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(B) Rule 419, Gasoline Loading into
Stationary Tanks, submitted on June
22, 1978, is disapproved, and rule 419,
submitted April 21, 1976, and previously
approved in 40 CFR 52.223, is retained.

(c) The following rules and regula-
tions are disapproved because they rep-
resent a relaxation of promulgated
EPA regulations, and an adequate con-
trol strategy demonstration has not
been submitted showing that the relax-
ation would not interfere with the at-
tainment and maintenance of the na-

tional standrds for photochemical
oxidants:

(1) Sacramento Valley Intrastate
AQCR.

(i) Yolo-Solano APCD.

(A) Rules 2.21(b)(2), 2.21(b)(2),

2.21(b)(4), 2.21(b)(5) and 2.21(b)(6), sub-
mitted on June 6, 1977.

(d) Imperial County APCD Rule 415,
Gasoline Loading from Tank Trucks
and Trailers, submitted by the State
on November 4, 1977 is approved as ap-
plicable to facilities installed after
July 1, 1977. District Rule 125, Gasoline
Loading into Tank Trucks and Trailers
and Rule 129, Gasoline loading into
Tanks, submitted on February 21, 1972
and previously approved under 40 CFR
52.223 are retained as part of the State
implementation plan, as applicable to
facilities installed prior to July 1, 1977.

(e) The emission reduction credits for
the following control measures con-
tained in Ventura County’s 1982 Ozone
nonattainment area plan, submitted by
the Governor’s designee on December
31, 1982, are disapproved since the con-
trol measures are of an intermittent
and voluntary nature and are therefore
not approvable under Sections
110(a)(2)(F)(v) and 123 of the Clean Air
Act: R-38/N-16, ‘““No Use Day’’; R-39/N-
17, ““No Drive Day’’; R-40, ““No Spray
Day’’; R-41/N-18 ‘‘Stationary Source
Curtailments.”

[38 FR 16564, June 22, 1973. Redesignated at 40
FR 3767, Jan. 24, 1975]

EDITORIAL NOTE: For FEDERAL REGISTER cCi-
tations affecting §52.269, see the List of CFR
Sections Affected, which appears in the
Finding Aids section of the printed volume
and on GPO Access.
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§52.270 Significant deterioration of
air quality.

(a) With the exception of the areas
listed in paragraph (b) of this section:

(1) The requirements of Sections 160
through 165 of the Clean Air Act are
not met in California.

(2) The plan does not include approv-
able procedures for preventing the sig-
nificant deterioration of air quality.

(3) The provisions of §52.21 except
paragraph (a)(1) are hereby incor-
porated and made a part of the applica-
ble State plan for the State of Cali-
fornia.

(b) District PSD Plans. (1) The PSD
rules for Sacramento County Air Pollu-
tion Control District are approved
under Part C, Subpart 1, of the Clean
Air Act. However, EPA is retaining au-
thority to apply §52.21 in certain cases.
The provisions of §52.21 except para-
graph (a)(1) are therefore incorporated
and made a part of the State plan for
California for the Sacramento County
Air Pollution Control District for:

(i) Those cogeneration and resource
recovery projects which are major sta-
tionary sources or major modifications
under §52.21 and which would cause
violations of PSD increments.

(if) Those projects which are major
stationary sources or major modifica-
tions under §52.21 and which would ei-
ther have stacks taller than 65 meters
or would use ‘‘dispersion techniques”
as defined in §51.1.

(iii) Sources for which EPA has
issued permits under §52.21, including
the following permit and any others for
which applications are received by
June 19, 1985.

Procter & Gamble, SAC 83-01, 5/6/83.

(2) The PSD rules for North Coast
Unified Air Quality Management Dis-
trict are approved under Part C, Sub-
part 1, of the Clean Air Act. However,
EPA is retaining authority to apply
§52.21 in certain cases. The provisions
of §52.21 except paragraph (a)(1) are
therefore incorporated and made a part
of the State plan for California for the
North Coast Unified Air Quality Man-
agement District for:

(i) Those cogeneration and resource
recovery projects which are major sta-
tionary sources or major modifications
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under §52.21 and which would cause
violations of PSD increments.

(ii) Those projects which are major
stationary sources of major modifica-
tions under §52.21 and which would ei-
ther have stacks taller than 65 meters
or would use ‘‘dispersion techniques”
as defined in §51.1.

(iii) Sources for which EPA has
issued permits under §52.21, including
the following permits and any others
for which applications are received by
July 31, 1985;

(A) Arcata Lumber Co. (NC 78-01; No-
vember 8, 1979),

(B) Northcoast Paving (NC 79-03;
July 5, 1979),

(C) PG&E Buhne Pt. (NC 77-05).

(3) The PSD rules for Mendocino
County Air Pollution Control District
are approved under Part C, Subpart 1,
of the Clean Air Act. However, EPA is
retaining authority to apply §52.21 in
certain cases. The provisions of §52.21
except paragraph (a)(1) are therefore
incorporated and made a part of the
State plan for California for the
Mendocino County Air Pollution Con-
trol District for:

(i) Those cogeneration and resource
recovery projects which are major sta-
tionary sources or major modifications
under §52.21 and which would cause
violations of PSD increments.

(ii) Those projects which are major
stationary sources or major modifica-
tions under §52.21 and which would ei-
ther have stacks taller than 65 meters
or would use ‘‘dispersion techniques”’
as defined in §51.1.

(iii) Any sources for which EPA has
issued permits under §52.21, including
any permits for which applications are
received by July 31, 1985.

(4) The PSD rules for Northern
Sonoma County Air Pollution Control
District are approved under Part C,
Subpart 1, of the Clean Air Act. How-
ever, EPA is retaining authority to
apply §52.21 in certain cases. The provi-
sions of §52.21 except paragraph (a)(1)
are therefore incorporated and made a
part of the State plan for California for
the Northern Sonoma County Air Pol-
lution Control District for:

(i) Those cogeneration and resource
recovery projects which are major sta-
tionary sources or major modifications
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under §52.21 and which would cause
violations of PSD increments.

(ii) Those projects which are major
stationary sources or major modifica-
tions under §52.21 and which would ei-
ther have stacks taller than 65 meters
or would use ‘‘dispersion techniques”’
as defined in §51.1.

(iii) Any sources for which EPA has
issued permits under §52.21, including
any permits for which applications are
received by July 31, 1985.

[50 FR 25419, June 19, 1985, as amended at 50
FR 30943, July 31, 1985; 68 FR 11322, Mar. 10,
2003; 68 FR 74488, Dec. 24, 2003]

§52.271 Malfunction, startup,
shutdown regulations.

(a) The following regulations are dis-
approved because they would permit
the exemption of sources from the ap-
plicable emission limitations and
therefore do not satisfy the enforce-
ment imperatives of section 110 of the
Clean Air Act.

(1) Amador County APCD.

(i) Rule 404, submitted on April 21,
1976.

(ii) Rule 4f, submitted on June 30,
1972, and previously approved under 40
CFR 52.223 (37 FR 19812).

(2) Bay Area APCD.

(i) Regulation 2, Section 3212, and
Regulation 3, Section 3203, submitted
on April 21, 1976.

(if) Regulation 2, Section 3212, sub-
mitted on February 21, 1972, and pre-
viously approved under 40 CFR 52.223
(37 FR 10842).

(3) Calaveras County APCD.

(i) Rules 110 and 402(f), submitted on
July 25, 1973.

(ii) Rule 404, submitted on October 13,
1977.

(4) Colusa County APCD.

(i) Rule 4.4g, submitted on July 25,
1973, and Rule 4.4g, submitted on June
30, 1972, and previously approved under
40 CFR 52.223 (37 FR 19812).

(5) Del Norte County APCD.

(i) Rule 540, submitted on November
10, 1976.

(ii) Rule 45, submitted on February
21, 1972, and previously approved under
40 CFR 52.223 (37 FR 10842).

(6) Fresno County APCD.

(i) Rule 110, submitted on June 30,
1972, and previously approved under 40
CFR 52.223.

and
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