§§52.1773-52.1774

except as noted below. In addition, con-
tinued satisfaction of the requirements
of Part D for the ozone portion of the
SIP depends on the adoption and sub-
mittal of RACT requirements by July
1, 1980 for the sources covered by CTGs
issued between January 1978 and Janu-
ary 1979 and adoption and submittal by
each subsequent January of additional
RACT requirements for sources covered
by CTGs issued by the previous Janu-
ary.

(b) New Source review permits issued
pursuant to section 173 of the Clean Air
Act will not be deemed valid by EPA
unless the provisions of Section V of
the Emission Offset (Interpretative
Rule) published on January 16, 1979 (44
FR 3274) are met.

[45 FR 26043, Apr. 17, 1980]
§§52.1773-52.1774 [Reserved]

§52.1775 Rules and regulations.

Paragraph (g) of regulation 2D.0535 is
disapproved because its automatic ex-
emption for excess emissions during
startup and shutdown is inconsistent
with the Clean Air Act.

[61 FR 32075, Sept. 9, 1986]
§§52.1776-52.1777 [Reserved]

§52.1778 Significant deterioration of
air quality.

(a)-(b) [Reserved]

(c) All applications and other infor-
mation required pursuant to §52.21 of
this part from sources located or to be
located in the State of North Carolina
shall be submitted to the North Caro-
lina Environmental Management Com-
mission, Department of Natural and
Economic Resources, Division of Envi-
ronmental Management, P.O. Box
27687, Raleigh, NC 27611. Attention: Air
Quality Section, instead of the EPA
Region IV office.

[43 FR 26410, June 19, 1978, as amended at 47
FR 7837, Feb. 23, 1982]

§52.1779 [Reserved]

§52.1780 VOC rule deficiency correc-
tion.

The revisions submitted to EPA for
approval on September 21, 1989, Janu-
ary 14, 1991, April 29, 1991, August 13,
1991, and July 19, 1993, were intended to
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correct deficiencies cited in a letter
calling for the State to revise its SIP
for O; from Greer C. Tidwell, EPA Re-
gional Administrator to Governor
James C. Martin on May 25, 1988, and
clarified in a letter from Winston A.
Smith, EPA Region IV Air Division Di-
rector to the Chief of the Air Quality
Section, North Carolina Division of En-
vironmental Management. The defi-
ciency in the following aspect of the
rule has not been corrected.

(a) Procedures used to determine cap-
ture control device efficiency should be
contained in 2D.0914. This deficiency
must be corrected as soon as EPA
issues final guidance on Capture Effi-
ciency regulations.

(b) [Reserved]

[59 FR 32365, June 23, 1994]

§52.1781 Control strategy: Sulfur ox-
ides and particulate matter.

(a) The plan’s control strategy for
particulate matter as outlined in the
three-year variance for the coal-fired
units of Duke Power Company and
Carolina Power & Light Company from
the particulate emission limits of Reg-
ulation 15 N.C.A.C. 2D.0503, with sub-
mittals on June 18, September 7, Octo-
ber 31, and December 14, 1979, by the
North Carolina Department of Natural
Resources and Community Develop-
ment, is disapproved only insofar that
it provides an exemption for excess
emissions during periods of startup,
shutdown, and verified malfunction.
(See §52.1770(c)(22).)

(b) The plan’s control strategy for
particulate matter as contained in reg-
ulation 15 NCAC 2D.0536, which was
submitted on January 24 and February
21, 1983, and on December 17, 1985, and
became effective on August 1, 1987, is
disapproved insofar as it provides an-
nual opacity limits for the seven plants
of Duke Power Company and for Plants
Roxboro and Cape Fear of Carolina
Power and Light Company.

(c) The plan’s control strategy for
particulate matter as contained in re-
visions to 15 NCAC 2D.0536 submitted
on January 24, 1983, February 21, 1983,
and December 17, 1985, is disapproved
as it applies to the Carolina Power and
Light Asheville, Lee, Sutton and
Weatherspoon Plants. These plants will
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