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CHAPTER X~—FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM

[Docket No. FI-206]
PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE
Status of Participating Communities

Sections 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended
by adding in alphabetical sequence g new entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears
for each listed community. Each date appearing in the last column of the table is followed by a designation which indicates
whether the date signifies the effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood insurance in the area under the emer-

gency or the regular flood insurance program. ‘The entry reads as follows:

§ 1914.4 Status of participating communities.

* T .

- @ . °
. Effective doto
N of authorlzation
Btate County Xocation Map No. - State map repository Local map repository of calo of
lnsurance
for areg
* -« - £ d - L] -
(0] 1117 S Cuyahopa.co oo Hunting Valley, Ropt. 10, 1073,
. village of. R
Pennsylvania... Exfeoo o cemevcaaee.n Fairview, town- Do.
shis of. Emergenoy.

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title XTIX of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1060 (33 FR
17804, Nov. 28, 1968), as amended (secs. 408-410, Pub. L. 91~152, Dec. 24, 1969) (42 U.S.C. 4001-4127) and Secrotary’s delegation of au-
thority to Federal Insurance Administrator, 3¢ FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969.)

Issued: September 4, 1973.

[FR Doc.73-19481 Filed 9-13-73;8:46 am]

GEORGE K. BERNSTEIN,
Federal Insurance Administrator,

Title 32—National Defense
CHAPTER VII—DEPARTMENT OF THE
AIR FORCE .
SUBCHAPTER A~~ADMINISTRATION
PART 809—JSSUE AND CONTROL OF
IDENTIFICATION (ID) CARDS
Miscellaneous Amendments; Correction
In FR Doc.73-18576, appearing at page
23945, in the issue of Wednesday, Sep-
tember 5, 1973, item 17 of § 809.7 should
be corrected to read:

17. Medal of Honor Reclplents No
No (3) Yes Yes.

a, Lawful wife No No (3) ‘Yes
Yes. ®

By order of the Secretary of the Air
Force.
Joun ‘W. FABRNEY,
Colonel, USAF, Chief, Legisla-
tive Division, Office of The
Judge Advocate General.

[FR Doc.13-19550 Filed 9-13-73;8:456 am]

Title 38—Pensions, Bonuses, and Veterans’
’ Relief

CHAPTER I—VETERANS
ADMINISTRATION

PART 36—LOAN GUARANTY

Prepayment of Mortgage Loans Interest
Charges

The Veterans Administration is amend-
ing § 36.4310, Title 38, Code of Federal
Regulations to make clear that on full
prepayment of guaranteed mortgage
loans interest may be charged only to
date of such payment. This amendment
1s issued pursuant to the authority of
section 210, ‘Title 38, United States Code.

Prepayment in full of mortgage loans
must be accepted and credited fo the
loan account on the date received and
no interest may be charged thereafter.
This has been the policy and intetrpre-
tation of this regulation for many yeaxrs.
This amendment is intended to clearly
set forth this policy and regulation inter-
pretation.

The last sentence of § 36.4310 is to be
deleted as obsolete. The Administrator
no longer has authority to make an
initial 4 percent payment, and has not
had such authority for many years.

Compliance with the provisions of
§ 1.12, Title 38, Code of Federal Regula~-
tions, as to notice of the proposed regu-
latory development, is not recommended.
‘There is no change in the policy of this
Administration nor in the interpretation
of this regulation. The change in word-
ing is merely to make clear this long
established practice.

-§ 36.4310 Prepayment.

The debtor shall have the right to pre-
pay at any time, without premium or-fee,
the entire indebtedness or any part
thereof not less than the amount of one
installment, or $100, whichever is less.
Any prepayment in full of the indebted-
ness shall be credited on the date re-
ceived, and no interest may be charged
thereafter. Any partial prepayment made
on other than an installment due date
need not be credited until the next fol-
lowing installment due date or 30 days
after such prepayment, whichever is
earlier. The holder and the debtor may
agree at any time that any prepayment
not previously applied in satisfaction of
matured installments shall be reapplied

.

for the purpose of curing or preventing
any subsequent default,

Effective date~-This VA Regulation is
effective September 10, 1973.

Approved September 10, 1973,
By direction of the Administrator.

[sEaL] Rurus H. WiILSON,
Associate Deputy Administrator,

[FR Doc.73-19571 Filed 9-13-73;8:45 nm]

Title 40—Protection of Environment

CHAPTER |—ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C—AIR PROGRAMS

PART 50-—~NATIONAL PRIMARY AND SEC-.
ONDARY AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STAND-

ARDS
Sulfur Oxides

On April 30, 1971 (36 FR 8186), the
Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency promulgated as 40
CFR Part 410, national primary snd sec«
ondary ambient air quality standards
under section 109 of the Clean Alr Act, ag
amended. These regulations were repub-
lished November 25, 1971, as 40 CFR Part
50. This notice revokes the annual sec«
ondary sulfur dioxide standard, an-
nounces & revision to Afr Quality Criteria
for Sulfur Oxzides, and announces tho
conclusions from a reevaluation of the
basis for the secondary three-hour aver-
age sulfur dioxide standard.

REVOCATION OF THE ANNUAL SECONDARY
SO; STANDARD

On May 7, 1073 (38 FR 11355), o, notico
of proposed rulemaking to revoke the an«
nual secondary standard was published,
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Public comments were invited. Comments
have been received from 23 organizations
or individuals, and have been reviewed
and considered prior to this rulemaking.
EPA’s reasons for revoking the annual
secondary standard were set forth in the
notice of proposed rulemaking and are
further discussed herein.

The amendments set forth herein will
revise 40 CFR Part 50.5 by revoking the
annual National Secondary Ambient Air
Quality Standard for Sulfur Dioxide
which is 60 microwaves per cubic meter
(0.02 p.pm.). In addition, the amend-
ments will delete from § 50.5 the maxi-
mum -24-hour concentrations of 260
micrograms per cubic meter (0.1 p.p.m.)
published as 2 guide to be used in assess-
ing implementation plans to achieve the
annual standard. The secondary 3-hour
standard, a maximum concentration of
1,300 micrograms per cubic meter (0.5
ppm.) not to be exceeded more than
once per year, remains in effect.

Section 109 of the Clean Air Act re-
quires the Administrator to establish na-
tional primary ambient air quality stand-
ards “to protect the public health” and
national secondary ambient air quality
standards “to protect the public welfare
from any known or anticipated adverse
effects.” Section 302(h) defines effects as
including, but not limited to, “effects
on soils, water, crops, vegetation,
man-made materials, animals, wildlife,
weather, visibility, and climate, damage
to and deterioration of property, and
hazards to transportation, as well as ef-
fects on economic values and on personal
comfort and well-being.” Such national
standards must be based on air quality
criteria. which, under section 108, must
«“reflect the latest scientific mowledge
useful in indicating the kind and extent
of all identifiable effects on public health
and welfare which may be expected from
the presence [of air pollutants] in the
ambient air, in varying quantities.” Thus,
secondary national standards are neces-
sarily limited to demonstrable or pre-
dictable adverse effects which can be
quantitatively related to pollutant con-
centrations in the ambient air. Currently,
injury to vegetation is the only type of
welfare effect of sulfur dioxide that can
be quantitatively related to ambient con-
centrations of this pollutant.

EPA is aware that sulfur dioxide has
or may have effects on other sectors of
the public welfare, such as materials,
visibility, soils, and water. To some ex~-
tent, the primary standards for sulfur
dioxide and the remaining secondary
standard mitigate such effects. Sufficient
data are not now available, however, to
establish a quantitative relationship be-
tween specific sulfur dioxide concentra-
tions and such effects. Furthermore, it is
not clear that any such effects, to the
extent that they may occur at concentra~
tions below the current national stand-
ards, are adverse to the public welfare.

As stated in the notice of proposed rule-
making, the annual secondary standard
was based on a study by Linzon, which is
discussed in Air Quality Criteria for Sul-
fur Oxides. A reanalysis of the data on
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which the annual standard was based in-
dicated that it could not properly be con-
cluded that the injury reported in Lin-
zon’s study resulted from the average
sulfur dioxide concentration over a full
year or even the six-month growing sea-
son, as. distinguished from short-term
peak concentrations.

After a review of the public comments
that were received as part of this rule-
making, the Administrator has con-
cluded that there still is not adequate
information on which to base any long-
term secondary standard for sulfur
dioxide. The comments that were re-
ceived in opposition to this rulemaking
did not identify a specific annual aver-
age level of sulfur dioxide that could be
directly related to an adverse effect on
the public welfare.

Twenty-three letters of public com-
ment were received. Eleven indicated
support of EPA’s action; nine indicated
opposition. The remaining three stated
no preference.

Opposition to revoking the annual
standard was based, in part, on the con-
tention that it-should be retained to pro-
tect against corrosion of materials, visi-
bility reduction, and occurrence of acid
rain. A response to these particular com-
ments follows:

1. Although EPA is aware that high
long-term average concentrations of
sulfur dioxide, accompanied by high
Ievels of particulate matter, will increase
the corrosion rate of some materials,
there are not adequate data relating
such corrosion to long-term sulfur di-
oxide levels below those now prescribed
by the primary standards.

2. The quantitative relationship be-
tween sulfur dioxide and reduction in
visibility is not presently known. There Is
evidence that particulate sulfate and
sulfuric acld mist may act with other
particulate matter to reduce visibility.
Insufficient knowledge of factors such as
humidity, and of the indirect role that
sulfur dioxide itself plays in reducing
visibility, makes the formulation of a sul-
fur dioxide standard based on visibility
impracticable.

3. The mechanism of the formation of
acid rain; the long-term effect of acldic
moisture on plants, materials, and solls;
and the concentrations of sulfur dioxide
that can result in the formation of rain
of sufficient acidity to be a danger to the
environment currently are being investi-
gated throughout the world. The data
needed for standard-setting are not now
available. Furthermore, it is not clear
that acid rain would be a problem fol-
lowing attainment of the national pri-
mary standards for sulfur dioxide.

EPA will be pleased to receive, at any
time, data which relate specific ambient
air concentrations of sulfur dioxide to
quantified effects such as the formation
of acid rain, corrosion of materials, re-
duction in visibility, damage to vegeta-
tion, or any adverse change to the eco-
system. The relationships between the
specific amblent air concentrations of

sulfur dioxide, elther alone or in com-
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bination with other environmental
factors, and the adverse effects caused by
those concentrations must be demon-
strable or predictable prior o establish-
ing any national secondary ambient air
quality standard.

Two organizations, the Native Ameri-
can Rights Fund and the Natural Re-
cources Defense Council, Inc,, submitted
particularly detailed comments in op-
position to the propeosed revocation.
Thelr comments cited a number of
studles of sulfur dioxide effects on vege-
tation, all well known to EPA. Neither
the studies cited nor the comments made
by the Natural Resources Defense Coun-
cil and the Native American Rights Fund
identified, nor provided & basis for
identifyiny, lonz-term concentrations
of sulfur dioxide, the attainment of
which is necessary to protect against
adverse effects. In addition, neither the
studies nor the comments indicated that
vegetation damage during the course of
a year was the result of an annual
average level rather than high shorf-
term peak exposures to sulfur dioxide.

A number of the comments in opposi-
tion to revoking the annual secondary
standard suggested revision of the pri-
mary standards to more stringent levels
than are now prescribed. EPA Is aware
of the results of the studies which were
cited in support of these comments. At
the present time, however, it is unclear
to what extent sulfur dioxide acts as a
precursor to health effects more adverse
than those now noted in the Air Quality
Criteria for Sulfur Oxides.

‘This revocation does not affect the
acceptability and enforceability of cur-
rently approved implementation plans.
‘These plans are considered adequate and
necessary to attaln and maintain the
remaining sulfur dioxide standards.

Revisions T0 SuLror OXIDES
Crrterra DOCUMENT

Section 103(¢) of the Clean Air Act as
amended in 1970 provides that the Ad-
ministrator will “from time to time re-
view, and as appropriate, medify any
criteria * * * In keeping with this
section of the Act, notice is given in this
i=sue of the FeprraL RecIsTER of the pub-~
lication of a revision to Chanter 5, “Ef~
fects of Sulfur Oxide in the Atmosphere
on Vegetation,” of Air Quzlity Criteria
for Suliur Oxides. This revision includes
the results of 2 number of studies com-~
pleted since Initial publication of the
Criteria Document in 1969, and also in-
cludes reanalysis of older data in the
light of new information.

‘The revision has been reviewed by the
National Air Quality Criteriz Advisory
Committee, composed of representatives
from industry, universities, conservation
groups, and all levels of government; by
individugls speclally selected for their
competence, expertise, or special inferest
in the effects of air pollutants on vegeta-
tlon; and by a Federal consultation
committee, comprised of members from
appropriate Federal deparftmenfs and
agencies.
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At the present time, the Administrator
judges that the revised vegetational por-
tion of the Air Quality Criteria for Sulfur
Oxides provides the only adequate basis
for the secondary National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for Sulfur Dioxide.
More than 700 published scientific' pa~
pers concerning vegetational response to
exposure to sulfur dioxide were reviewed
by the Environmental Protection Agency.
From these papers, 141 were selected by
EPA as presenting the most significant
criterie, information. These papers are
referenced and cited in the revised cri-
teria document.

The Administrator realizes there are
limitations in the scientific knowledge of
vegetational effects resulting from expo-
sure to sulfur dioxide in combination
with other ambient air pollutants. As an
example, it is known that sulfur dioxide
combined with other pollutants may
cause visible injury on vegetation to
occur at lower levels than if vegetation
were exposed to sulfur dioxide alone. A
few studies in the revised criteria docu-
ment consider the combined effects, bub
most studies deal with single pollutant.
effects. Only interactions between sulfur
dioxide and ozone, and sulfur dioxide and
oxides of mitrogen, have been cited in
the revised criteria document. The in-
formation on combined effects presented
in the criteria document is not based on
extensive studies. The results are from
preliminary laboratory studies which
point out some conflicting results requir-
ing in-depth review. There are some
cases where plants are apparently un-
damaged by pollutant mixtures although
the sulfur dioxide level by itself would
lead one to believe that damage would
occur. The potential for damage at low
concenfrations of pollutant mixtures
clearly exist; however, there is not at this
time, in the judgment of the Adminis-
trator, adequate data on which to base a
“standard solely on the combined effects.

The revised vegetational criteria cite
environmental factors which in some
way influence the susceptibility of vege- -
tation injury as the result of sulfur di-
oxide exposure. For example, vegetation
Is most easily injured when: (1) Ade-
quate soil moisture for growth is pres-
ent, (2) humidity is high, (3) tempera-
tures are above 40° ., (4) the vegetation
is actively growing, and (5) sunlight is
present. Environmental factors such as
these are interrelated and no study has
been located to date which succeeds in
adequately isolating the relative impor-
tance of each. -

Those studies which exist in the re-
vised criteria document concerning vege-
tational harm in the entire growing sea~
son do not adequately indicate whether
the observed injury was caused by a long-
term exposure to low levels of sulfur di~
oxide or by high exposures of sulfur di-
oxide which occurred during shorter time
periods. In the absence of such informa-
tion, the Administrator has determined
that proposing a standard based on
growing season exposures to sulfur di-
oxide is not warranted at this time.

~ RULES AND REGULATIONS

Laboratory, field-chamber, and ame-
bient air studies are cited in the revised
criteria,. Laboratory and field chamber
studies tend to be artificial by design
and never completely simulate ambient
air conditions. The intent of most lab-
oratory and field chamber studies is to
discover the effects resulting from direct
exposure to the pollutants without the
interference of numerous environmental
parameters including other poliutants. As
a result, laboratory and field chamber
studies tend to either overrestrict a num-
ber of environmental conditions which
might make vegetation more sensitive,
or condition the vegetation to be much
more sensitive than would be found
under natural corditions. For example,
natural environmental conditions such
as excess moisture and sunlight, which
influence the sensitivity of plants, to-
gether with the random interactions with
other pollutants, may cause injury to oc-
cur at lower ambient air concentrations
of sulfur dioxide than those reported in
laboratory or chamber studies where such
conditions are absent. In ambient air
studies, a single pollutant and its effects
are difficult to isolate from similar effects
caused by sensitive environmental con-
ditions or other pollutants. However, if
ambient air studies are complemented by
laboratory and field chamber studies,
effects can be better related to the
pollutant.

. The Environmental Protection Agency
is well aware that sulfur dioxide has
effects on non-vegetational sectors of the
public welfare such as materials, visibil~
ity, odor, taste, and the acidification of
rain. However, the current National
Secondary Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ard is not intended to protect these sec-
tors of the public welfare from long-term
effects of SO: because either protection is
afforded by the existing National Annual
Primary Ambient Air Quality Standard
(80 micrograms per cubic meter) or suffi-
cient data are not presently available to
develop criteria for standards based on
these effects.

The Environmental Protection Agency
is continuing to conduct research on the
long-term effects of sulfur dioxide ex-
bosure. During the period of prolonged
research, however, the Administrator
invites any relevant comment on the
existence of scientifically recognized sul-
fur dioxide effects information which
provides a quantitative basis for a long-
term_National Secondary Ambient Air
Quality Standard. Data are especially
desired which can relate specific ambient
air concentrations of sulfur dioxide to
quantified effects in such areas as the
formation of acid rain, corrosion of ma-
terials, reduction in visibility, or any
adverse change to the ecosystem.

As an example of nonvegetation
effects, it is known that high annual con-
centrations of sulfur dioxide accom-
Ppanied by high particulate levels will in-~
crease the corrosion rate of some ma-
terials. The Environmental Protection
Agency has inadequate data with which
to relate the effects of corrosion to long-

term amblient eir sulfur dioxide levela
which are below those now preseribed by
the primary standards.

The direct quantitative relationship
between sulfur dioxide and reduction in
visibility is not presently known. There
is evidence that particulate sulfate and
sulfuric acid mist may act with other
particulate matter to reduce visibility;
however, insufficlent knowledge of the
effects of environmental factors such as
humidity, and of the indirect role that
sulfur dioxide itself plays in reducing
visibility, make a standard based on
)O(isibility impossible to propose at this

ime.

In the case of acidification of rain, the
mechanism of the acid rain formation;
the long-term effects of acidic moisture
on plants, materials, and soils; and the
concentrations of sulfur dioxide which
can result in the formation of rain of
sufficient acidity to be an danger to the
environment are not fully understood
by the Environmental Protection Agency
at this time, The Administrator solicits
any additional information concerning
these, or any other currently unquanti-
fied, effects of sulfur oxides in the am-
bient air.

REEVALUATION OF THE THREE-Hour SO,
STANDARD

In the May 7, 1973 proposal to revoke
.the annual secondary standard, it was
stated that “there is some question ag
to whether * * * injury to vegetation
mey result from short-term exposure to
SO, concenfrations which do not exceed
the three-hour standard # * *.” The En«
vironmental Protection Agency has eval=-
uated the additional data as presented in
the revised criteria document, and hag
determined that this dats does not pro-
vide an adequate and appropriate basis
for revision of the existing three-hour
standard.

The revised criterls document presents
the results of studies which indicate that
visible injury to some types of vegetn-
tion (minor leaf spofting) can result
from short-term concentrations of 80,
which do not exceed the current stand-
ards. Evidence of this visible injury hag
occurred on generally sensitive vegetn
tion grown under environmental condi-
tions which tend to favor maximum sen-
sitivity. However, the Clean Air Act
requires that secondary standards be es-
tablished to protect the public welfare
from adverse effects. The Administrator
has given careful consideration to the
question of whether this degree of injury
can be responsibly defined as an adverse
effect within the meaning of the Clean
Air Act. After consultation with otheyr
agencies and individuals, including the
United States Department of Agricul~
ture, the Administrator has determined
that, in his judgment, standards devel-
oped solely to protect against minor visi-
ble injury are not necessarily requisite to
protect the public-welfare from adverse
effects.

The data presented in the revised ori-
teria document also provide additionsl
information regarding the levels of 8O,

.
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concentration which can cause growth
retardation or yield reduction of vegeta-~
tion. These data provide adequate evi-
dence that the current secondary stand-
ard (1,300 ug/m® maximum three-hour
concentration) is adequate and neces-
sary ta protect the public welfare from
these adverse effects.

The Administrator recognizes, and has
considered, the opinion that national
standards should be established to pro-
tect against all effects of air pollutants,
rather than only adverse effects. How-
ever, this opinion is inconsistent with
the language of the Clean Air Act which
requires protection against adverse ef-
fects, and also fails to accommodate the
fact that, for some pollutants, the con-
centration levels which result in percep-
tible effects may be dependent upon
available measurement and observation
techniques, i.e., as research techniques
improve, the level at which “effects” be-
come perceptible becomes progressively
lower, even though the level at which
these effects become adverse remains rel-
atively constant.

Several States have been granted an
extension of time pursuant to section 110
(b) for submittal of State plans for im-
plementation of the secondary sulfur
dioxide standards, and in some cases sub-
mittal of these plans has been delayed
pending results of EPA’s reevaluation of
the standards. That reevaluation is now
complete, with results as reported herein
and in the revised criteria document. The
Administrator therefore expects that all
State plans for implementation of the
sulfur dioxide standards will be sub-
mitted within four months from date of
thisnotice.

This notice of rulemaking is issued un-
der authority of sections 109 and 301 of
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 1857c-4 and

1857g).

Dated September 6, 1973.

’ JouN R. QUARLES, JT.,

Acting Administrator,
Environmential Protection Agency.

Part 50, Title 40, Code of Federal Regu-
Iations is amended by revising § 50.5 as
follows:

§50.5 National Secondary Ambient Air
Quality Standards for Sulfur Oxides
(Sulfur Dioxide).

The National Secondary Ambient Air
Quality Standard for sulfur oxide meas-
ured as sulfur dioxide by the reference
method described in Appendix A to this
part, or by any equivalent method is

-1,300 micrograms per cubic meter (0.5

p.p.m.) maximum 3-hour concentration

not to be exceeded more than once per

year.

[FR Doc.73-19295 Filed 9-13-73;8:45 am}

PART 126—AREAWIDE WASTE TREAT-
MENT MANAGEMENT PLANNING AREAS
?:IIQEDS RESPONSIBLE PLANNING AGEN-

On May 30, 1973, notice was published
in the Feperar REGISTER, 38 FR 14230,
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that the Environmental Protection
Agency was proposing policies and pro-
cedures for the designation of areawide
waste treatment management pursuant
to section 208(a) of the Federal YWater
Pollution Control Act Amendments of
1972 (86 Stat. 816 (33 U.S.C. 1251, 1288
() (1))

The regulations are designed to serve
as guides for the Governors of the States
and chief elected officials of general pur-
pose local government in identifying
areas which, as a result of urban-indus-
trial concentrations or other factors,
have substantial water quality control
problems which require an areawide ap-
proach in planning for and implementing
corrective action, and in designating

‘agencies capable of developing waste

treatment management plans for such
areas.

In view of the intent of the legislation,
the Environmental Protection Agency
believes that an areawide water quality
management program should be carrled
out to gain the following objectives:

Provide cost effective, point cource
treatment and control for areas of ur-
ban-industrial concentrations having
substantial water quality control prob-
lems.

Provide for control of nonpolnt cources
in urban-industrial and other areas
where such controls are required includ-
ing prevention of water quality problems
in the future.

Provide for coordinated waste treat-
ment management in such areas.

Written comments on the propozed
rulemaking were invited and recefved
from interested parties. A number of ver-
bal comments also were received. The En-
vironmental Protection Agency has care-
fully considered all submitted comments.
All written comments are on file with the
Agency. Certain of these comments have
been adopted or substantially satisfled by
editorial change, deletions from, or addi-
tions to the regulations. These changes
are discussed belov.

(a) A substantial water quality con-
trol problem was further defined to indi-
cate that the problem exists where water
quality has been degraded to the extent
that desired uses are impaired or pre-
cluded. The identification of water qual-
ity segments under 40 CFR Part 130 or
groundwater pollution problems are mea-
sures of the extent of the problem.

(b) The definition of local units of
government that may respond to indicate
intent to join together in the planning
process now includes both general pur-
pose and other appropriate units of local
government. (See § 126.10(c).)

(c) The criteria for designation of a
planning agency now includes the con-
sideration of an existing agency’s cap-
ability for implementing the plan or hav-
ing the plan implemented. (See §126-
11(h).).

(d) The requirements for the submis-
sion of information on 208 planning areas
and agencies have been revised to require
a statement relating the boundarles of
the area to the SMSA but not to require
conformance to SMSA boundarles. (Sce
§ 126.15.)

25681

(e) The Governor’s right to nondesig-
nate in intrastate areas only is clarified.
(See §126.16.)

(f) Where 208 planning area and
agency designations are made by local
public officials, the Governor’s views on
these designations may be made fo the
Administrator.

(g) The Administrator’s approval or
disapproval actions of areas and agencies
will be published in the Feperar Rrcis-
TER. (Seo § 126.17.)

(h) The requirements for public par-
ticipation as set forth in 40 CFR, Part
105 shall be followed.

Effective date.—September 14, 1973.

Because of the importance of promptly
making known to States, local units of
government and other interests the con-
tents of these regulations in order that
area and agency designations may ke
made under section 208(a) of the Act, the
Administrator finds good cauze to declare
the regulations effective on September 14,
1873.

Dated September 4, 1973.

Jo=T QUARLES,
Acting Administraior.

Subpart A—Secope and Purpose; Definitions

gee.
1261 Scopo and Purpoze.
1262 Definitions.

Subpart B—Procedures for Desiznation of 208
anning Areas and Agencies Respoasible for
Plannin, g

12810 Criterla for deotermination of 203
p T areas.

12611 Criteria m'r desiznation of agencles

responsible fory planning.

125,12 Prozedure for desiznation of intra-
ctate 203 planniny arecs and
agencles responsible for planninz.

Protedure for desiznation of inter-
ctate 203 planning areas and
agencles recponsible for planningz.

XNondesiznation of 293 planning areas
and/or azencles by Governor(s).

Submizdons of 203 planning areas
and agencles responsible for plan-

126813

12014
12015

S

Prozedure for decsiznation of 203
plannine areas and agencles re-
cpansible for planning by the chief
elected offlclals of general purpose
1ocal government.

12817 Review of submissions.

12618 Revislons.

Subpart C—State Planning in Nondesignated
Areas

124168

12820 Determination of planning agen
in nondesiznated areas.
Subpart D—Public Participation

12330 Public participation requirements in
dezignation of 203 planning areas
and desiznation of agencles
responsible for planninz.

Subpart E—Assistance to Designated Agencies

12840 Determination of elizibllity.
AvuTtHozITT.—Sce. 203 and 501, 85 Stat., 816,

(33 U.S.C.1251, 1288(a) (1) ).
Subpart A—Scope and Purpose; Definitions

§ 126.1 Scope and purpose.

This part establishes regulations
specifying procedural and other elements
and criterla for the use of State Gov-
ernors and chief elected officials of gen-
eral purpose local government in the
designation of the areas, including their

cles
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