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the Washington operating permits
program. See 59 FR 55818. Note that
this proposal in no way affects the
changes necessary to address all other
interim approval issues identified in the
November 9, 1994 Federal Register
notice. In other words, as a condition of
full approval, Washington must also
correct the four other deficiencies in its
program identified in the November 9,
1994, notice and the other Washington
permitting authorities must correct all
deficiencies in their respective programs
identified in the November 9, 1994,
notice. See 59 FR 55818–55819.

EPA is also proposing to approve as
a program revision the transfer of title
V permitting and enforcement authority
for sources in Franklin County to the
Washington Department of Ecology.

Finally, EPA is proposing to correct
the expiration dates in Appendix A for
the interim approval of the Washington
State and local operating permits
programs as well as the date by which
the State is required to submit a
corrective program.

B. Effective Date of Interim Approval
If EPA were to finalize this proposed

interim approval, it will not change the
time period for the initial interim
approval, which is December 9, 1996.
During this ongoing interim approval
period, the State is protected from
sanctions for failure to have a program,
and EPA is not obligated to promulgate,
administer and enforce a Federal
permits program for the State of
Washington. Permits issued under the
Washington program have full standing
with respect to part 70. In addition, the
1-year deadline for submittal of permit
applications by subject sources and the
3-year time period for processing the
initial permit applications began upon
the effective date of interim approval,
which in this case was December 9,
1994.

If the State of Washington were to fail
to submit a complete corrective program
for full approval by the date 6 months
before expiration of the interim
approval (by June 9, 1996) EPA would
start an 18-month clock for mandatory
sanctions. If the State of Washington
were then to fail to submit a complete
corrective program before the expiration
of that 18-month period, EPA would be
required to apply one of the sanctions
in section 179(b) of the Act, which
would remain in effect until EPA
determined that the State of Washington
had corrected the deficiency by
submitting a complete corrective
program. Moreover, if the Administrator
were to find a lack of good faith on the
part of the State of Washington both
sanctions under section 179(b) would

apply after the expiration of the 18-
month period until the Administrator
determined that the State of Washington
had come into compliance. In any case,
if, 6 months after application of the first
sanction, the State of Washington still
had not submitted a corrective program
that EPA found complete, a second
sanction would be required.

If, following expiration of final
interim approval, EPA were to
disapprove the State of Washington’s
complete corrective program, EPA
would be required to apply one of the
section 179(b) sanctions on the date 18
months after the effective date of the
disapproval, unless prior to that date the
State of Washington had submitted a
revised program and EPA had
determined that it corrected the
deficiencies that prompted the
disapproval. Moreover, if the
Administrator found a lack of good faith
on the part of the State of Washington
both sanctions under section 179(b)
would apply after the expiration of the
18-month period until the
Administrator determined that the State
of Washington had come into
compliance. In all cases, if, 6 months
after EPA applied the first sanction, the
State of Washington had not submitted
a revised program that EPA had
determined corrected the deficiencies
that prompted disapproval, a second
sanction would be required.

In addition, discretionary sanctions
may be applied where warranted any
time after the end of an interim approval
period if a State has not timely
submitted a complete corrective
program or EPA has disapproved a
submitted corrective program.
Moreover, if EPA has not granted full
approval to a State program by the
expiration of an interim approval and
that expiration occurs after November
15, 1995, EPA must promulgate,
administer and enforce a Federal
permits program for that State upon
expiration of interim approval.

IV. Administrative Requirements

A. Request for Public Comments
EPA is requesting comments on two

issues addressed in this notice,
specifically, (1) conditioning full
approval of the Washington operating
permits program on changes to
Washington’s regulations addressing
insignificant emission units; and (2)
approving a change to the jurisdiction of
the Benton County Clean Air Authority.
All other aspects of EPA’s interim
approval of Washington’s operating
permits program, as discussed in 59 FR
42552, including all other conditions on
full approval of Washington’s operating

permit programs, remain unchanged by
this proposal and are not open for
public comment. Correction of the
expiration date of the final interim
approval of Washington’s operating
permits program and the date by which
Washington must submit a corrective
program are being made as an
administrative correction and is not
open for public comment.

Copies of the State’s submittal and
other information relied upon for this
proposed action and notice are
contained in a docket maintained at the
EPA Regional Office. The docket is an
organized and complete file of all the
information submitted to, or otherwise
considered by, EPA in the development
of this proposed interim approval. The
principal purposes of the docket are:

(1) to allow interested parties a means
to identify and locate documents so that
they can effectively participate in the
approval process, and

(2) to serve as the record in case of
judicial review.

The EPA will consider any comments
received by October 30, 1995.

B. Executive Order 12866
The Office of Management and Budget

has exempted this action from Executive
Order 12866 review.

C. Regulatory Flexibility Act
EPA’s actions under section 502 of the

Act do not create any new requirements,
but simply address operating permits
programs submitted to satisfy the
requirements of 40 CFR part 70. Because
this proposed action does not impose
any new requirements, it does not have
a significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

D. Unfunded Mandates
Under Section 202 of the Unfunded

Mandates Reform Act of 1995, 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 action
proposed today does not include a
Federal mandate that may result in
estimated costs of $100 million or more


