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requirements consistently include the 
following: 

• PM–10 Guideline Document (EPA– 
452/R–93–008). 

B. Do the Rules Meet the Evaluation 
Criteria? 

We believe these rules are consistent 
with the relevant policy and guidance 
regarding enforceability, RACM/RACT, 
and SIP relaxations. The TSD has more 
information on our evaluation. 

C. Public Comment and Final Action 
Because EPA believes the submitted 

rules fulfill all relevant requirements, 
we are proposing to fully approve them 
as described in section 110(k)(3) of the 
CAA. We will accept comments from 
the public on this proposal for the next 
30 days. Unless we receive convincing 
new information during the comment 
period, we intend to publish a final 
approval action that will incorporate 
these rules into the federally enforceable 
SIP. 

III. Statutory and Executive Order 
Reviews 

Under Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 
51735, October 4, 1993), this proposed 
action is not a ‘‘significant regulatory 
action’’ and therefore is not subject to 
review by the Office of Management and 
Budget. For this reason, this action is 
also not subject to Executive Order 
13211, ‘‘Actions Concerning Regulations 
That Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use’’ (66 FR 28355, May 
22, 2001). This proposed action merely 
proposes to approve state law as 
meeting Federal requirements and 
imposes no additional requirements 
beyond those imposed by state law. 
Accordingly, the Administrator certifies 
that this proposed rule will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.). Because this rule 
proposes to approve pre-existing 
requirements under state law and does 
not impose any additional enforceable 
duty beyond that required by state law, 
it does not contain any unfunded 
mandate or significantly or uniquely 
affect small governments, as described 
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.). 

This proposed rule also does not have 
tribal implications because it will not 
have a substantial direct effect on one or 
more Indian tribes, on the relationship 
between the Federal Government and 
Indian tribes, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities between the 
Federal Government and Indian tribes, 
as specified by Executive Order 13175 
(65 FR 67249, November 9, 2000). This 

action also does not have Federalism 
implications because it does not have 
substantial direct effects on the States, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the States, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government, as specified in 
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, 
August 10, 1999). This action merely 
proposes to approve a state rule 
implementing a Federal standard, and 
does not alter the relationship or the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities established in the Clean 
Air Act. This proposed rule also is not 
subject to Executive Order 13045 
‘‘Protection of Children from 
Environmental Health Risks and Safety 
Risks’’ (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997), 
because it is not economically 
significant. 

In reviewing SIP submissions, EPA’s 
role is to approve state choices, 
provided that they meet the criteria of 
the Clean Air Act. In this context, in the 
absence of a prior existing requirement 
for the State to use voluntary consensus 
standards (VCS), EPA has no authority 
to disapprove a SIP submission for 
failure to use VCS. It would thus be 
inconsistent with applicable law for 
EPA, when it reviews a SIP submission, 
to use VCS in place of a SIP submission 
that otherwise satisfies the provisions of 
the Clean Air Act. Thus, the 
requirements of section 12(d) of the 
National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 
272) do not apply. This proposed rule 
does not impose an information 
collection burden under the provisions 
of the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 
(44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). 

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52 

Environmental protection, Air 
pollution control, Incorporation by 
reference, Intergovernmental relations, 
Particulate matter, Reporting and 
recordkeeping requirements. 

Dated: April 5, 2004. 

Laura Yoshii, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX. 
[FR Doc. 04–9041 Filed 4–21–04; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[CA 218–0433b; FRL–7640–8] 

Revisions to the California State 
Implementation Plan, Kern County Air 
Pollution Control District 

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve 
revisions to the Kern County Air 
Pollution Control District (KCAPCD) 
portion of the California State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). The 
KCAPCD revisions concern stack 
sampling, standards for granting 
applications, and the emission of 
particulate matter (PM–10) from 
agricultural burning and prescribed 
burning. We are proposing to approve 
local rules that administer regulations 
and regulate emission sources under the 
Clean Air Act as amended in 1990 (CAA 
or the Act). 
DATES: Any comments on this proposal 
must arrive by May 24, 2004. 
ADDRESSES: Mail or e-mail comments to 
Andy Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief 
(AIR–4), U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105, or e- 
mail to steckel.andrew@epa.gov, or 
submit comments at http:// 
www.regulations.gov. 

You can inspect a copy of the 
submitted rule revisions and EPA’s 
technical support documents (TSDs) at 
our Region IX office during normal 
business hours. You may also see a copy 
of the submitted rule revisions and 
TSDs at the following locations: 
Air and Radiation Docket and 

Information Center, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
(Mail Code 6102T), Room B–102, 
1301 Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 

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

Kern County Air Pollution Control 
District, 2700 ‘‘M’’ Street, Suite 302, 
Bakersfield, CA 93301. 
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 
Web site and may not contain the same 
version of the rule that was submitted 
to EPA. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Al 
Petersen, Rulemaking Office (AIR–4), 
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IX, (415) 947–4118, 
petersen.alfred@epa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
proposal addresses the approval of local 
KCAPCD Rules 108, 208, and 417. In the 
Rules section of this Federal Register, 
we are approving these local rules 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. 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: March 8, 2004. 
Laura Yoshii, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX. 
[FR Doc. 04–9039 Filed 4–21–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Parts 52 and 81 

[CA 118–PLANb; FRL–7641–6] 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans, Finding of 
Attainment, and Designation of Areas 
for Air Quality Planning Purposes; 1- 
Hour Ozone Standard, East Kern 
County, California 

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to find that 
East Kern County, California, has 
attained the 1-hour ozone National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard 
(NAAQS). EPA is proposing to approve 
the East Kern County 1-hour ozone 
maintenance plan and motor vehicle 
emissions budgets as revisions to the 
East Kern County portion of the 
California State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). Finally, EPA is proposing to 
redesignate the East Kern County area to 
attainment for the 1-hour ozone 
NAAQS. 

DATES: Any comments on this proposal 
must arrive by May 24, 2004. 
ADDRESSES: Send comments to Dave 
Jesson (AIR–2), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region IX, 75 
Hawthorne Street, San Francisco, CA 

94105–3901, or e-mail to 
jesson.david@epa.gov, or submit 
comments at http:// 
www.regulations.gov. 

You can inspect copies of the 
submitted SIP revisions and public 
comments at our Region IX office during 
normal business hours by appointment. 
You may also see copies of the 
submitted SIP revisions by appointment 
at the following locations: 

California Air Resources Board, 1001 I 
Street, Sacramento, CA 95814; 

Kern County Air Pollution Control 
District, 2700 M Street, Suite 302, 
Bakersfield, CA 93301–2370. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dave Jesson, EPA Region IX, (415) 972– 
3957, or jesson.david@epa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with Clean Air Act (CAA) 
section 181(b)(2)(A), we are proposing 
to find that East Kern County, 
California, has attained the 1-hour 
ozone National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard (NAAQS). We are proposing to 
approve the East Kern County 1-hour 
ozone maintenance plan as revisions to 
the East Kern County portion of the 
California State Implementation Plan 
(SIP), under CAA sections 175A and 
110(k)(3), and we are proposing to 
approve the motor vehicle emissions 
budgets in the maintenance plan under 
CAA section 176(c)(2). Finally, we are 
proposing to redesignate the East Kern 
County area to attainment for the 1-hour 
ozone NAAQS under CAA section 
107(d)(3)(E). 

In the rules and regulations section of 
this Federal Register, we are making 
this finding, approving the maintenance 
plan and budgets, and redesignating the 
East Kern County area to attainment for 
the 1-hour ozone NAAQS in a direct 
final action without prior proposal 
because we believe that these actions 
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. 

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: March 19, 2004. 
Laura Yoshii, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX. 
[FR Doc. 04–9037 Filed 4–21–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Parts 261 and 262 

[RCRA–2003–0014; FRL–7651–9] 

RIN 2050–ZA02 

Hazardous Waste Generator Program 
Evaluation 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Advanced notice of proposed 
rulemaking . 

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) is seeking information 
from its stakeholders to evaluate the 
effectiveness of the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act’s 
(RCRA’s) hazardous waste generator 
regulatory program, as well as to 
identify areas for potential 
improvement. EPA, along with our State 
partners, will evaluate the information 
received in response to this notice to 
determine whether changes to the 
hazardous waste generator program are 
appropriate. If changes to the program 
are warranted, EPA will develop a 
strategy for implementing revisions to 
the hazardous waste generator program. 
The goals of this effort are to foster 
improved program effectiveness, a 
pollution prevention stewardship 
philosophy, and reduce compliance 
cost, where practicable. The Agency’s 
efforts to develop revisions to the 
hazardous waste generator regulations 
would be predicated upon resource 
availability. The Agency also intends to 
hold meetings with the public to discuss 
this subject further, including the 
identification of priority concerns and 
potential solutions. A separate Federal 
Register notice will announce these 
meetings. 

DATES: Comments must be submitted on 
or before July 21, 2004. 
ADDRESSES: Comments may be 
submitted electronically, by mail, or 
through hand delivery/courier. Send 
your comments to: OSWER Docket, EPA 
Docket Center, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Mailcode: 5305T, 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 
Washington, DC 20460, Attention 
Docket ID No. RCRA–2003–0014. 
Follow the detailed instructions as 
provided in Section I.B of the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
more information about this ANPRM, 
see the Web at: www.epa.gov/epaoswer/ 
hazwaste/gener/init/index.htm. If you 
do not have access to the Web, contact 
the RCRA Call Center at 800 424–9346 
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