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RIN 2020-
AA33

Pesticide Management and
Disposal  

May 1993 Oct. 2003 “These proposed rules are issued pursuant to the
authority given the Administrator of EPA in
sections 8, 19 and 25 of FIFRA, 7 U.S.C. 136f,
136q and 136w.  Section 6 of FIFRA authorizes
EPA to take certain actions to prohibit sale,
distribution and use of pesticides that cause
unreasonable adverse effects on the environment.
An "unreasonable adverse effect" determination
involves the weighing of the risks of using the
pesticide against the benefits of that use.” 

[58 Fed. Reg. 26856 (May 5, 1993)]

No explanation is given.

RIN 2025 -
AA01

TRI; Chemical Expansion;
Finalization of Deferred
Chemicals

Nov.  2000 Sept.  2003 “The proposed addition of these chemicals and
chemical categories is based on their acute human
health effects, carcinogenicity or other chronic
human health effects, and/or their environmental
effects. EPA believes that these chemicals and
chemical categories meet the EPCRA section
313(d)(2) criteria for addition to the list of toxic
chemicals.” 59 Fed. Reg 1,788 (January 12, 1994)
“On November 30, 1994, EPA added 286
chemicals and chemical categories to the EPCRA
section 313 list, including 39 chemicals as part of
two delineated categories. Each chemical and
chemical category was found to meet the statutory
criteria described in EPCRA section 313(d)(2)(A)-
(C). At this time, EPA deferred final action on 40
chemicals and one chemical category until a later
date. These were deferred because the comments
received on them raised difficult technical or
policy issues which required additional time to
address. EPA chose not to delay final action on the
286 chemicals and chemical categories because of
the additional time needed to address the issues
surrounding the smaller group of 40 chemicals and
one chemical category; rather, EPA believed it to
be in the spirit of community right-to-know to
proceed with the final rulemaking of the additional

No explanation was given.
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chemicals and chemical categories.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003]

RIN 2030-
AA80

Background Investigations for
Contractors  Performing
Services Onsite

Dec. 2002 Dec. 2004 “Executive Orders 10450 and 12968 require that
all persons entering Federal service, including
contract employees, be investigated for
suitability. The Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) is proposing to amend the EPA
Acquisition Regulation (EPAAR) to add a clause
requiring contractors (and subcontractors) to
perform background checks and make suitability
determinations for contractor (and
subcontractor) employees performing services on
or within Federally--owned or leased space and
facilities, commercial space primarily occupied
by Federal employees, and Superfund, Oil
Pollution Act, and Stafford Act sites. The clause
will require contractors (and subcontractors) to
perform background checks and make suitability
determinations on their employees before the
employees can perform on--site contract services
for the EPA. Contracting Officers will be allowed
to waive the requirements of the clause on a
case--by--case basis. The process contemplated
by the clause will allow EPA to mitigate any
actual or potential threat to the public health,
welfare and the environment.”

[Unified Agenda, December 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2030-
AA81

Continuation of Implementing
the Empowerment Initiative

May 2003 Dec. 2004 “EPA's Office of Acquisition Management
conducted an internal assessment of its
organization and determined that in some
situations there were too many levels of review
required prior to making contract awards and
other contract-related decisions. Consequently,
steps were taken to revise internal policies to
eliminate certain higher level reviews and give
authority and responsibility for making decisions

No explanation was given.
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relating to contract actions to the qualified
individuals most familiar with the contracting
action. This rule is being issued as a direct final
rule because the changes being made are not
considered controversial and adverse comments
are not expected.” 

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

RIN 2030-
AA83

Implementation of Authority
To Appoint Research Scientists
Under 42 USC

May 2003 Dec. 2004 “The proposed regulation will implement the
Agency's authority under 42 USC 6A.I.61 section
209(f) and 209(g) to appoint research scientists
and to take related personnel actions. Under 42
USC, the Agency has authority to make
appointments of research scientists and to take
related personnel actions including determining
qualifications, method of recruitment, selection,
duration of appointment and pay. The Agency's
authority under 42 USC is separate from and not
limited by 5 USC. The authority granted to the
Agency under 42 USC derives from one of the
foundation documents of the Agency:
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1970.”

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2030-
AA85

On-S i t e  and  O f f - S i t e
Background Checks Performed
by EPA and Contractors

Dec. 2003 Dec. 2004 “The events of September 11, 2001, have
heightened both Government and private
industry awareness relative to protecting facilities
and the personnel who work therein. EPA has a
large number of contracts 
that require contractor (and subcontractor)
employees to access federally-owned or leased
facilities and space, federally-occupied facilities,
and Superfund, Oil Pollution Act, and Stafford
Act sites. Although such access is often necessary
for contract performance, it nevertheless creates
significant potential risks for EPA. While
background checks provide no guarantee as to a
person's loyalty, trustworthiness, or suitability
for contract performance, they provide valuable

“The public comments EPA received objected
not only to the proposed clause's broad
application, but also to its key substantive
provisions. EPA has decided to withdraw this
proposed EPAAR clause, and plans instead to
incorporate a narrowly tailored background
check requirement in the Agency's emergency
response contracts' statements of work.
Currently, this category of contracts consists of
Superfund Technical Assistance and Removal
Team (START), Emergency and Rapid Response
Services (ERRS), and Response Engineering and
Analytical Contract (REAC). In the future this
requirement may be included in other types of
contracts.”
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information that may prove useful in
determining an individual's suitability to perform
on-site services for the EPA.”

[ 68 Fed. Reg. 2,990 (Jan. 22, 2003)]

[ 69 Fed. Reg. 59,843 (Oct. 6, 2004)]

RIN 2030-
AA86

C o n t r a c t  B u n d l i n g
Requirements

Dec. 2003 Dec. 2004 “In March of 2003, the President called on the
Office of Management and Budget to prepare a
strategy for unbundling Federal contracts. Federal
contracting opportunities for Small Businesses have
been dramatically reduced because of contract
bundling. Contract bundling occurs when two or
more procurement requirements for goods or
services previously provided or performed under
separate, smaller contracts is consolidated into a
solicitation of offers for a single contract that is
unlikely to be suitable for award to a small
business concern.”

[Unified Agenda, Dec. 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2040 -
AD97

Effluent Guidelines and
Standards for Pharmaceutical
Manufacturing: Amendment

March 2003 Dec. 2003 The agency received industry comments on a
Septermber 1998 rule on effluent guidelines and
standards and determined that several amendments
were necessary.  The agency gave the following
explanations for the specific amendments:
“In order to remove any ambiguity about which
regulations applied to dischargers constructing new
facilities and commencing discharge after the 1983
regulation but before the effective date of the 1998
regulations, EPA is amending the regulation.”68
Fed. Reg. 12,266 12,267 (March 13, 2003).

“EPA inadvertently omitted this qualified provision
of the BOD5 limitations from the final rule
published in 1998, and this language consequently
has not been included in subsequent editions of 40
CFR part 439. Today EPA is correcting this
omission. . . .” 68 Fed. Reg. at 12,267

“The changes here will facilitate the
implementation of part 439 and will not affect

“Because EPA received adverse comment, we are
withdrawing certain portions of the direct final
rule for the Effluent Limitations Guidelines,
Pretreatment Standards, and New Source
Performance Standards for the Pharmaceutical
Manufacturing Point Source Category. ublished on
March 13, 2003 (68 FR 12265). . . . We will
address that comment in a subsequent final action
based on the parallel proposal also published on
March 13, 2003 (68 FR 12276). As stated in the
parallel proposal, we will not institute a second
comment period on this action.” 

[68 Fed. Reg. 34,831 (July 11, 2003)]
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environmental impacts or compliance costs. They
merely clarify applicable dates, correct an
inadvertent error and omission, and make other
non-substantive edits.” 

[68 Fed. Reg. at 12,268 (March 13, 2003)]

RIN 2040-
AB74

Clean Water Act Definition of
Waters of the United States

April 1990 Nov. 2003 “The intent of this action is to clarify aspects of the
current definition which define waters, ‘the use,
degradation or destruction of which would or
could affect interstate or foreign commerce,’ as
waters of the U.S. We are not proposing to address
any aspects of the definition of ‘waters of the U.S.’
in this rulemaking other than those relating to
these four examples.” (Unified Agenda, April
1992).

“The goal of the agencies is to develop proposed
regulations that will further the public interest by
clarifying what waters are subject to CWA
jurisdiction and affording full protection to these
waters through an appropriate focus of Federal
and State resources consistent with the CWA” 

[68 Fed. Reg. 1,991 1,993 (January 15, 2003)]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2040-
AC14

Comparison of Dredged
Material to Reference Sediment

April 1993 Dec. 2004 “Adoption of the reference sediment approach
would allow the regulatory program to better
assess the potential cumulative impacts of
dredged material discharges, and would make
testing of dredged material proposed for
discharge in waters of the U.S. more consistent
with current methods used for testing dredged
material proposed for ocean disposal.”  

[60 Fed. Reg.  419 (Jan. 4, 1995)]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2040-
AC95

Test Procedures for the
Analysis of Miscellaneous
Metals, Anions, and Volatile

Nov. 1996 Sept. 2003 “In the interest of pollution prevention, EPA is
proposing to replace mercuric sulfate with copper
sulfate in the total Kjeldahl nitrogen methods and

Incorporated into 2040-AD71

[Unified Agenda, December 2003]
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Organics Under the Clean
Water Act, Phase One

to permit the substitution of the AMCO-AEPA-1
Standard for the formazin standard in the turbidity
method. Replacement of these two reagents would
remove hazardous or potentially carcinogenic
chemicals from use in EPA approved methods.” 

[60 Fed. Reg. 53, 988 53,989 (October 18, 1995)]

RIN 2040-
AD12

Test Procedures for the
Analysis of Miscellaneous
Metals, Anions, and Volatile
Organics Under the Clean
Water Act, Phase Two

April 1998 Sept. 2003 “EPA is proposing a new broad-purpose digestion
procedure for total recoverable elements. It has the
advantage of being compatable with several of the
approved measurement techniques, which will
allow laboratories to achieve some cost savings by
reducing preparations and increasing flexibility in
choosing approved analytical techniques after
digestion.”  

[60 Fed. Reg. 53, 988 53,989 (October 18, 1995)]

Incorporated into 2040-AD71

[Unified Agenda, December 2003]

RIN 2040-
AD35

Water Quality Standards for
Alabama--Phase II

April 1999 May 2004 “EPA is proposing to establish a designated use for
a segment of Five Mile Creek in Alabama. If this
proposal is promulgated as final, the Federal
designated use will supersede the State's designated
use that EPA disapproved in 1986 and 1991. EPA
disapproved the State's designated use because it is
inconsistent with the Clean Water Act and EPA's
implementing regulations. Specifically, EPA is
proposing a designated use for the protection of
fish and wildlife.” 

[76 Fed. Reg. 65,256 (October 23, 2002)]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2040-
AD52

Test Procedures for the
Analysis of Mercury Under the
Clean Water Act (Method
245.7)

April 2000 Sept.  2003 “This regulatory action would propose to amend
the Guidelines Establishing Test Procedures for the
Analysis of Pollutants under 40 CFR part 136 to
approve a new analytical test procedure (method)
for the determination of mercury in the wastewater
program as authorized under the Clean Water Act

Incorporated into 2040-AD71.

[Unified Agenda, December 2003]
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(CWA). This new test procedure is capable of
measuring mercury at low parts-per-trillion (ppt;
ng/L) concentrations and would be an alternative
to the recently promulgated EPA Method 1631,
which also determines mercury at low ppt
concentrations. EPA Method 245.7 uses similar
technology to EPA Method 1631 (cold vapor
atomic fluorescence spectrometry), but it does not
require the use of a gold trap. Laboratories claim
that EPA Method 245.7 is a less burdensome and
more cost-effective method than EPA Method
1631.” 

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

RIN 2040-
AD53

Test Procedures: Revisions to
Method Detection and
Quantitation for the Clean
Water Act

April 2000 Dec. 2004 “The ML appears in many EPA methods and has
been used to describe the lowest concentration of
a substance that gives a recognizable signal, or as
a quantitation limit. The proposed revisions
include clarifications and improvements that are
based on a recent EPA assessment of the MDL
and the ML and of alternative approaches for
defining test sensitivity, peer review of the
Agency's assessment, and earlier stakeholder
comments on the existing MDL procedure.”

[68 Fed. Reg.  11,770 (March 12, 2003)]

“The proposed revisions were disfavored by the
vast majority of commenters on the March 2003
proposed rule, and the Agency has determined
that these proposed revisions do not represent
the most effective way to address the public's and
EPA's concerns regarding approaches to, and use
of, detection and quantitation values. The
Agency believes, preliminarily, that new
approaches submitted in comments to the
proposed rule might better address the issues
EPA sought to address in its proposed revisions
and that these new approaches warrant further
consideration and refinement. Hence, EPA plans
to work with stakeholders to evaluate one or
more approaches to detection and quantitation
that will satisfy the needs of programs,
regulations, and initiatives at the Federal level
for use of detection and quantitation procedures,
and to revise its existing procedures, as
appropriate.”

[69 FR 64,707 (Nov. 8, 2004)]

RIN 2040-
AD68

Clean Water State Revolving
Fund Regulation Revisions Re:

May 2001 Dec. 2004 “EPA has decided its initial reading in 1990 was
too broad, and the intent of Congress was only

No explanation was given.
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Use as Matching Funds to prohibit use of CW SRF loans as match for
Title II construction grants. This action will
revise the regulations to allow a State, in its
operation of its CW SRF, to provide a loan to
non-Title II infrastructure construction grant
projects as a non-federal match. The prohibition
on the use of CW SRF as a match for a Title II
construction grant will continue.”

[Unified Agenda, May 2001]

RIN 2040-
AE64

Uniform National Discharge
Standards for Armed Forces
Vessels--Phase II

June 2004 Dec. 2004 “In 1996, the Clean Water Act was amended to
create section 312(n), Uniform National
Discharge Standards for Vessels of the Armed
Forces (UNDS). Section 312(n) directs EPA and
DOD to jointly develop a nationally uniform set
of discharge standards for Armed Forces vessels,
preempting existing and future State and local
standards for these discharges. The purpose of
the statute is to allow DOD to plan, design, and
build environmentally sound vessels, to
encourage the development and use of
innovative pollution control technology, and to
improve operational flexibility. . . .  The Phase I
rulemaking concluded that 25 discharges from
Armed Forces vessels would require control
because they have the potential to adversely
impact the aquatic environment. Phase II will
establish the performance standards for these 25
discharges. ”

[Unified Agenda, June 2004]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2050-
AE65

Land Disposal Restrictions;
Treatment Standards for Spent
Potliners From Primary
Aluminum Reduction (K088)
and Regulatory Classification
of K088 Verfication Units

April 1999 Sept.  2003 “EPA is proposing to revise certain treatment
standards for spent potliners from primary
aluminum reduction (EPA hazardous waste: K088)
under its Land Disposal Restrictions (LDR)
program. These revisions are a direct result of an
Agency commitment to investigate whether a more
permanent treatment standard for K088 is
appropriate.” 

“On July 20, 2000, EPA proposed revised
treatment standards for K088 wastes. Specifically,
the Agency proposed to lower the cyanide
treatment standard and reinstate a treatment
standard for fluoride nonwastewaters based on a
deionized water leach test. Comments to the
proposed rule were significant and suggest that
there are significant treatment issues yet to be
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[65 Fed. Reg. 42,937 (July 12, 2000)] resolved for K088 waste. The Agency needs to
further assess the treatment universe for K088 and
is considered extending the possible date of a final
rule or to investigate other strategies both
regulatory and non-regulatory to facilitate
recycling of spent aluminum potliners.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003]

RIN 2050-
AE91

Municipal Solid Waste Landfill
Location Restrictions for
Airport Safety 

Dec.  2001 Dec.  2003 “EPA is amending this provision in order to
incorporate new landfill siting requirements
enacted in the Wendell H. Ford Aviation
Investment and Reform Act for the 21st Century
(Ford Act). The Ford Act siting restrictions apply
to specified smaller public airports to address the
potential hazard that birds attracted to MSWLFs
may pose to aircraft operations.” 

[67 FR 45,948 (July 11, 2002)]

“We stated in that Federal Register document that
if we received adverse comment by August 12,
2002, we would publish a timely notice of
withdrawal in the Federal Register. We
subsequently received adverse comment on that
direct final rule. We will address those comments
in a subsequent final action based on the parallel
proposal also published on July 11, 2002 (67 FR
45948). . . .   Although EPA is issuing this
withdrawal of its direct final rule, the new siting
requirements enacted in the Wendell H. Ford
Aviation Investment and Reform Act for the 21st
Century continue to remain in effect.” 

[67 Fed. Reg. 62,647 (October 8, 2002)]

“After reviewing the comments, EPA has decided
not to finalize the rule as proposed. Instead of
adding a new subsection (e) to 40 CFR 258.10,
EPA is incorporating information about the Ford
Act in a note following the criteria in 40 CFR
258.10. As a result, the specific limitations of the
Ford Act are not being incorporated into the
criteria for MSWLFs under RCRA and are not
enforceable as part of EPA's MSWLF criteria. The
note is for advisory purposes only.”

[68 Fed. Reg. 59333 (October 15, 2003)]

2030-AA64 Revision to EPAAR 1552.211-
73, Level of Effort

Nov. 1998 Dec. 2004 “This rule will revise EPAAR 1552.211-73, Level
of Effort, to define more concisely the services

No explanation was given.
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being acquired, and to more accurately reflect
the relationship between services provided and
fee payments.”

[Unified Agenda, Nov. 1998]

RIN 2060-
AG20

Protection of Stratospheric
Ozone: Reconsideration of
Section 608 Sales Restriction

Nov. 1995 May 2004 “The rule will include the reconsideration of the
sales restriction as it relates to split systems. The
Agency was petitioned to reconsider the part of the
sales restriction that included the sale of pre-
charged split systems. It restricted such sales to
certified technicians. Since then, EPA stayed that
portion of the sales restriction in response to the
petition. This rule will include the determination
of the Agency related to the reconsideration. It
addresses environmental problems of ozone
depletion resulting from emissions of CFCs,
HCFCs, and other ozone-depleting substances.
Through restricting sales of certain pre-charged
items to persons certified as technicians, emissions
to the atmosphere are decreased. The impact on
small businesses and governments would be
negligible, since persons can become certified if the
EPA determination is a full restriction. Most
businesses and governments will have at least one
certified technician on board.”

[Unified Agenda, Fall 1995]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2060-
AG26

NESHAP: Paint Stripping
Operations

Nov. 1995 Oct. 2003 “The EPA has determined that paint stripping
operations emit at least one of the HAP's listed
in section 112(b) of the Clean Air Act. As a
result, the source category was included on the
initial list of HAP-emitting categories scheduled

No explanation was given.
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for promulgation within 10 years of enactment
of the Act.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003] 

RIN 2060-
AH08

N E S H A P :  C h r o m i u m
Electroplating Amendment

Nov. 1996 May 2004 “Final standards under section 112(d) for
chromium emissions from hard and decorative
chromium electroplating and chromium
anodizing tanks (40 CFR 63, Subpart N) were
promulgated on January 25, 1995. Since
promulgation, the Agency has determined that
a class of chromium electroplating operations
were inadvertently excluded from regulation.
Specifically, the final standards do not apply to
sources engaged in continuous chromium
electroplating of steel sheet used to make cans
and other containers. It is the Agency's intent to
regulate all facilities engaged in chromium
electroplating. Therefore, the Agency plans to
amend the chromium electroplating rule to
extend its applicability to continuous chromium
electroplating operations.” 

[Unified Agenda, Fall 2003]

No explanation is given.

RIN 2060-
AI01

Amendments to Parts 51, 52,
63, 70 and 71 Regarding the
Provisions for Determining
Potential to Emit

April 1998 Nov. 2003 “The proposed rule will address issues related to
the determination of a stationary source's
potential to emit in response to three court
decisions.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003]

“The Agency plans no further action.” 

[Unified Agenda, Fall 2003]

RIN 2060-
AI47

Revisions to Air Pollution
E m e r g e n c y  E p i s o d e
Requirements (Subpart H, 40
CFR Part 51)

April 1999 Sept. 2003 “40 CFR part 51.150-51.153 requires States to
have contingency plans to prevent air pollution
levels from reaching the significant harm level
(SHL) for CO, O3, SO2, NOx, and PM.
Appendix L provides example guidance to the
States on appropriate courses of action to take
at each episode stage (i.e., alert, warning, and

No explanation was given.
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emergency) to ensure the SHL is not reached.
These requirements were developed in the
1970's, based on the NAAQS from that era.
Since that time, ambient air quality levels have
decreased nationwide. Today, many
areas/sources that no longer need episode plans
must still develop them. This rule would update
and simplify the criteria used to determine
which areas would require episode plans. Areas
with no more than one exceedance of the Alert
level over the past 5 years would not need to
develop emergency episode plans. Sources with
the potential to cause exceedances of the SHL
due to a process/control equipment malfunction
would need to develop source contingency plans
to prevent (and to respond to) such
malfunctions. Appendix L would also be revised
to reflect the revised program requirements.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003]

RIN 2060-
AI47

Revisions to Air Pollution
E m e r g e n c y  E p i s o d e
Requirements (Subpart H, 40
CFR Part 51)

April 1999 Sept. 2003 “This proposed rule would revise the provisions
for the clean unit test contained in the major
New Source Review (NSR) requirements. This
action proposes to revise the length of the clean
unit designation period contained in the final
NSR rules. The current rules allow for clean
unit designation to be used for 10 years
provided the source meets the requirements to
maintain clean unit status. This proposed rule
would recognize that the average life expectancy
of control equipment is 15 years rather than the
10 years contained in the final rules. Permitting
agencies and industry will benefit from this
action by potentially reducing the number of
future permit actions. As a result, this action
reduces the compliance burden, including
annual compliance costs, for all sources subject

No explanation was given.
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to the major NSR program requirements.”  

[Unified Agenda, May 2003].

RIN 2060-
AJ23

Petitions to Delist source
Categories from the Source
Category List; Developed
Pursuant to Section 112(c)of
the Clean Air Act

Nov.  2000 May 2004 “The most current SC list was published on
February 12, 2002 (67 FR 6521). Section
112(c)(9), which provides the legislative
authority and guidelines for such actions, states
that the Administrator may delete a SC from the
list under section 112(c), on petition of any
person or on the Administrator's own motion,
whenever the Administrator determines that no
source in the category emits hazardous air
pollutants (HAPs) in quantities which may cause
a lifetime risk of cancer greater than 1 in 1
million to the individual in the population who
is most exposed and that emissions from no
source in the category exceed a level which is
adequate to protect public health with an ample
margin of safety and that no adverse
environmental effect will result. As of August
14, 2002, one petition to delist a SC has been
received. It contains information on HAP
emissions, exposures, health effects, human
risks, and potential ecological concerns as well
as the petitioner's explanation why the 2--Piece
Can Manufacturing should be removed from the
SC List. The EPA is reviewing the petition.
Once the review is completed, the EPA will
decide whether to grant or deny the petition.
Section 112(c)(9) requires that within 12
months of receipt of a petition, the
Administrator shall either grant or deny the
petition by publishing a written explanation of
the reasons for the Administrator's decision.” 

[Unified Agenda, Fall 2003]

No explanation was given.
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RIN 2060-
AJ84

Compilation of Source-
Specific Alternative Methods
Being Approved for Source-
Category Wide Application

Dec. 2001 May 2004 “Sources have applied for approval of
alternative test methods for use at their facility.
The Agency has approved these methods and
issued letters of approval to each requestor. The
Agency has determined that these methods
could be used at similar sources, thus giving
those sources an alternative test method to the
one cited in the regulation. This action seeks to
publish these facility--specific approvals in order
to provide other facilities within the source
category the option of using the alternative
method.” 

[Unified Agenda, Fall 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2060-
AJ89

State and Federal Operating
Permits Program: Removal of
Amendments to Part 70 and
Par t  71  Compl i ance
Certification Requirements

Dec. 2001 Sept. 2003 “Action is in response to the October 29, 1999,
United States Circuit Court of Appeals decision
to remand to EPA part of the October 22, 1997,
Compliance Assurance Monitoring rulemaking
that included revisions to parts 70 and 71
compliance certification requirements. The
Court ruled that the compliance certification
must address whether the affected facility has
been in continuous or intermittent compliance.”

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2060-
AK82

NESHAP: Rubber Tire
Manufacturing: Technical
Correction

May 2003 D e c e m b e r
2003

“The EPA had also identified these as necessary
technical corrections. The amendments to the
rule change the definition of "cements and
solvents" to conform to the language identified
by both the RMA and us prior to the
publication of the rule on July 9, 2002. The
revised definition does not change the intent of
the original standards, but it is clearer and
consistent with the intended meaning of
affected cements and solvents used in tire

No explanation was given.
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manufacturing.” (Unified Agenda, Springs
2003). 

RIN 2060-
AL77

Protection of Stratospheric
Ozone; Refrigerant
Recycling; Certification of
Recovery and
Recovery/Recycling
Equipment Intended for Use
With Substitute Refrigerants

Dec. 2003 Dec. 2004 “EPA is amending the rule on refrigerant
recycling, promulgated under section 608 of the
Clean Air Act, to clarify how the requirements
of section 608 extend to refrigerant recovery
and/or recycling equipment intended for use
with substitutes for CFC and HCFC
refrigerants.”

[Unified Agenda, Dec. 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2060-
AL82

Revis ions  to  Federa l
Operating Permits Program
Fee Payment Deadlines for
California Agricultural
Sources

May  2003 June 2003 “We are deferring the fee payment due date for
State-exempt agricultural sources in California
that are subject to the part 71 program because
we believe the standard part 71 fee may
significantly exceed the actual cost of
administering a program for agricultural
sources, and we do not have the information to
complete a rulemaking to establish a different
fee prior to the May 14, 2003, application
deadline. The part 71 fee schedule in §§ 71.9(c)
is designed to cover the cost of permitting more
complex, industrial sources. We need additional
time to evaluate the likely costs of permitting
the State-exempt agricultural sources. Also, as
we gain experience with the program, we will
be in a better position to establish a cost-based
fee. For these reasons, we are amending §§
71.9(f) to extend the due date for permit fees
for State-exempt agricultural sources until May
14, 2004. Unless we set a different fee amount
through rulemaking before that extended date,
the fee schedule in §§ 71.9(c)(1) would apply.”

[68 Fed.. Reg. 25, 507 25, 509 (May 13, 2003)]

“Because we received adverse comment, we are
withdrawing the direct final rule to amend the
Federal Operating Permits Program fee payment
deadlines for California agricultural sources. We
published the direct final rule on May 13, 2003.
We stated in that Federal Register document
that if we received adverse comment by June 12,
*38198 we would publish a timely withdrawal
in the Federal Register. We subsequently
received adverse comment on that direct final
rule. We will address those comments in a
subsequent final action based on the parallel
proposal also published on May 13, 2003. As
stated in the parallel proposal, we will not
institute a second comment period on this
action.”

[ 68 Fed. Reg. 38,197 (June 27, 2003)] 
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RIN 2070-
AD23

Pes t i c ide s ;  To l e r ance
Processing Fees

Oct. 1997 Dec. 2004 “Since a 1983 cost analysis, factors such as
expanded data requirements, changes in risk
assessment methods, improvements in data
base management and tracking systems, and
the increasing complexity of scientific review
of petitions have resulted in costs substantially
exceeding the fees currently charged.
Accordingly, the regulatory effort is to outline
how and to what extent the fee structure and
fee amounts will be adjusted so that EPA can
comply with the law by collecting, in the
aggregate, an amount equivalent to the costs
of processing tolerance actions.”

[Unified Agenda, Oct. 1997]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2070-
AD62

Endangered Species and
Pesticide Regulation 

Jan.  2003 Sept. 2003 “This notice will focus on regulations and
policies affecting the process for consultation
between EPA and the Fish and Wildlife Service
and the National Marine Fisheries Service
regarding EPA actions in its pesticide regulatory
program under the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). It will
seek public comment on changes to current
regulations, policies and practices of the EPA
and Services to better integrate the FIFRA and
Endangered Species Act processes and to
improve the efficiency and effectiveness of
consultations on pesticide actions to ensure that
species that are Federally listed or proposed as
threatened or endangered and their proposed or
designated critical habitat are appropriately
protected.” 

[Unified Agenda, Spring 2003]

No explanation was given.  However, RIN
1018-AI95 was promugated in August 2004 and
addressed these issues.
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RIN 2090-
AA21

Project XL Site-Specific
Rulemaking for Andersen
Corporation's Facility in
Bayport, Minnesota

April 1999 May  2004 “This proposed site-specific rule is intended to
provide regulatory changes under the Clean Air
Act ("CAA" or the "Act") to implement
Andersen's XL project, which will result in
superior environmental performance and, at the
same time, provide Andersen with greater
operational flexibility.” 

[64 Fed. Reg. 19,097 (April 19, 1999)]

No explanation is given.

RIN 2090-
AA25

Project XL Site-Specific
Rulemaking for Anne Arundel
County Millersville Landfill,
Severn, Maryland

May  2001 June 2004 “Proponents of bioreactor technology believe
that operating MSWLFs as bioreactors provides
a number of environmental benefits, including
an increased rate of waste decomposition, which
in turn would extend the operating life of the
landfill and lessen the need for additional
landfill space or other disposal options. . . .
Based on these reasons, bioreactors are expected
to decrease potential environmental risks and
costs associated with leachate management,
treatment and offsite disposal. Additionally, use
of bioreactor techniques are believed to shorten
the length of time the liner will be exposed to
leachate and lower the long term potential for
leachate migration into the subsurface
environment. . . .  EPA is interested in assessing
the performance of landfills operated as
bioreactors with alternative liners, and these XL
projects are expected to produce valuable data.
“The Anne Arundel County Millersville Landfill
XL Project and the other related XL projects
will provide additional information on the
performance of MSWLFs when liquids are
added to the landfill. The Agency is also
interested in assessing how different types of
alternative liners perform when liquids are
added to the landfill, including maintaining a
hydraulic head at acceptable levels.” 

No explanation was given.
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[68 Fed. Reg. 25, 550  25,553 (May 13, 2003)]

RIN 2090-
A A 2 8
(Formerly
2 0 0 2 -
AA00)

New Jersey Gold Track
Project XL Rule

Dec. 2001

( 2 0 0 2 -
A A 0 0
a p p e a r e d
o n  t h e
Agenda in
May 2001).

Oct.  2003 “The Gold Track Program is a crucial part of
NJDEP's efforts to create a State-run tiered
performance-based program. Currently,
facilities may join NJDEP's Silver Track
Program, which is a lower-level tier that
provides recognition for commitments to a
certain level of environmental enhancement.
Gold Track expands upon these environmental
commitments, and offers proportionally greater
recognition, as well as actual federal regulatory
flexibility to participating facilities. NJDEP is
partnering with EPA in the Gold Track effort
under the XL program, so as to be able to offer
federal regulatory flexibility to Gold Track
participants.”

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

No explanation was given.

RIN 2090-
AA32

Amendment to Project XL
Rulemaking and Final Project
Agreement (FPA) for New
E n g l a n d  U n i v e r s i t i e s
Laboratories

May 2003 Sept. 2003 “Under the Project XL program, the EPA is
supporting a project for the New England
Universities Laboratories in Massachusetts and
Vermont. On September 28, 1999, the EPA
promulgated a site-specific rule to help
implement the project. This action would
amend the site-specific rule by extending the
date of compliance. . . .   The principal objective
of this Laboratory XL Project is to pilot a
flexible, performance-based system for
managing laboratory waste.” 

[Unified Agenda, May 2003]

No explanation was given.


