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determine and find that this is a final 
action of national applicability. 

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Act, 
judicial review of this final action may 
be sought only in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit. Petitions for review 
must be filed by February 13, 2007. 
Under section 307(b)(2) of the Act, 
judicial review of this final action may 
not be obtained in subsequent 
enforcement proceedings. 

As with past authorization decisions, 
this action is not a rule as defined by 
Executive Order 12866. Therefore, it is 
exempt from review by the Office of 
Management and Budget as required for 
rules and regulations by Executive 
Order 12866. 

In addition, this action is not a rule 
as defined in the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 601(2). Therefore, EPA has 
not prepared a supporting regulatory 
flexibility analysis addressing the 
impact of this action on small business 
entities. 

Finally, the Administrator has 
delegated the authority to make 
determinations regarding authorizations 
under section 209(e) of the Act to the 
Assistant Administrator for Air and 
Radiation. 

Dated: December 11, 2006. 
William L. Wehrum, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and 
Radiation. 
[FR Doc. E6–21378 Filed 12–14–06; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL–8256–6] 

Proposed Settlement Agreement 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Settlement 

Agreement; Request for Public 

Comment. 


SUMMARY: In accordance with section 
113(g) of the Clean Air Act, as amended 
(‘‘Act’’), 42 U.S.C. 7413(g), notice is 
hereby given of a proposed settlement 
agreement, to address lawsuits filed by 
Pasadena Refining Systems, Inc. 
(‘‘Petitioner’’) in the United States Court 
of Appeal for the Fifth Circuit: 
Pasadena Refining Systems, Inc. v. EPA, 
No. 04–60982 and No. 05–60551 (Fifth 
Cir.). Petitioner requested judicial 
review of various letters sent by EPA 
officials in which the EPA officials 
responded to PRSI’s request to 
determine whether PRSI would qualify 
for small refiner status under 40 CFR 

80.550 of EPA’s Nonroad Diesel 
regulations. Petitioners also requested 
judicial review of EPA’s decision to 
approve, in part, PRSI’s request for 
hardship relief under 40 CFR 80.560 of 
EPA’s Nonroad Diesel regulations. 
DATES: Written comments on the 
proposed settlement agreement must be 
received by January 16, 2007. 
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments, 
identified by Docket ID number EPA– 
HQ–OGC–2006–0932, online at http:// 
www.regulations.gov (EPA’s preferred 
method); by e-mail to 
oei.docket@epa.gov; mailed to EPA 
Docket Center, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Mailcode: 2822T, 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 
Washington, DC 20460–0001; or by 
hand delivery or courier to EPA Docket 
Center, EPA West, Room 3334, 1301 
Constitution Ave., NW., Washington, 
DC, between 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
Monday through Friday, excluding legal 
holidays. Comments on a disk or CD– 
ROM should be formatted in Word or 
ASCII file, avoiding the use of special 
characters and any form of encryption, 
and may be mailed to the mailing 
address above. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gretchen Graves, Air and Radiation Law 
Office (2344A), Office of General 
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW., 
Washington, DC 20460; telephone: (202) 
564–5581; fax number (202) 564–5603; 
e-mail address: 
graves.gretchen@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Additional Information About the 
Proposed Settlement 

PRSI, the purchaser of the Crown 
Central Petroleum refinery at Pasadena, 
Texas, requested judicial review of 
various letters sent by EPA officials in 
response to an inquiry from PRSI to 
determine whether PRSI would qualify 
for small refiner status under 40 CFR 
80.550 of EPA’s Nonroad Diesel 
regulations. Petitioners also requested 
judicial review of EPA’s decision to 
approve, in part, PRSI’s request for 
hardship relief under 40 CFR 80.560 of 
EPA’s Nonroad Diesel regulations. The 
proposed settlement would resolve 
these lawsuits. 

The proposed settlement agreement is 
available for review in the docket 
described above. For a period of thirty 
(30) days following the date of 
publication of this notice, the Agency 
will receive written comments relating 
to the proposed settlement agreement 
from persons who were not named as 
parties or intervenors to the litigation in 
question. EPA or the Department of 

Justice may withdraw or withhold 
consent to the proposed settlement 
agreement if the comments disclose 
facts or considerations that indicate that 
such consent is inappropriate, 
improper, inadequate, or inconsistent 
with the requirements of the Act. Unless 
EPA or the Department of Justice 
determines, based on any comment 
which may be submitted, that consent to 
the settlement agreement should be 
withdrawn, the terms of the agreement 
will be affirmed. 

PRSI has claimed that a dollar amount 
contained in section A.5 of the attached 
compliance plan contains confidential 
business information (‘‘CBI’’). EPA has 
not determined whether the term is 
entitled to confidential treatment under 
EPA’s Freedom of Information Act 
regulations. 40 CFR part 2, subpart B. 
According to our regulations, EPA can 
not release information claimed as 
confidential before a CBI determination 
is made. Id. Therefore, EPA has redacted 
that term for purposes of this notice, 
based on this claim. EPA invites 
comment on all aspects of the proposed 
settlement and the appropriateness of its 
terms, including comments regarding 
the appropriate dollar amount to 
include in section A.5. 

II. Additional Information About 
Commenting on the Proposed 
Settlement 

A. How Can I Get a Copy of the 
Settlement? 

The official public docket for this 
action (identified by Docket ID No. 
EPA–HQ–OGC–2006–0932) contains a 
copy of the settlement. An electronic 
version of the public docket is available 
through http://www.regulations.gov. 
You may use the www.regulations.gov 
to submit or view public comments, 
access the index listing of the contents 
of the official public docket, and to 
access those documents in the public 
docket that are available electronically. 
Once in the system, select ‘‘search,’’ 
then key in the appropriate docket 
identification number. 

B. How and To Whom Do I Submit 
Comments? 

Direct your comments to the official 
public docket for this action under 
Docket ID No. EPA–HQ–OGC–2006– 
0932. You may submit comments as 
provided in the ADDRESSES section. 
Please ensure that your comments are 
submitted within the specified comment 
period. Comments received after the 
close of the comment period will be 
marked ‘‘late.’’ EPA is not required to 
consider these late comments. 

http:graves.gretchen@epa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
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If you submit an electronic comment, 
EPA recommends that you include your 
name, mailing address, and an e-mail 
address or other contact information in 
the body of your comment and with any 
disk or CD–ROM you submit. This 

Dated: December 7, 2006. 
Richard B. Ossias, 
Associate General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. E6–21377 Filed 12–14–06; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

Gas Pipeline, Construct, Operate and 
Maintain Natural Gas Pipeline, 
Issuance of Right-of-Way Grant and 
Temporary Use Area Permits, 
Gunnison, Delta, Mesa, Garfield 
Counties, CO. 

ensures that you can be identified as the 
submitter of the comment and allows 
EPA to contact you in case EPA cannot 
read your comment due to technical 
difficulties or needs further information 
on the substance of your comment. Any 
identifying or contact information 
provided in the body of a comment will 
be included as part of the comment that 
is placed in the official public docket, 
and made available in EPA’s electronic 
public docket. If EPA cannot read your 
comment due to technical difficulties 
and cannot contact you for clarification, 
EPA may not be able to consider your 
comment. 

Use of the www.regulations.gov Web 
site to submit comments to EPA 
electronically is EPA’s preferred method 
for receiving comments. The electronic 
public docket system is an ‘‘anonymous 
access’’ system, which means EPA will 
not know your identity, e-mail address, 
or other contact information unless you 
provide it in the body of your comment. 
In contrast to EPA’s electronic public 
docket, EPA’s electronic mail (e-mail) 
system is not an ‘‘anonymous access’’ 
system. If you send an e-mail comment 
directly to the Docket without going 
through www.regulations.gov, your e-
mail address is automatically captured 
and included as part of the comment 
that is placed in the official public 
docket, and made available in EPA’s 
electronic public docket. 

It is important to note that EPA’s 
policy is that public comments, whether 
submitted electronically or in paper, 
will be made available for public 
viewing online at http:// 
www.regulations.gov without change, 
unless the comment contains 
copyrighted material, CBI, or other 
information whose disclosure is 
restricted by statute. Information 
claimed as CBI and other information 
whose disclosure is restricted by statute 
is not included in the official public 
docket or in the electronic public 
docket. EPA’s policy is that copyrighted 
material, including copyrighted material 
contained in a public comment, will not 
be placed in EPA’s electronic public 
docket but will be available only in 
printed, paper form in the official public 
docket. Although not all docket 
materials may be available 
electronically, you may still access any 
of the publicly available docket 
materials through the EPA Docket 
Center. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ER–FRL–6682–2] 

Environmental Impact Statements and 
Regulations; Availability of EPA 
Comments 

Availability of EPA comments 
prepared pursuant to the Environmental 
Review Process (ERP), under section 
309 of the Clean Air Act and Section 
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act as amended. Requests for 
copies of EPA comments can be directed 
to the Office of Federal Activities at 
202–564–7167. An explanation of the 
ratings assigned to draft environmental 
impact statements (EISs) was published 
in FR dated April 7, 2006 (71 FR 17845). 

Draft EISS 
EIS No. 20060295, ERP No. D–BLM– 

J65468–WY, Casper Field Office 
Planning Area Resource Management 
Plan, Implementation, Natrona, 
Converse, Goshen, and Platte 
Counties, WY. 
Summary: EPA supports BLM’s goal 

to update the RMP based on emerging 
issues and changing circumstances and 
appreciates efforts to address impacts to 
wetlands, riparian habitat, and water 
quality, but had environmental concerns 
about impacts to these resources and the 
Final EIS should include additional 
mitigation measures. Rating EC2. 
EIS No. 20060311, ERP No. D–NPS– 

J61110–UT, Utah Museum of Natural 
History, Construction and Operation, 
New Museum Facility at University of 
Utah, Salt Lake City, UT. 
Summary: EPA does not object to the 

proposed action. Rating LO. 
EIS No. 20060362, ERP No. D–NOA– 

L91028–AK, Alaska Groundfish 

Harvest Specifications Project, 

Establish Harvest Strategy for the 

Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands 

(BSAI) and Gulf of Alaska (GOA) 

Groundfish Fisheries, AK. 

Summary: EPA expressed 


environmental concerns because the 
preferred alternative would have greater 
impacts to target and non-target species 
than other alternatives, and requested 
additional information on how 
environmental justice requirements 
were met. Rating EC2. 
EIS No. 20060374, ERP No. D–AFS– 

J65472–CO, Bull Mountain Natural 

Summary: EPA expressed 
environmental concerns about potential 
adverse impacts to wetlands and 
riparian areas, vegetation, air and water 
quality, and off-road vehicle and 
inventoried road-less area aspects 
within the pipeline disturbance 
corridor, and suggests that the Final EIS 
include additional BMPs that avoid or 
reduce impacts. Rating EC2. 
EIS No. 20060420, ERP No. DS–AFS– 

F65047–IN, German Ridge Restoration 
Project, New Information on 2006 
Land and Resource Management Plan 
and on the Inadequate Effects 
Analysis, Implementation, Hoosier 
National Forest, Tell City Ranger 
District, Perry County, IN. 
Summary: EPA expressed 

environmental concerns and 
recommended the FEIS include 
additional analysis focusing on quantity 
of habitat types affected/created by 
proposed management activities at the 
project, cumulative impacts, and forest 
levels. Rating EC2. 

Final EISs 

EIS No. 20060371, ERP No. F–BLM– 
J65432–CO, Roan Plateau Resource 
Management Plan Amendment, 
Including Former Naval Oil Shale 
Reserves 1 and 3, Garfield and Rio 
Blanco Counties, CO. 
Summary: EPA continues to have 

environmental concerns about potential 
adverse impacts from increased access 
to the top of the Roan Plateau, 
fragmentation of critical winter habitat 
for mule deer (base of plateau), 
maintaining areas with wilderness 
characteristics, and adverse impacts 
from sedimentation on the Colorado 
cutthroat. 
EIS No. 20060396, ERP No. F–NPS– 

J65442–WY, Grand Teton National 
Park Transportation Plan, 
Implementation, Grand Teton 
National Park, Teton County, WY. 
Summary: EPA continues to have 

environmental concerns about the NPS’s 
wetland impairment classification 
process and potential for adverse 
impacts to wetlands from the selected 
alternative. 
EIS No. 20060398, ERP No. F–AFS– 

J65460–UT, Upper Strawberry 
Allotments Grazing, Authorize 
Livestock Grazing, Hebert Ranger 
District, Pinta National Forest, 
Wasatch County, UT. 

http:www.regulations.gov

