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courier. Please follow the detailed
instructions for submitting comments
described in the ADDRESSES section and
Part(I)(B) of the SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION section of the related direct
final rule which is published in the
Rules section of this Federal Register.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent
to: Pamela Blakley, Acting Chief, Air
Programs Branch (AR-18J), EPA Region
5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Ilinois 60604—3590,
blakley.pamela@epa.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ethan Chatfield, Environmental
Engineer, Air Permits Section, Air
Programs Branch (AR-18]), EPA Region
5, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago,
Tllinois 60604, (312) 886-5112,
chatfield.ethan@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: For
additional information, see the Direct
Final notice which is located in the
Rules section of this Federal Register.
Copies of the request and the EPA’s
analysis are available for inspection at
the above address. (Please telephone
Ethan Chatfield at (312) 886-5112
before visiting the Region 5 Office.)

Dated: April 26, 2004.
Bharat Mathur,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 5.
[FR Doc. 04-11338 Filed 5-19-04; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52
[CA 151-0449b; FRL-7660-5]

Revisions to the California and Nevada
State Implementation Plans, Ventura
County Air Pollution Control District
and Clark County Department of Air
Quality Management

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

SUMMARY: EPA is proposing to approve
revisions to the Ventura County Air
Pollution Control District (VCAPCD)
portion of the California State
Implementation Plan (SIP) and the Clark
County Department of Air Quality
Management (CCDAQM) portion of the
Nevada SIP. These revisions concern
ozone and particulate matter ambient air
quality standards and the control of
sulfur dioxide through the acid
deposition program. We are proposing
to approve local rules to regulate these
emission sources under the Clean Air
Act as amended in 1990 (CAA or the
Act).

DATES: Any comments on this proposal
must arrive by June 21, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to Andy
Steckel, Rulemaking Office Chief (AIR-
4), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105-3901,
or e-mail to steckel.andrew@epa.gov, or
submit comments at http://
www.regulations.gov.

You can inspect copies of the
submitted SIP revisions, EPA’s technical
support documents (TSDs), and public
comments at our Region IX office during
normal business hours by appointment.
You may also see copies of the
submitted SIP revisions by appointment
at the following locations:

California Air Resources Board, Stationary
Source Division, Rule Evaluation Section,
1001 “I”’ Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

Ventura County Air Pollution Control
District, 669 County Square Drive, Ventura,
CA 93003-5417

Nevada Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources, Division of
Environmental Protection, 333 W. Nye Lane,
Room 138, Carson City, NV 89706

Clark County Department of Air Quality
Management, 500 S. Grand Central Parkway,
Las Vegas, NV 89155-5210

Copies of the VCAPCD and CCDAQM
rules may also be available via the
Internet at the following sites
respectively, http://www.arb.ca.gov/
drdb/drdbltxt.htm and http://
www.accessclarkcounty.com/
air_quality/index.htm. Please be advised
that these are not EPA Web sites and
may not contain the same versions of
the rules that were submitted to EPA.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
A. Rose, EPA Region IX, (415) 947—
4126, rose.julie@epa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
proposal addresses the following local
rules: VCAPCD Rule 35 and CCDAQM
Section 11. In the Rules and Regulations
section of this Federal Register, we are
approving these local rules in a direct
final action without prior proposal
because we believe these SIP revisions
are not controversial. If we receive
adverse comments, however, we will
publish a timely withdrawal of the
direct final rule and address the
comments in subsequent action based
on this proposed rule.

We do not plan to open a second
comment period, so anyone interested
in commenting should do so at this
time. If we do not receive adverse
comments, no further activity is
planned. For further information, please
see the direct final action.

Dated: April 27, 2004.
Wayne Nastri,
Regional Administrator, Region IX.
[FR Doc. 04-11336 Filed 5-19-04; 8:45 am)]
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National Oil and Hazardous Substance;
Pollution Contingency Plan; National
Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of intent to delete the
Odessa Chromium 2, North and South
Plumes, Superfund Site from the
National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 6 is issuing a
notice of intent to delete the Odessa
Chromium 2, North and South Plumes,
Superfund Site, OU-1 and OU-2,
located in Odessa, Ector County, Texas
from the National Priorities List (NPL)
and requests public comments on this
notice of intent. The NPL, promulgated
pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended, is
found at appendix B of 40 CFR part 300
of the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(NCP). The EPA and the State of Texas,
through the Texas Commission on
Environmental Quality (TCEQ), have
determined that all appropriate
response actions under CERCLA have
been completed, and that continued
operation and maintenance and five-
year reviews are not necessary.
However, this deletion does not
preclude future actions under
Superfund, nor does it preclude future
actions under the Texas Voluntary
Cleanup Program.

In the “Rules and Regulations”
Section of today’s Federal Register, we
are publishing a direct final notice of
deletion of the Odessa Chromium 2,
North and South Plumes, Superfund
Site without prior notice of intent to
delete because we view this as a
noncontroversial revision and anticipate
no adverse comment. We have
explained our reasons for this deletion
in the preamble to the direct final notice
of deletion. If we receive no adverse
comment(s) on the direct final notice of
deletion, we will not take further action
on this notice of intent to delete. If we
receive adverse comment(s), we will
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