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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[IN157–1b; FRL–7517–6] 

Approval and Promulgation of State 
Implementation Plans; Indiana

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

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to 
approve a State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) revision submitted by the Indiana 
Department of Environmental 
Management (IDEM) on January 7, 2003. 
The revised SIP pertains to certain 
miscellaneous metal coating operations 
and the control of gasoline Reid vapor 
pressure in Clark and Floyd Counties, 
Indiana. The purpose of this action is to 
approve amendments to the applicable 
Indiana rules, assuring that certain 
controls in the two counties remain in 
effect even after the counties’ 
redesignation to attainment. In addition, 
EPA is proposing to approve minor 
changes to the rules, which are 
administrative in nature and intended to 
enhance the rules’ clarity. In the Final 
Rules section of this Federal Register, 
EPA is approving as described herein, 
the State’s SIP revision, 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 we receive no adverse comments 
in response to that direct final rule we 
plan to take no further action in relation 
to this proposed rule. If EPA receives 
significant adverse comments, in 
writing, which have not been addressed, 
we will withdraw the direct final rule 
and address all public comments 
received in a subsequent final rule 
based on this proposed rule. The EPA 
will not institute a second comment 
period on this document.
DATES: EPA must receive written 
comments on this proposed rule by 
August 20, 2003.
ADDRESSES: You should mail written 
comments to: J. Elmer Bortzer, Chief, 
Regulation Development Section, Air 
Programs Branch (AR–18J), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604. You may 
inspect copies of the State submittal and 
EPA’s analysis of it at: Regulation 
Development Section, Air Programs 
Branch (AR–18J), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 
60604.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Francisco J. Acevedo, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, Regulation 
Development Section, Air Programs 
Branch (AR–18J), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 West 
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 
60604, (312) 886–3299.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Throughout this document wherever 
‘‘we’’, ‘‘us’’, or ‘‘our’’ are used we mean 
EPA.
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I. What Action Is EPA Taking Today? 

In this action, we are proposing to 
approve changes to Indiana’s 
Miscellaneous metal coatings operations 
and Control of gasoline Reid vapor 
pressure requirements contained in 326 
IAC 8–2–9 and 326 IAC 13–3–1. Our 
approval makes the changes to the 
Indiana rules part of the federally 
enforceable SIP. 

II. Where Can I Find More Information 
About This Proposal and the 
Corresponding Direct Final Rule? 

For additional information see the 
direct final rule published in the rules 
section of this Federal Register.

Dated: June 9, 2003. 
Bharat Mathur, 
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 03–18299 Filed 7–18–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[Region II Docket No. NY60–257b; FRL–
7519–9] 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; Reasonably 
Available Control Technology for 
Oxides of Nitrogen for Specific 
Sources in the State of New York

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

SUMMARY: The EPA is proposing to 
approve a revision to the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for ozone 
submitted by the State of New York. 
This revision consists of source-specific 
reasonably available control technology 
(RACT) determinations for controlling 
oxides of nitrogen (NOX) emissions from 
eighteen units at three facilities owned 

by Tenneco Gas Corporation in New 
York. This rule proposes to approve the 
source-specific RACT determinations 
that were made by New York in 
accordance with provisions of its 
regulation. In the ‘‘Rules and 
Regulations’’ section of this Federal 
Register, EPA is approving the State’s 
SIP submittal, as a direct final rule 
without prior proposal because the 
Agency views it as a noncontroversial 
submittal and anticipates no adverse 
comments. 

A detailed rationale for the approval 
is set forth in the direct final rule. If EPA 
receives no adverse comments, EPA will 
not take further action on this proposed 
rule. If EPA receives adverse comments, 
the Agency will withdraw the direct 
final rule and it will not take effect. EPA 
will address all public comments in a 
subsequent final rule based on this 
proposed rule. The EPA will not 
institute a second comment period on 
this action. Any parties interested in 
commenting on this action should do so 
at this time.
DATES: Written comments must be 
received on or before August 20, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be 
submitted either by mail or 
electronically. Written comments 
should be mailed to Raymond Werner, 
Chief, Air Programs Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region II Office, 290 Broadway, New 
York, New York 10007–1866. Electronic 
comments could be sent either to 
Werner.Raymond@epa.gov or to http://
www.regulations.gov, which is an 
alternative method for submitting 
electronic comments to EPA. Go directly 
to http://www.regulations.gov, then 
select ‘‘Environmental Protection 
Agency’’ at the top of the page and use 
the ‘‘go’’ button. Please follow the on-
line instructions for submitting 
comments. 

Copies of the State submittals are 
available at the following addresses for 
inspection during normal business 
hours:
Environmental Protection Agency, 

Region II Office, 290 Broadway, 25th 
Floor, New York, New York 10007–
1866. 

New York Department of Environmental 
Conservation, Division of Air 
Resources, 625 Broadway, 2nd Floor, 
Albany, New York 12233.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Anthony (Ted) Gardella (Gardella.
Anthony@epa.gov) or Richard Ruvo 
(Ruvo.Richard@epa.gov), Air Programs 
Branch, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 290 Broadway, 25th Floor, New 
York, New York 10007–1866, (212) 637–
4249.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For 
additional information see the direct 
final rule which is located in the Rules 
section of this Federal Register.

Dated: June 17, 2003. 
Jane M. Kenny, 
Regional Administrator, Region 2.
[FR Doc. 03–18300 Filed 7–18–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47 CFR Part 52 

[CC Dockets 99–200, 96–98 and 95–116; 
FCC 03–126] 

Numbering Resource Optimization; 
Implementation of the Local 
Competition Provisions of the 
Telecommunications Act of 1996; 
Telephone Number Portability

AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: In this document, the 
Commission invites comment on 
whether to extend the thousands-block 
number pooling exemption established 
herein to carriers operating in rate 
centers with two service providers. In 
light of the Commission’s prior finding 
that pooling provides the greatest 
benefit when participation is 
maximized, commenters that support 
extending the exemption should 
provide specific information on the 
number of carriers that would be 
affected by such an extension, so the 
Commission can determine how pooling 
deployment will be affected. 
Commenters advocating an extension of 
the current exemption should provide 
specific, per carrier, pooling cost 
information to enable the Commission 
to properly balance the benefits of 
pooling against the costs to carriers and 
their customers.
DATES: Comments are due on or before 
August 20, 2003. Reply comments are 
due on or before September 4, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Parties who choose to file 
by paper must file an original and four 
copies of each filing. If more than one 
docket or rulemaking number appear in 
the caption of this proceeding, 
commenters must submit two additional 
copies for each additional docket or 
rulemaking number. All filings must be 
sent to the Commission’s Secretary, 
Marlene H. Dortch, Office of the 
Secretary, Federal Communications 
Commission, 445 12th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20554.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Pam 
Slipakoff, Attorney, Wireline 
Competition Bureau, 
Telecommunications Access Policy 
Division, (202) 418–7705.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a 
summary of the Commission’s Fourth 
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(FNPRM) in CC Docket No. 99–200 
released on June 18, 2003. The full text 
of this document is available for public 
inspection during regular business 
hours in the FCC Reference Center, 
Room CY–A257, 445 12th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20554. 

I. Further Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking 

1. In its comments, AT&T Wireless 
proposes that carriers, regardless of their 
size, operating in rate centers with fewer 
than three service providers, be exempt 
from the pooling requirement. AT&T 
also suggests that if a state commission 
believes that significant number 
optimization benefits could be obtained 
in rate centers with only two carriers, 
the state commission could petition the 
Commission to require those carriers to 
participate in pooling. In the 
accompanying Fourth Report and Order, 
the Commission exempts carriers from 
the pooling requirement if they are the 
only carrier in a rate center receiving 
numbering resources, but there is 
insufficient evidence in the record to 
determine whether rate centers with two 
competing service providers should also 
be exempt from pooling, as AT&T 
suggests. 

2. The Commission therefore seeks 
comment on whether to extend the 
exemption established in the 
accompanying Fourth Report and Order 
to carriers operating in rate centers with 
two service providers. In light of the 
Commission’s prior finding that pooling 
provides the greatest benefit when 
participation is maximized, commenters 
that support extending the exemption 
should provide specific information on 
the number of carriers that would be 
affected by such an extension, so the 
Commission can determine how pooling 
deployment will be affected. 
Commenters advocating an extension of 
the current exemption should provide 
specific, per carrier, pooling cost 
information to enable the Commission 
to properly balance the benefits of 
pooling against the costs to carriers and 
their customers. 

II. Procedural Matters 

A. Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis 

3. As required by the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act of 1980, as amended 
(RFA), the Commission has prepared 

this Initial Regulatory Flexibility 
Analysis (IRFA) of the possible 
significant economic impact on small 
entities by the policies and rules 
proposed in this Fourth Report and 
Order in CC Docket No. 99–200, Fourth 
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(FNPRM) in CC Docket No. 99–200, and 
Fourth Report and Order in CC Docket 
No. 95–116. Written public comments 
are requested on this IFRA. Comments 
must be identified as responses to the 
IRFA and must be filed by the deadlines 
for comments on the FNPRM. The 
Commission will send a copy of the 
FNPRM, including this IRFA, to the 
Chief Counsel for Advocacy of the Small 
Business Administration. In addition, 
this FNPRM (or a summary) will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

1. Need for, and Objectives of, the 
Proposed Rules 

4. The Commission is issuing this 
FNPRM to seek comment on a proposal 
to exempt carriers, regardless of size, 
from the Commission’s pooling 
requirement if they are in rate centers 
with only two service providers. We 
also ask commenters that support 
extending the exemption to provide 
specific information on the number of 
carriers that would be affected by such 
an extension, so the Commission can 
determine how pooling deployment will 
be affected. Commenters advocating an 
extension of the current exemption 
should provide specific, per carrier, 
pooling cost information to enable the 
Commission to properly balance the 
benefits of pooling against the costs to 
carriers and their customers. Thus, we 
request a cost-benefit analysis showing 
how the benefits of pooling can be 
achieved without undue burden on 
carriers. In doing so, we seek to ensure 
that the limited numbering resources of 
the NANP are used efficiently.

2. Legal Basis 
5. The authority for actions proposed 

in this FNPRM may be found in sections 
1, 3, 4, 201–205, 251 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, 47 U.S.C. 151, 153, 154, 201–
205, and 251. 

3. Description and Estimate of the 
Number of Small Entities To Which the 
Proposed Rules Will Apply 

6. The RFA directs agencies to 
provide a description of, and, where 
feasible, an estimate of the number of 
small entities that may be affected by 
the rules proposed herein. The RFA 
defines the term ‘‘small entity’’ as 
having the same meaning as the terms 
‘‘small business,’’ ‘‘small organization,’’ 
and ‘‘small governmental jurisdiction.’’ 
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