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requirements beyond those imposed by
state law. Accordingly, the
Administrator certifies that this 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 approves 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
(Public Law 104–4). This rule also does
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), nor will
it 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
levels of government, as specified in
Executive Order 13132 (64 FR 43255,
August 10, 1999), because it merely
approves 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 rule also is not
subject to Executive Order 13045 (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 VCS 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. As required by
section 3 of Executive Order 12988 (61
FR 4729, February 7, 1996), in issuing
this rule, EPA has taken the necessary
steps to eliminate drafting errors and
ambiguity, minimize potential litigation,
and provide a clear legal standard for
affected conduct. EPA has complied
with Executive Order 12630 (53 FR
8859, March 15, 1988) by examining the

takings implications of the rule in
accordance with the ‘‘Attorney
General’s Supplemental Guidelines for
the Evaluation of Risk and Avoidance of
Unanticipated Takings’’ issued under
the executive order. This 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.).

B. Submission to Congress and the
Comptroller General

The Congressional Review Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., as added by the Small
Business Regulatory Enforcement
Fairness Act of 1996, generally provides
that before a rule may take effect, the
agency promulgating the rule must
submit a rule report, which includes a
copy of the rule, to each House of the
Congress and to the Comptroller General
of the United States. Section 804
exempts from section 801 the following
types of rules: (1) Rules of particular
applicability; (2) rules relating to agency
management or personnel; and (3) rules
of agency organization, procedure, or
practice that do not substantially affect
the rights or obligations of non-agency
parties. 5 U.S.C. 804(3). EPA is not
required to submit a rule report
regarding today’s action under section
801 because this is a rule of particular
applicability establishing source-
specific requirements for one named
source.

C. Petitions for Judicial Review

Under section 307(b)(1) of the Clean
Air Act, petitions for judicial review of
this action must be filed in the United
States Court of Appeals for the
appropriate circuit by January 14, 2002.
Filing a petition for reconsideration by
the Administrator of this final rule does
not affect the finality of this rule for the
purposes of judicial review nor does it
extend the time within which a petition
for judicial review may be filed, and
shall not postpone the effectiveness of
such rule or action.

This action approving Maryland’s
source-specific RACT requirements to
control VOC emissions from the Thomas
Manufacturing Corporation Inc. in
Maryland may not be challenged later in
proceedings to enforce its requirements.
(See section 307(b)(2).)

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Hydrocarbons,
Incorporation by reference, Ozone,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements.

Dated: October 31, 2001.
Thomas Voltaggio,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region III.

40 CFR part 52 is amended as follows:

PART 52—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for Part 52
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.

Subpart V—Maryland

2. Section 52.1070 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(167) to read as
follows:

§ 52.1070 Identification of plan.
* * * * *

(c) * * *
(167)
(i) Incorporation by reference.
(A) Letter dated February 21, 2001

submitted by the Maryland Department
of the Environment transmitting the
source-specific VOC RACT
determination for the Thomas
Manufacturing Corporation Inc., in the
form of a Consent Order.

(B) Consent Order for the Thomas
Manufacturing Corporation Inc., dated
February 6, 2001, with an effective date
of February 15, 2001.

(ii) Additional Materials—Other
materials submitted by the State of
Maryland in support of and pertaining
to the RACT determination for the
source listed in paragraph (c)(167)(i)(B)
of this section.
[FR Doc. 01–28187 Filed 11–14–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 622

[Docket No. 001005281-0369-02; I.D.
110801D]

Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the
Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic;
Closure

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS closes the commercial
fishery for king mackerel in the
exclusive economic zone (EEZ) in the
northern Florida west coast subzone.
This closure is necessary to protect the
Gulf king mackerel resource.
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DATES: The closure is effective 12 noon,
local time, November 10, 2001, through
June 30, 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Godcharles, telephone 727–570–
5305, fax 727–570–5583, e-mail
Mark.Godcharles@noaa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
fishery for coastal migratory pelagic fish
(king mackerel, Spanish mackerel, cero,
cobia, little tunny, dolphin, and, in the
Gulf of Mexico only, bluefish) is
managed under the Fishery
Management Plan for the Coastal
Migratory Pelagic Resources of the Gulf
of Mexico and South Atlantic (FMP).
The FMP was prepared by the Gulf of
Mexico and South Atlantic Fishery
Management Councils (Councils) and is
implemented under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) by regulations
at 50 CFR part 622.

Based on the Councils’ recommended
total allowable catch and the allocation
ratios in the FMP, on April 30, 2001 (66
FR 17368, March 30, 2001) NMFS
implemented a commercial quota of
2.25 million lb (1.02 million kg) for the
eastern zone (Florida) of the Gulf
migratory group of king mackerel. That
quota is further divided into separate
quotas for the Florida east coast subzone
and the northern and southern Florida
west coast subzones. On April 27, 2000,
NMFS implemented the final rule (65
FR 16336, March 28, 2000) that divided
the Florida west coast subzone of the
eastern zone into northern and southern
subzones, and established their separate
quotas. The quota newly implemented
for the northern Florida west coast
subzone is 168,750 lb (76,544 kg)(50
CFR 622.42 (c)(1)(i)(A)(2)(ii)).

Under 50 CFR 622.43 (a)(3), NMFS is
required to close any segment of the
king mackerel commercial fishery when
its quota has been reached, or is
projected to be reached, by filing a
notification at the Office of the Federal
Register. NMFS has determined that the
commercial quota of 168,750 lb (76,544
kg) for Gulf group king mackerel in the
northern Florida west coast subzone
was reached on November 9, 2001.
Accordingly, the commercial fishery for
king mackerel in the northern Florida
west coast subzone is closed at 12 noon,
local time, November 10, 2001, through
June 30, 2002, the end of the fishing
year.

The Florida west coast subzone is that
part of the eastern zone south and west
of 25°20.4′ N. lat. (a line directly east
from the Miami-Dade County, FL,
boundary). The Florida west coast
subzone is further divided into northern

and southern subzones. The northern
subzone is that part of the Florida west
coast subzone that is between 26°19.8’
N. lat. (a line directly west from the Lee/
Collier County, FL boundary) and
87°31’06′ W. long. (a line directly south
from the Alabama/Florida boundary).

Except for a person aboard a charter
vessel or headboat, during the closure,
no person aboard a vessel for which a
commercial permit for king mackerel
has been issued may fish for Gulf group
king mackerel in the EEZ in the closed
zones or subzones. A person aboard a
vessel that has a valid charter vessel/
headboat permit for coastal migratory
pelagic fish may continue to retain king
mackerel in or from the closed zones or
subzones under the bag and possession
limits set forth in 50 CFR 622.39
(c)(1)(ii) and (c)(2), provided the vessel
is operating as a charter vessel or
headboat. A charter vessel or headboat
that also has a commercial king
mackerel permit is considered to be
operating as a charter vessel or headboat
when it carries a passenger who pays a
fee or when there are more than three
persons aboard, including operator and
crew.

During the closure, king mackerel
from the closed zones or subzones taken
in the EEZ, including those harvested
under the bag and possession limits,
may not be purchased or sold. This
prohibition does not apply to trade in
king mackerel from the closed zones or
subzones that were harvested, landed
ashore, and sold prior to the closure and
were held in cold storage by a dealer or
processor.

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. The closure must be
implemented immediately to prevent an
overrun of the commercial quota (50
CFR 622.42 (c)(1)) of Gulf group king
mackerel, given the capacity of the
fishing fleet to harvest the quota
quickly. Overruns could potentially lead
to further overfishing and unnecessary
delays in rebuilding this resource.
Therefore, any delay in implementing
this action would be impractical and
contradictory to the Magnuson-Stevens
Act, the FMP, and the public interest.
NMFS finds, for good cause, that the
implementation of this action cannot be
delayed for 30 days. Accordingly, under
5 U.S.C. 553 (d), a delay in the effective
date is waived.

This action is taken under 50 CFR
622.43 (a) and is exempt from review
under Executive Order 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: November 8, 2001.
Richard W. Surdi,
Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 01–28647 Filed 11–9–01; 4:32 pm]
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SUMMARY: NMFS adjusts the October-
December subquota for the General
category Atlantic bluefin tuna (BFT)
fishery by transferring 40 metric tons
(mt) from the Longline South
subcategory quota, 50 mt from the
Angling category (25 mt from the school
size class North and 25 mt from the
school size class South subcategories),
and 3 mt from the Trap category for a
revised coastwide General category
subquota of approximately 431.9 mt for
October-December, including the
addition of underharvest from previous
time periods. NMFS reopens the
coastwide BFT General category until
the adjusted October-December
subquota has been filled. These actions
are being taken to allow for maximum
utilization of the U.S. landings quota of
BFT while maintaining a fair
distribution of fishing opportunities,
preventing overharvest of the adjusted
subquotas for the affected fishing
categories, helping to achieve optimum
yield in the General category fishery,
and allowing the collection of a broad
range of data for stock monitoring
purposes, consistent with the objectives
of the Fishery Management Plan for
Atlantic Tunas, Swordfish, and Sharks
(HMS FMP).
DATES: The quota transfers are effective
November 9, 2001, through December
31, 2001. The General category
reopening is effective November 12,
2001, through December 31, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Brad
McHale or Pat Scida, 978–281–9260.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Regulations implemented under the
authority of the Atlantic Tunas
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