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‘‘exterior body spray’’ and ‘‘letterpress
coating’’,

• Specifies VOC limits for letterpress
coatings, other coil coatings, and end
sealing compounds applied to pet food
and non-food containers,

• Removes portions containing Air
Pollution Control Officer Discretion,

• Requires air pollution control
systems installed to include emissions
collection systems with an overall
capture and control device efficiency of
at least 85 percent by weight,

• Adds recordkeeping requirements
for solvent usage and sources using
noncomplying coatings,

• Allows the measurement of VOC
content in letterpress coatings to be
determined using SDCAPCD’s Method
24D,

• Requires the measurement of VOC
content in noncomplying coatings to be
conducted in accordance with EPA
Methods 18 and 25 or 25A,

• Includes requirements when
perfluorocarbon (PFC) compounds and
other exempt compounds are present in
the coating, cleaning, or surface
preparation material.

EPA has evaluated the submitted
rules and has determined that they are
consistent with the CAA, EPA
regulations, and EPA policy. Therefore,
PCAPCD Rule 223, Metal Container
Coating; PCAPCD Rule 410,
Recordkeeping for Volatile Organic
Compound Emissions; and SDCAPCD
Rule 67.4, Metal Container, Metal
Closure, and Metal Coil Coating
Operations, are being proposed for
approval under section 110(k)(3) of the
CAA as meeting the requirements of
section 110(a) and Part D.

Nothing in this action should be
construed as permitting or allowing or
establishing a precedent for any future
request for revision to any state
implementation plan. Each request for
revision to the state implementation
plan shall be considered separately in
light of specific technical, economic,
and environmental factors and in
relation to relevant statutory and
regulatory requirements.

Regulatory Process
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act,

5 U.S.C. Section 600 et. seq., EPA must
prepare a regulatory flexibility analysis
assessing the impact of any proposed or
final rule on small entities. 5 U.S.C. 603
and 604. Alternatively, EPA may certify
that the rule will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. Small entities include small
businesses, small not-for-profit
enterprises and government entities
with jurisdiction over populations of
less than 50,000.

SIP approvals under sections 110 and
301 and subchapter I, Part D of the CAA
do not create any new requirements, but
simply approve requirements that the
State is already imposing. Therefore,
because the Federal SIP-approval does
not impose any new requirements, it
does not have a significant impact on
any small entities affected. 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.
7410(a)(2).

The OMB has exempted this action
from review under Executive Order
12866.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Intergovernmental relations, Ozone,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Volatile organic
compound.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.
Dated: December 27, 1994.

Felicia Marcus,
Regional Administrator.
[FR Doc. 95–521 Filed 1–9–95; 8:45 am]
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Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; Wisconsin

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

SUMMARY: USEPA proposing to approve
the State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revision, for the Milwaukee ozone
nonattainment area (Kenosha,
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Washington, and Waukesha counties),
as submitted by the State of Wisconsin.
The purpose of the revision is to offset
any growth in emissions from growth in
vehicle miles traveled (VMT), or
number of vehicle trips, and to attain
reduction in motor vehicle emissions, in
combination with other measures, as
needed to comply with Reasonable
Further Progress (RFP) milestones of the
Clean Air Act (Act). Wisconsin
submitted the implementation plan
revision to satisfy the statutory
mandates, found in section 182 of the
Act, which requires the State to submit

a SIP revision that identifies and adopts
specific enforceable Transportation
Control Measures (TCM) to offset any
growth in emissions from growth in
VMT, or number of vehicle trips, in
severe ozone nonattainment areas.

The rationale for this proposed
approval is set forth below; additional
information is available at the address
indicated below.
DATES: Comments on this proposed rule
must be received on or before February
9, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Written comments should
be sent to: Carlton T. Nash, Chief,
Regulation Development Section, Air
Toxics and Radiation Branch (AT–18J),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Illinois 60604.

Copies of the Wisconsin SIP revision
request and USEPA’s analysis are
available for inspection at the following
address: (It is recommended that you
telephone Michael Leslie at (312) 353–
6680 before visiting the Region 5
Office.) U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 5, Air and Radiation
Division, 77 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60604.

A copy of the Wisconsin SIP revision
request is available for inspection at the
office of: Jerry Kurtzweg (ANR–443),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C.
20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael G. Leslie, Air Toxics and
Radiation Branch, Regulation
Development Section (AT–18J), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312)
353–6680.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
Section 182(d)(1)(A) of the Act

requires States that contain severe ozone
nonattainment areas to adopt
transportation control measures and
transportation control strategies to offset
growth in emissions from growth in
VMT or number of vehicle trips and to
attain reductions in motor vehicle
emissions (in combination with other
measures) as needed to comply with the
Act’s RFP milestones and attainment
requirements. The requirements for
establishing a VMT Offset program are
set forth in 182(d)(1)(A) and discussed
in the General Preamble to Title I of the
Act (57 FR 13498 April 16, 1992).

For certain program required under
the Act (including VMT-Offset), USEPA
had earlier adopted a policy pursuant to
section 110(k)(4) of the Act to
conditionally approve SIPs that
committed to provide the USEPA by a


