C), effective 5/28/87;Rule 50-54(A), effective 3/4/85;Rules 51 -33(F), 51-11, effective 6/29/90;Rules 51-20, 51-30, 51-32, effective 12/30/89;
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Federal requirement Analogous state authority£  Burning of Waste Fuel and Used Oil, Fuel in Boilers and Industrial Furnaces, 50 FR 49164-49212, November 29, 1985, (as amended on November 19, 1986, at 51 FR 41900-41904, and April 13.1987, at 52 FR 11819-11822).
■ jf Listing of Four Spent Solvents, 51 FR 6541-6542, February 25,1986.
^Standards for Hazardous W aste Storage and Treatment Tank Systems, 51 FR 25470-25486, July 14,1986.

+  Listing of EBDC 51 FR 37725-37729 October 24,1986
■ fa Land Disposal Restrictions, 51 FR 40572-40654, November 7,1986 (as amended on June 4,1987, 52 FR 21010).

•fa Liability Requirements for Hazardous W aste Facilities; Corporate Guarantee, 52 FR 44314-44321, November 18, 1987.Technical Corrections; Identification and Listing of Hazardous W aste, 53 FR 13382-13393, April 22, 1988.Farmer Exemptions; Technical Corrections, 53 FR 27164-27165, July 19,1988....
•fr Land Disposal Restrictions for First Third Scheduled W astes, 53 FR 31138- 31222, August 17,1988.

Hazardous Waste Management System; Standards for Hazardous Waste, Storage and Treatment Tank Systems, 53 FR 34079-34087, September 2,1988.

Rules 51 —03(C)(2)(b)(ii), 51-05(B), 51-06(A)(2)(c), (3)(c) & (g)-(i), 58-45(A)-(E) & (G), 58-46, 58-50(A)-(E), 58-51 (A) & (B), effective 12/30/89;Rules 58-53, 58-54, effective 12/8/88;Rules 57-40(A)(2), 58-40(A) & (B), 58-42(A) & (B), 58-43(A)-(C), 58-44, 58-52, 68-40, effective 5/28/87;Rules 51-31, 51-33, appendix to rule 51-11, effective 6/29/90;Appendix to rules 51-20, 51-30, effective 12/30/89;• * *Rules 50-10(A)(2), (6), (14), (19), (31), (49), (53), (59), (67), (69), (95), (98), (107), (108), & (119), 50-44(A)(5) & (13), 50-44(C)(2), effective 8/3/90;Rules 51-04 (A)(8), 54-15(B)(4), 55-90, 66-90, 66-93, effective 6/29/90;Rules 52-34 (A)(1), (D)(2) & (3), 65-15(B)(4), effective 4/1/90;Rules 54-73 (B)(6), 65-13(B)(6), 65-73(B)(3) & (6), 66-95, 66-992, effective 12/30/89*Rules 55-10(B)(3), 55-40(B)(3), 55-91, 55-92, 55-93, 55-94, 55-95, 55-96, 55- 97, 55-98, 55-99, 66-10(B)(3), 66-40(B), 66-91, 66-92, 66-94, 66-96, 66-97, 66-98, 66-99, 66-991, effective 12/8/88;Rule 51-30, appendix II to rule 51-20, effective 12/30/89;Rule 51-32, effective 8/29/85;Rules 50-10, 50-44(A)(21), effective 8/3/90;Rules 51 -04(c) & (D)(1), 59-41, 59-42(A) & (B), 59-43, effective 6/29/90;Rules 50-51 (K)(5), 52-11(F), 54-01(H), 54-13(A)(1), (B)(6) & (7), 65-01(E), effective 4/1/90;Rules 51-01 (A), 51-05(B), (C), (E), (F)(2), & (G)(2), 51-06(A)(3) & (C)(1), 51- 07(A), 51-20, 53-12, 54-73(B)(3), & (10)-(14), 59-01 (A)-(C), 59-02, 59-03, 59- 04, 59-07, 59-30, 59-31, 59-40, 59-41, 59-44, 59-50, 65-13(A)(1), (B)(6) & (7), 65-73(B)(3) & (8)-(12), effective 12/30/89;Rule 49-031 (A), effective 2/23/89; Rule 51-30(B), effective 4/15/81;Rule 50-01, effective 12/2/81;Rules 55-47(G)(2) & (3), 55-51 (H)(2), 66-47(G)(2) & (3), effective 6/29/90;Rules 51-33(E) & (F), appendix to 51-11, effective 6/29/90;Rules 52-10(B)(1) & (D), 54-01(G)(4), 65-01(C)(8), effective 4/1/90;Rules 50-45(C)(2), 59-01 (C)(5), effective 12/30/89;Rules 59-41(A), 59-42(A)(2), 59-43, effective 6/29/90;Rule 54-13(B)(7)(C), effective 4/1/90;Rules 54-73(B)(10)-(16), 58-30(B), 59-01 (C)(3)-(5) & (D), 59-04(A)(2), 59-07, 59-08, 59-30(B) & (C), 59-31, 59-32(D)-(G), 59-33, 59-40(A) & (C), 59-50(D), 65-13(B)(7)(C), 65-73(B)(8)/(14), effective 12/30/89;Rules 50-10(A)(27), (28), (128) & (129), effective 8/3/90;Rules 55-14, 55-90, 66-90, 66-93(F)(3) & (G)(3)(c), effective 6/29/90;Rule 66-992(C)(3), effective 12/30/89;Rule 66-14, effective 02/23/89;Rules 55-93(F)(3), 55-96, 66-10(B)(2), 66-96, effective 12/8/88;
List of Subjects in 40 Part 271Administrative practice and procedure, Confidential business information, Hazardous materials transportation, Hazardous waste, Indian lands, Intergovernmental relations, Penalties, Reporting and recordkeeping requirements, Water pollution control, Water supply.

Authority: This notice is issued under the 
authority of sections 2002(a) 3006, and 7004(b) 
of the Solid Waste Disposal Act as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 6912(a), 6926 and 6974(b).
Valdas V . Adamkus,
Regional Adm inistrator.
FR Doc. 91-14205 Filed 6-18-91; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

40 CFR Part 281

[FRL-3966-9]

New Hampshire; Final Approval of 
State Underground Storage Tank 
Program

AGENCY: Environmental Protection Agency.
a c t i o n : Notice of final determination on New Hampshire’s application for final approval.
SUMMARY: The State of New Hampshire has applied for final approval of its underground storage tank program under subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed New Hampshire’s application and has reached a final determination that New Hampshire’s underground storage tank program satisfies all the requirements

necessary to qualify for final approval. Thus, EPA is granting final approval to the State of New Hampshire to operate its program.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Final approval for New Hampshire shall be effective at 1 p.m., July 19,1991.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Susan Hanamoto, Office of Underground Storage Tanks, HPU-1, U .S. EPA, Region I, JFK Federal Building, Boston, M A 02203, 617/573-5748.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:A . BackgroundSection 9004 of RCRA enables EPA to approve state underground storage tank programs to operate in a state in lieu of the federal underground storage tank program. To qualify for final authorization, a state’s program must:(1) Be “no less stringent” than the federal program, and (2) provide for
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adequate enforcement (Section 9004 (a) and (b) of RCRA, 42 U .S.C . 6991c (a) and (b)).On January 8,1991, EPA acknowledged receiving from the State of New Hampshire a complete official application to obtain final approval to administer its underground storage tank program. On April 22,1991, EPA published a tentative decision announcing its intent to grant New Hampshire final approval of its program. Further background on the tentative decision to grant approval appears at 56 F R 16276, April 22,1991.Along with the tentative determination, EPA announced the availability of the application for public comment and the date of a public hearing on the application. EPA requested advance notice for testimony and reserved the right to cancel for lack of public interest. Since there was no public request, the public hearing was canceled. No public comments were received regarding EPA’s approval of New Hampshire’s underground storage tank program.B. DecisionI conclude that the State of New Hampshire’s application for final approval meets all of the statutory and regulatory requirements established by subtitle I of RCRA. Accordingly, New Hampshire is granted final approval to operate its underground storage tank program. The State of New Hampshire now has the responsibility for managing all regulated underground storage tank facilities within its borders and carrying out all aspects of the federal underground storage tank program except with regard to Indian lands where EPA will have regulatory authority. New Hampshire also has primary enforcement responsibility, although EPA retains the right to conduct inspections under section 9005 of RCRA, 42 U .S .C . 6991d and to take enforcement actions under section 9006 of RCRA, 42 U .S.C . 6991e.
Compliance With Executive Order 
12291The Office of Management and Budget has exempted this rule from the requirements of Section 3 of Executive Order 12291.
Certification Under the Regulatory 
Flexibility ActPursuant to the provisions of 5 U .S.C . 605(b), I hereby certify that the approval will not have a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities. This approval effectively suspends the applicability of certain federal regulations in favor of the State

of New Hampshire’s program, thereby eliminating duplicative requirements for owners and operators of underground storage tanks within the State. It does not impose any new burdens on small entities. This rule, therefore, does not require flexibility analysis.List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 281Administrative practice and procedure, Hazardous materials, State program approval and underground storage tanks.
Authority: Section 9004 of the Solid Waste 

Disposal Act as amended, 42 U .S.C. 6991c. 
Paul G. Keough,
Acting Regional Adm inistrator.
[FR Doc. 91-14621 Filed 6-18-91; 8:45 am]
BILUNG CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY

44 CFR PART 64
[Docket No. FEM A  7515]

Suspension of Community Eligibility

AGENCY: Federal Emergency Management Agency, FEM A.
ACTION: Final rule.
s u m m a r y : This rule identifies 
communities, where the sale of flood insurance has been authorized under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), that are suspended on the effective dates listed within this rule because of noncompliance with the floodplain management requirements of the program. If FEM A receives documentation that the community has adopted the required floodplain management measures prior to the effective suspension date given in this rule, the suspension will be withdrawn by publication in the Federal Register. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: The third date (“Susp.”) listed in the fourth column.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Frank H. Thomas, Assistant Administrator, Office of Loss Reduction, Federal Insurance Administration, (202) 646-2717, Federal Center Plaza, 500 C Street, Southwest, room 417, Washington, DC 20472.
SUPPLEM ENTARY INFORMATION: The National Flood Insurance Program (NFDP), enables property owners to purchase flood insurance which is generally not otherwise available. In return, communities agree to adopt and 
a dminister local floodplain management aimed at protecting lives and new construction from future flooding. Section 1315 of the National Flood Insurance A ct of 1968, as amended (42

U .S.C . 4022), prohibits flood insurance coverage as authorized under the National Flood Insurance Program (42 U .S .C . 4001-4128) unless an appropriate public body adopts adequate floodplain management measures with effective enforcement measures. The communities listed in this notice no longer meet that statutory requirement for compliance with program regulations (44 CFR part 59 et. seq.) Accordingly, the 
com munities will be suspended on the effective date in the fourth column. As of that date, flood insurance will no longer be available in the community. However, some of these communities may adopt and submit the required documentation of legally enforceable floodplain management measures after this rule is published but prior to the actual suspension date. These communities will not be suspended and will continue their eligibility for the sale of insurance. A  notice withdrawing the suspension of the communities will be published in the Federal Register. In the interim, if you wish to determine if a particular community was suspended on the suspension date, contact the appropriate FEM A Regional Office or the NFIP servicing contractor.In addition, the Federal Emergency Management Agency has identified the special flood hazard areas in these communities by publishing a Flood Insurance Rate (FIRM). The date of the FIRM if one has been published, is indicated in the fifth column of the table. No direct Federal financial assistance (except assistance pursuant to the Disaster Relief A ct of 1974 not in connection with a flood) may legally be provided for construction or acquisition of buildings in the identified special flood hazard area of communities not participating in the NFIP and identified for more than a year, on the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s initial flood insurance map of the community as having flood-prone areas, (section 202(a) of the Flood Disaster Protection A ct of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), as amended). This prohibition against certain types of Federal assistance becomes effective for the communities listed on the date shown in the last column.The Administrator finds that notice and public comment under 5 U .S.C . 553(b) are impracticable and unnecessary because communities listed in this final rule have been adequately notified.Each community receives a 6-month, 90-day, and 30-day notification addressed to the Chief Executive Officer that the community will be suspended unless the required floodplain


