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slots, and its replacement if the
inspection is failed. The proposed AD
would require you to use the service
information described previously to
perform these actions.

Costs of Compliance

We estimate that this proposed AD
would affect 117 Pratt & Whitney
PW4074, PW4074D, PW4077,
PW4077D, PW4084D, PW4090,
PW4090-3, and PW4098 turbofan
engines installed on airplanes of U.S.
registry. We also estimate that it would
take one workhour per engine to
perform the proposed actions, and that
the average labor rate is $80 per
workhour. A replacement front turbine
hub would cost about $253,000 for a
PwW4074, PW4074D, PW4077,
PW4077D, or PW4084D engine, and
about $283,000 for a PW4090, PW4090-
3, or PW4098 engine. To date, the
failure rate of inspected front turbine
hubs is at ten percent. Assuming the
failed front turbine hubs had 100
percent available life at the time of the
inspection, the total cost of the
proposed AD for the U.S. operators
would be about $3,144,960.

Authority for This Rulemaking

Title 49 of the United States Code
specifies the FAA’s authority to issue
rules on aviation safety. Subtitle I,
Section 106, describes the authority of
the FAA Administrator. Subtitle VII,
Aviation Programs, describes in more
detail the scope of the Agency’s
authority.

We are issuing this rulemaking under
the authority described in Subtitle VII,
Part A, Subpart III, Section 44701,
“General requirements.” Under that
section, Congress charges the FAA with
promoting safe flight of civil aircraft in
air commerce by prescribing regulations
for practices, methods, and procedures
the Administrator finds necessary for
safety in air commerce. This regulation
is within the scope of that authority
because it addresses an unsafe condition
that is likely to exist or develop on
products identified in this rulemaking
action.

Regulatory Findings

We have determined that this
proposed AD would not have federalism
implications under Executive Order
13132. This proposed AD would not
have a substantial direct effect 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.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that the proposed regulation:

1. Is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866;

2. Is not a “‘significant rule” under the
DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures
(44 FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and

3. Would not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

We prepared a regulatory evaluation
of the estimated costs to comply with
this proposed AD. See the ADDRESSES
section for a location to examine the
regulatory evaluation.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Under the authority delegated to me
by the Administrator, the Federal
Aviation Administration proposes to
amend 14 CFR part 39 as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. The FAA amends § 39.13 by adding
the following new airworthiness
directive:

Pratt & Whitney: Docket No. FAA-2006—
24487; Directorate Identifier 2006—NE—
13-AD.

Comments Due Date

(a) The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) must receive comments on this
airworthiness directive (AD) action by
August 8, 2006.

Affected ADs

(b) None.
Applicability

(c) This AD applies to Pratt & Whitney
PW4074, PW4074D, PW4077, PW4077D,
PW4084D, PW4090, PW4090-3, and PW4098
turbofan engines, with front turbine hub part
numbers 501761, 52L.701, 551221, 521.901,
53L121, 55L521, and 53L021, installed.
These engines are installed on, but not
limited to, Boeing 777 airplanes.

Unsafe Condition

(d) This AD results from a report of a crack
found in an anti-rotation slot of a front
turbine hub, during overhaul shop
inspection. The anti-rotation slot geometry
was not machined in conformance with the
design drawing. We are issuing this AD to
prevent uncontained engine failure, damage
to the airplane, and injury to passengers.

Compliance

(e) You are responsible for having the
actions required by this AD performed at the

next exposure of the rear side of the front
turbine hub after the effective date of this
AD, unless the actions have already been
done.

Onetime Visual Inspection

(f) For front turbine hubs listed by part
number and serial number in Table 1, Table
2, and Table 3 of Pratt & Whitney Service
Bulletin (SB) No. PW4G-112-72-282,
Revision 1, dated March 3, 2006, do the
following:

(1) Perform a onetime visual inspection for
extra fillet radii in the anti-rotation slots.

(2) Use paragraphs 1.A. through 1.C.(2) of
the Accomplishment Instructions of Pratt &
Whitney SB No. PW4G-112-72-282,
Revision 1, dated March 3, 2006, to do the
inspection.

(3) Remove from service any front turbine
hub that has extra fillet radii in the anti-
rotation slots and install a serviceable front
turbine hub.

Prohibition of Front Turbine Hubs That
Have Extra Fillet Radii in the Anti-Rotation
Slots

(g) After the effective date of this AD, do
not install any front turbine hub that has
extra fillet radii in the anti-rotation slots,
onto any engine.

Previous Credit

(h) Previous credit is allowed for front
turbine hubs inspected using Pratt & Whitney
SB No. PW4G-112-72-282, dated February
27, 2006, or Revision 1, dated March 3, 2006,
before the effective date of this AD.

Alternative Methods of Compliance

(i) The Manager, Engine Certification
Office, has the authority to approve
alternative methods of compliance for this
AD if requested using the procedures found
in 14 CFR 39.19.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
June 5, 2006.
Thomas A. Boudreau,

Acting Manager, Engine and Propeller
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 06-5242 Filed 6—-8-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[EPA-R09-OAR-2006-0464; FRL-8182-1]
Revisions to the Nevada State
Implementation Plan

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Nevada State
Implementation Plan (SIP). These
revisions concern the Air Pollution
sections of the Nevada Revised Statutes
(NRS). We are proposing to approve the
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submitted statutes in order to bring the
Nevada SIP up to date. These statutes
are being approved under the Clean Air
Act as amended in 1990 (CAA or the
Act). We are taking comments on this
proposal and plan to follow with a final
action.

DATES: Any comments must arrive by
July 10, 2006.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments,
identified by docket number EPA-R09—
OAR-2006—0464, by one of the
following methods:

1. Federal eRulemaking Portal:
http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the
on-line instructions.

2. E-mail: steckel.andrew@epa.gov.

3. Mail or deliver: Andrew Steckel
(Air-4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street,
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901.

Instructions: All comments will be
included in the public docket without
change and may be made available
online at http://www.regulations.gov,
including any personal information
provided, unless the comment includes
Confidential Business Information (CBI)
or other information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Information that
you consider CBI or otherwise protected
should be clearly identified as such and
should not be submitted through
http://www.regulations.gov or e-mail.
http://www.regulations.gov is an
“anonymous access”’ system, and EPA
will not know your identity or contact
information unless you provide it in the
body of your comment. If you send e-
mail directly to EPA, your e-mail
address will be automatically captured

and included as part of the public
comment. 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.

Docket: The index to the docket for
this action is available electronically at
http://www.regulations.gov and in hard
copy at EPA Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, California. While
all documents in the docket are listed in
the index, some information may be
publicly available only at the hard copy
location (e.g., copyrighted material), and
some may not be publicly available in
either location (e.g., CBI). To inspect the
hard copy materials, please schedule an
appointment during normal business
hours with the contact listed in the FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT section.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
Rose, EPA Region IX, (415) 947-4126,
rose.julie@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Throughout this document, “we,
and “our” refer to EPA.
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STATUTES SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL

1. The State’s Submittal

A. What statutes did the state submit for
approval?

The Governor’s designee, the Nevada
Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, Division of Environmental
Protection (NDEP), submitted a large
revision to the applicable SIP on
January 12, 2006. On March 23, 2006,
the Nevada SIP submittal dated January
12, 2006 was found to meet the
completeness criteria in 40 CFR part 51
Appendix V, which must be met before
formal EPA review. On March 24, 2006,
the NDEP submitted an additional
revision consisting of a definition found
in Title 0, Preliminary Chapter of the
General Provisions of the NRS. On May
17, 2006, the submittal dated March 24,
2006 was found to meet the
completeness criteria in 40 CFR part 51
Appendix V. The primary purpose of
these revisions is to clarify and
harmonize State and federally
enforceable requirements. Because these
revisions incorporate so many changes
from the 1970s and 1980s vintage SIP
regulations, EPA has decided to review
and act on the submittal in a series of
separate actions. The first such action
was finalized in the Federal Register on
March 27, 2006, (71 FR 15040). The
remaining portions of the submittal will
be acted on in future Federal Register
actions.

The following table lists the Nevada
Revised Statutes (NRS) addressed by
this proposal with the dates they were
submitted by NDEP.

Nevada revised ;
statutes Title Suggggtal
(NRS)
445B.105 (DY T T [oT g T USSR OUPURRPPRURN 01/12/06
445B.110 ... Air contaminant .. 01/12/06
445B.115 ... Air pollution ........ 01/12/06
445B.120 ... Commission ..... 01/12/06
445B.125 ... Department ...... 01/12/06
445B.130 ... Director ......... 01/12/06
445B.135 ... Federal Act ................. 01/12/06
445B.140 ... Hazardous air pollutant ... 01/12/06
445B.145 ... Operating permit ......... 01/12/06
445B.150 ... Person ......ccccceeeene 01/12/06
0.039 ..ooiiiieeeeee [T o PSPPSR 03/24/06
445B.155 Yo T8 (o= Tr=T oo g Vo [T =Y o3 A =To U (o= RSP RRSRSN 01/12/06
445B.210 ... Powers of Commission ................. 01/12/06
445B.220 ... Additional powers of COmmMISSIoN .........ccccevverieenneenne 01/12/06
445B.225 ... Power of Commission to require testing of sources ... 01/12/06
445B.235 ... Additional powers of the Department ...........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiniece e 01/12/06
445B.245 ... Power of Department to perform or require test of emissions from stacks . 01/12/06
445B.275 ... Creation; MEMDETS; TEIMS .....couiiiiiiiieeiee e 01/12/06
445B.280 ... Attendance of witnesses at hearing; contempt; CoOmpPensation ...........cccoceiiiiiin i 01/12/06
445B.300 Operating permit for source of air contaminant; notice and approval of proposed construction; administra- 01/12/06
tive fees; failure of Commission or Department to act.
445B.320 .....oeevvveeennen Approval of plans and specifications required before construction or alteration of structure ........................ 01/12/06


http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:andrew@epa.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
http://www.regulations.gov
mailto:julie@epa.gov
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STATUTES SUBMITTED FOR APPROVAL—Continued
Nevada revised :
statutes Title Sugerl?gtal
(NRS)
445B.500 .......ccvvueeee Establishment and administration of program; contents of program; designation of air pollution control 01/12/06
agency of county for purposes of federal act; powers and duties of local air pollution control board; no-
tice of public hearings; delegation of authority to determine violations and levy administrative penalties;
cities and smaller counties; regulation of certain electric plants prohibited.
445B.510 ..ccccvieieenne Commission may require program for designated area ..........c.cecevireerinieie s 01/12/06
445B.520 ... Commission may establish or supersede county program 01/12/06
445B.530 .....coevvevunene Commission may assume jurisdiction over specific classes of air contaminants ............ccceeeeverienieseneenne. 01/12/06
445B.540 ..o Restoration of superseded local program; continuation of existing local program  .........c.cccccvveiiiiiiiiiennne 01/12/06
445B.560 ... Plan or procedure for EMEIrgENCY .......ccoiiiiiiiiiiii e s s s 01/12/06
445B.595 ..o Governmental sources of air contaminants to comply with state and local provisions regarding air pollu- 01/12/06
tion; permit to set fire for training purposes; planning and zoning agencies to consider effects on qual-
ity of air.

B. What is the regulatory history of the
Nevada SIP?

Pursuant to the Clean Air
Amendments of 1970, the Governor of
Nevada submitted the original SIP to
EPA in January 1972. EPA approved
certain portions of the original SIP and
disapproved others under CAA section
110(a). See 37 FR 10842 (May 31, 1972).
For some of the disapproved portions,
EPA promulgated substitute provisions,
referred to as Federal implementation
plan (FIP) provisions, under CAA
section 110(c).

The original SIP included various
rules, codified as articles within the
Nevada Air Quality Regulations
(NAQR), and various statutory
provisions codified in title 40, chapter
445 of the Nevada Revised Statutes
(NRS). In the early 1980’s, Nevada
reorganized and re-codified its air
quality rules as sections within chapter
445 of the Nevada Administrative Code
(NAC). Today, Nevada codifies its air
quality regulations in chapter 445B of
the NAC and codifies air quality statutes
in chapter 445B of title 40 of the NRS.

Nevada adopted and submitted many
revisions to the original set of
regulations and statutes in the SIP, some
of which EPA approved on February 6,
1975 at 40 FR 5511; on March 26, 1975
at 40 FR 13306; on January 9, 1978 at
43 FR 1341; on January 24, 1978 at 43
FR 3278; on August 21, 1978 at 43 FR
36932; on July 10, 1980 at 45 FR 46384;
on April 14, 1981 at 46 FR 21758; on
August 27, 1981 at 46 FR 43141; on
March 3, 1982 at 47 FR 9833; on April
13,1982 at 47 FR 15790; on June 18,
1982 at 47 FR 26386; on June 23, 1982
at 47 FR 27070; on March 27, 1984 at
49 FR 11626. Since 1984, EPA has
approved very few revisions to Nevada’s
applicable SIP despite numerous
changes that have been adopted locally.
As a result, the version of the rules
enforceable by NDEP is often quite

different from the SIP version
enforceable by EPA.

C. What is the purpose of this proposed
rule?

The purpose of this proposal is to
bring the applicable SIP up to date. We
are proposing to approve the statutes
contained in Nevada’s January 12, 2006
and March 24, 2006 submittals.

II. EPA’s Evaluation and Action

A. How is EPA evaluating the statutes
submitted for approval?

We have reviewed the statutes
submitted by NDEP on January 12, 2006
and March 24, 2006 for compliance with
the CAA requirements for SIPs in
general set forth in CAA section
110(a)(2) and 40 CFR part 51 and also
for compliance with CAA requirements
for SIP revisions in CAA section 110(1)
and 193.

B. Do the statutes meet the evaluation
criteria?

We believe the NRS statutes listed in
the table are consistent with the relevant
policy and guidance regarding
enforceability and SIP relaxations. The
TSD has more information on our
evaluation.

C. Public Comment and Final Action

Because EPA believes the Nevada SIP
will continue to fulfill all relevant
requirements, we are proposing to fully
approve the submitted revisions in
accordance with section 110(k)(3) of the
Act. 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 approve these statutes
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 (Pub. L. 104-4).

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
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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 VGCS 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 note) 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, Intergovernmental
relations, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Dated: May 25, 2006.
Laura Yoshii,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. E6-9000 Filed 6—8-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 180
[EPA-HQ-OPP-2006-0495; FRL-8072-8]

Food-Contact Surface Sanitizing
Solutions; Proposed Revocation of
Tolerance Exemptions for Sanitizers
with No Food-Contact Uses in
Registered Pesticide Products and
with Insufficient Data for
Reassessment

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

SUMMARY: This document proposes
under section 408(e)(1) of the Federal
Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act (FFDCA)
to revoke the existing exemption from
the requirement of a tolerance for the
food-contact surface sanitizing solution
use of certain antimicrobial pesticides
because the Agency has determined that
the tolerance exemption corresponds to
the food-contact sanitizing use for
which there are no longer registered
pesticide products, and because there
are insufficient data to make the
determination of safety required by
FFDCA section 408(b)(2). The regulatory
actions proposed in this document will
contribute toward the Agency’s
tolerance reassessment requirements
under the FFDCA section 408(q), as
amended by the Food Quality Protection
Act (FQPA) of 1996. By law, EPA is
required by August 2006 to reassess the
tolerances that were in existence on
August 2, 1996.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before July 10, 2006.

ADDRESSES: Submit your comments,
identified by docket identification (ID)
number EPA-HQ-OPP-2006—-0495, by
one of the following methods:

¢ Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the on-line
instructions for submitting comments.

e Mail: Office of Pesticide Programs
(OPP) Regulatory Public Docket (7502P),
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave., NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001.

e Delivery: OPP Regulatory Public
Docket (7502P), Environmental
Protection Agency, Rm. S—4400, One
Potomac Yard (South Building), 2777 S.
Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA. Deliveries
are only accepted during the Docket’s
normal hours of operation (8:30 a.m. to
4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays). Special
arrangements should be made for
deliveries of boxed information. The
Docket telephone number is (703) 305—
5805.

Instructions: Direct your comments to
docket ID number EPA-HQ-OPP-2006—
0495. EPA’s policy is that all comments
received will be included in the docket
without change and may be made
available on-line at http://
www.regulations.gov, including any
personal information provided, unless
the comment includes information
claimed to be Confidential Business
Information (CBI) or other information
whose disclosure is restricted by statute.
Do not submit information that you
consider to be CBI or otherwise
protected through regulations.gov or e-
mail. The Federal regulations.gov
website is an “anonymous access”
system, which means EPA will not

know your identity or contact
information unless you provide it in the
body of your comment. If you send an
e-mail comment directly to EPA without
going through regulations.gov, your e-
mail address will be automatically
captured and included as part of the
comment that is placed in the docket
and made available on the Internet. If
you submit an electronic comment, EPA
recommends that you include your
name and other contact information in
the body of your comment and with any
disk or CD-ROM you submit. 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.
Electronic files should avoid the use of
special characters, any form of
encryption, and be free of any defects or
viruses.

Docket: All documents in the docket
are listed in the docket index. Although
listed in the index, some information is
not publicly available, e.g., CBI or other
information whose disclosure is
restricted by statute. Certain other
material, such as copyrighted material,
is not placed on the Internet and will be
publicly available only in hard copy
form. Publicly available docket
materials are available either in the
electronic docket at http://
www.regulations.gov, or, if only
available in hard copy, at the OPP
Regulatory Public Docket in Rm. S—
4400, One Potomac Yard (South
Building), 2777 S. Crystal Drive,
Arlington, VA. The hours of operation
of this Docket Facility are from 8:30 a.m.
to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding legal holidays. The Docket
telephone number is (703) 305—-5805.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Laura Bailey, Antimicrobials Division
(7510P), Office of Pesticide Programs,
Environmental Protection Agency, 1200
Pennsylvania Ave, NW., Washington,
DC 20460-0001; telephone number:
(703) 308-6212; e-mail address:
bailey.laura@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. General Information
A. Does this Action Apply to Me?

You may be potentially affected by
this action if you are an agricultural
producer, food manufacturer, or
pesticide manufacturer. Potentially
affected entities may include, but are
not limited to:

e Crop production (NAICS code 111).

¢ Animal production (NAICS code
112).

¢ Food manufacturing (NAICS code
311).
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