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Rate set 

For plans with a valuation 
date Immediate 

annuity rate 
(percent 

Deferred annuities (percent) 

On or after Before ii i2 i3 n n2 

* * * * * * * 
115 .................................... 5–1–03 6–1–03 3.50 4.00 4.00 4.00 7 8 

PART 4044—ALLOCATION OF 
ASSETS IN SINGLE-EMPLOYER 
PLANS

■ 4. The authority citation for part 4044 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 1301(a), 1302(b)(3), 
1341, 1344, 1362.
■ 5. In appendix B to part 4044, a new 
entry, as set forth below, is added to the 
table. (The introductory text of the table 
is omitted.) 

Appendix B to Part 4044—Interest 
Rates Used To Value Benefits

* * * * *

For valuation dates occurring in the month— 
The value of itare— 

it for t = it for t = it for t = 

* * * * * * * 
May 2003 .......................................................................... .0490 1–20 .0525 >20 N/A N/A 

Issued in Washington, DC, on this 10th day 
of April 2003. 
Joseph H. Grant, 
Deputy Executive Director and Chief 
Operating Officer, Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation.
[FR Doc. 03–9192 Filed 4–14–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7708–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 117 

[CGD08–03–013] 

Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Bayou LaLoutre, Ycloskey, LA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Notice of temporary deviation 
from regulations. 

SUMMARY: The Commander, Eighth 
Coast Guard District, has issued a 
temporary deviation from the regulation 
governing the operation of the Ycloskey 
Vertical Lift Span Highway Bridge 
across Bayou LaLoutre, mile 22.9, at 
Ycloskey, St. Bernard Parish, LA. This 
deviation allows the bridge to remain 
closed to navigation from May 6, 2003, 
through May 8, 2003. The deviation is 
necessary to conduct scheduled 
maintenance to the drawbridge.
DATES: This deviation is effective from 
9 a.m. on May 6, 2003, through 3 p.m. 
on May 8, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Materials referred to in this 
document are available for inspection or 
copying at the office of the Eighth Coast 
Guard District, Bridge Administration 

Branch, Hale Boggs Federal Building, 
room 1313, 501 Magazine Street, New 
Orleans, Louisiana 70130–3396 between 
7 a.m. and 3 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays. The 
telephone number is (504) 589–2965. 
The Bridge Administration Branch of 
the Eighth Coast Guard District 
maintains the public docket for this 
temporary deviation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kay 
Wade, Bridge Administration Branch, 
telephone (504) 589–2965.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Louisiana Department of Transportation 
and Development has requested a 
temporary deviation in order to repair 
two clutches and damaged electrical 
circuits of the vertical lift span bridge 
across Bayou LaLoutre at mile 22.9 at 
Ycloskey, St. Bernard Parish, Louisiana. 
This maintenance is essential for the 
continued safe operation of the bridge. 
This temporary deviation will allow the 
bridge to remain in the closed-to-
navigation position from 9 a.m. on 
Tuesday, May 6, 2003, through 3 p.m. 
on Thursday, May 8, 2003. 

The vertical lift span bridge has a 
vertical clearance of 2.5 feet above mean 
high water, elevation 3.0 feet Mean Sea 
Level and 4.5 feet above mean low 
water, elevation 1.0 Mean Sea Level in 
the closed-to-navigation position. 
Navigation at the site of the bridge 
consists mostly of fishing, shrimp and 
trawl boats. This three day closure will 
not have a significant effect on these 
vessels. This closure has been 
scheduled so as to have the least impact 
on navigation by scheduling the work in 
the middle of the week for recreational 
boaters and outside the trawling season 

for commercial fishermen. The bridge 
normally opens to pass navigation an 
average of 700 times per month during 
the trawling off-season. In accordance 
with 33 CFR 117.5, the draw of the 
bridge opens on signal. The bridge will 
not be able to open for emergencies 
during the closure period. No alternate 
routes are available. 

In accordance with 33 CFR 117.35(c), 
this work will be performed with all due 
speed in order to return the bridge to 
normal operation as soon as possible. 
This deviation from the operating 
regulations is authorized under 33 CFR 
117.35.

Dated: April 4, 2003. 
Marcus Redford, 
Bridge Administrator.
[FR Doc. 03–9082 Filed 4–14–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–15–P

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Coast Guard 

33 CFR Part 165 

[COTP San Diego 03–013] 

RIN 1625–AA00 

Security Zone: Coronado Bay Bridge, 
San Diego, CA

AGENCY: Coast Guard, DHS.
ACTION: Temporary final rule.

SUMMARY: The Coast Guard is 
establishing temporary security zones 
25 yards in the U.S. navigable waters 
around all piers, abutments, fenders and 
pilings of the Coronado Bay Bridge. 
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These temporary security zones are 
needed for national security reasons to 
protect the public ports from potential 
subversive actions. Persons and vessels 
are prohibited from entering into, 
transiting through, loitering, or 
anchoring within this security zone 
unless authorized by the Captain of the 
Port, or his designated representative.
DATES: This rule is effective from 12:01 
a.m. (P.S.T.) on March 22, 2003, until 
11:59 p.m. (P.D.T.) on June 22, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Comments and material 
received from the public, as well as 
documents indicated in this preamble as 
being available in the docket, are part of 
docket (COTP San Diego 03–013) and 
are available for inspection or copying 
at Marine Safety Office San Diego, 2716 
North Harbor Drive, San Diego, CA 
92101–1064 between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., 
Monday through Friday, except Federal 
holidays.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Petty Officer Austin Murai, USCG, c/o 
U.S. Coast Guard Captain of the Port, 
telephone (619) 683–6495.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Regulatory Information 
We did not publish a notice of 

proposed rulemaking (NPRM) for this 
regulation. Under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)(B), for 
the reasons set forth below, the Coast 
Guard finds that good cause exists for 
not publishing an NPRM. Also, under 5 
U.S.C. 553(d)(3), the Coast Guard finds 
that good cause exists for making this 
rule effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register 
because the threat of maritime attacks is 
real as evidenced by the October 2002 
attack of a tank vessel off the coast of 
Yemen and the continuing threat to U.S. 
assets as described in the President’s 
finding in Executive Order 13273 of 
August 21, 2002 (67 FR 56215, 
September 3, 2002), that the security of 
the U.S. is endangered by the 
September, 11, 2001 attacks, and that 
such disturbances continue to endanger 
the international relations of the United 
States. See also Continuation of the 
National Emergency with Respect to 
Certain Terrorist Attacks, (67 FR 58317, 
September 13, 2002); Continuation of 
the National Emergency With Respect 
To Persons Who Commit, Threaten To 
Commit, Or Support Terrorism, (67 FR 
59447, September 20, 2002). Moreover, 
the Secretary of the Department of 
Homeland Security and the Attorney 
General recently elevated the Threat 
Level to Orange-High Condition. A High 
Condition is declared when there is a 
high risk of terrorist attacks. As a result, 
many agencies, like the Coast Guard, 
that will be a part of the new 

Department of Homeland Security on 
March 1, are taking additional steps to 
increase their protective measures. 
Under High Condition, among other 
things, federal agencies are to consider 
the following protective measures: 
Coordinate necessary security efforts 
with Federal, State, and local law 
enforcement agencies, National Guard 
or other security and armed forces; and 
restrict access to a threatened facility to 
essential personnel only. As a result, a 
heightened level of security has been 
established around the Coronado 
Bridge. Additionally, the measures 
contemplated by this rule are intended 
to prevent future terrorist attacks against 
individuals on or near the Coronado 
Bridge. Any delay in the effective date 
of this TFR is impractical and contrary 
to the public interest. 

Background and Purpose 
Since the September 11, 2001, 

terrorist attacks on the World Trade 
Center in New York, the Pentagon in 
Arlington, Virginia and Flight 93, the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) 
has issued several warnings concerning 
the potential for additional terrorist 
attacks within the United States. In 
addition, the ongoing hostilities in 
Afghanistan and the war with Iraq have 
made it prudent to U.S. ports to be on 
higher state of alert because the Al-
Qaeda organization and other similar 
organizations have declared an ongoing 
intention to conduct armed attacks on 
U.S. interests worldwide. In its effort to 
thwart terrorist activity, the Coast Guard 
has increased safety and security 
measures on U.S. ports and waterways. 
As part of the Diplomatic Security and 
Antiterrorism Act of 1986 (Pub. L. 99–
399), Congress amended section 7 of the 
Ports and Waterways Safety Act 
(PWSA), 33 U.S.C. 1226, to allow the 
Coast Guard to take actions, including 
the establishment of security and safety 
zones, to prevent or respond to acts of 
terrorism against individuals, vessels, or 
public or commercial structures.

In this particular rulemaking, to 
address the aforementioned security 
concerns, and to take steps to prevent 
the catastrophic impact that a terrorist 
attack against the Coronado Bridge 
would have on the public interest, the 
Coast Guard is establishing security 
zones around the Coronado Bridge. 
These security zones help the Coast 
Guard to prevent vessels or persons 
from engaging in terrorist actions 
against these bridges. Due to these 
heightened security concerns, and the 
catastrophic impact a terrorist attack on 
these bridges would have on the public 
the transportation system and 
surrounding areas and communities, 

security zones are prudent for these 
structures. 

Discussion of Rule 
In this temporary rule, the Coast 

Guard is establishing fixed security 
zones extending from the surface to the 
sea floor, 25 yards in the waters around 
all piers, abutments, fenders and pilings 
of the Coronado Bridge, San Diego Bay, 
California. Entry into these security 
zones is prohibited, unless doing so is 
necessary for safe navigation, or to 
conduct official business such as 
scheduled maintenance or retrofit 
operations. Vessels and people may be 
allowed to enter an established security 
zone on a case-by-case basis with 
authorization from the Captain of the 
Port. 

Vessels or persons violating this 
section will be subject to the penalties 
set forth in 33 U.S.C. 1232. Pursuant to 
33 U.S.C. 1232, any violation of the 
security zone described herein, is 
punishable by civil penalties (not to 
exceed $27,500 per violation, where 
each day of a continuing violation is a 
separate violation), criminal penalties 
(imprisonment up to 6 years and a 
maximum fine of $250,000), and in rem 
liability against the offending vessel. 
Any person who violates this section, 
using a dangerous weapon, or who 
engages in conduct that causes bodily 
injury or fear of imminent bodily injury 
to any officer authorized to enforce this 
regulation, also faces imprisonment up 
to 12 years. 

Coast Guard personnel will enforce 
this regulation and the Captain of the 
Port may be assisted by other Federal, 
State, or local agencies in the patrol and 
enforcement of the regulation. This 
regulation is issued under the authority 
of 33 U.S.C. 1226 in addition to the 
authority contained in 33 U.S.C. 1231. 

Regulatory Evaluation 
This rule is not a ‘‘significant 

regulatory action’’ under section 3(f) of 
Executive Order 12866, Regulatory 
Planning and Review, and does not 
require an assessment of potential costs 
and benefits under section 6(a)(3) of that 
Order. The Office of Management and 
Budget has not reviewed it under that 
Order. It is not ‘‘significant’’ under the 
regulatory policies and procedures of 
the Department of Homeland Security 
(DHS). 

Although this regulation restricts 
access to the zones, the effect of this 
regulation will not be significant 
because: (i) The zones will encompass 
only a small portion of the waterway; 
(ii) vessels will be able to pass safely 
around the zones; and (iii) vessels may 
be allowed to enter these zones on a 
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case-by-case basis with permission of 
the Captain of the Port, or his 
designated representative. 

The sizes of the zones are the 
minimum necessary to provide adequate 
protection for the bridges, vessels 
operating in the vicinity, their crews 
and passengers, adjoining areas and the 
public. The entities most likely to be 
affected are commercial vessels 
transiting the main ship channel en 
route the southern San Diego Bay and 
Chula Vista ports and pleasure craft 
engaged in recreational activities and 
sightseeing. 

Small Entities 
Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act 

(5 U.S.C. 601–612), we have considered 
whether this rule would have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
The term ‘‘small entities’’ comprises 
small businesses, not-for-profit 
organizations that are independently 
owned and operated and are not 
dominant in their fields, and 
governmental jurisdictions with 
populations of less than 50,000. 

The Coast Guard certifies under 5 
U.S.C. 605(b) that this rule will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. 
The security zones will not have a 
significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities for 
several reasons: Small vessel traffic can 
pass safely around the security zones 
and vessels engaged in recreational 
activities, sightseeing and commercial 
fishing have ample space outside of the 
security zones to engage in these 
activities. Small entities and the 
maritime public will be advised of these 
security zones via public notice to 
mariners. 

Assistance for Small Entities 
Under section 213(a) of the Small 

Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act of 1996 (Pub. L. 104–121), 
we offer to assist small entities in 
understanding the rule so that they 
could better evaluate its effects on them 
and participate in the rulemaking 
process. If the rule will affect your small 
business, organization, or government 
jurisdiction and you have questions 
concerning its provisions or options for 
compliance, please contact the person 
listed under FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT for assistance in understanding 
this rule. 

Small businesses may send comments 
on the actions of Federal employees 
who enforce, or otherwise determine 
compliance with, Federal regulations to 
the Small Business and Agriculture 
Regulatory Enforcement Ombudsman 

and the Regional Small Business 
Regulatory Fairness Boards. The 
Ombudsman evaluates these actions 
annually and rates each agency’s 
responsiveness to small business. If you 
wish to comment on actions by 
employees of the Coast Guard, call 1–
888–REG–FAIR (1–888–734–3247).

Collection of Information 

This rule calls for no new collection 
of information under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501–
3520). 

Federalism 

A rule has implications for federalism 
under Executive Order 13132, 
Federalism, if it has a substantial direct 
effect on State or local governments and 
would either preempt State law or 
impose a substantial direct cost of 
compliance on them. We have analyzed 
this rule under that Order and have 
determined that it does not have 
implications for federalism. 

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 

The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1531–1538) requires 
Federal agencies to assess the effects of 
their discretionary regulatory actions. In 
particular, the Act addresses actions 
that may result in the expenditure by a 
State, local, or tribal government, in the 
aggregate, or by the private sector of 
$100,000,000 or more in any one year. 
Though this rule will not result in such 
expenditure, we do discuss the effects of 
this rule elsewhere in this preamble. 

Taking of Private Property 

This rule will not effect a taking of 
private property or otherwise have 
taking implications under Executive 
Order 12630, Governmental Actions and 
Interference with Constitutionally 
Protected Property Rights. 

Civil Justice Reform 

This rule meets applicable standards 
in sections 3(a) and 3(b)(2) of Executive 
Order 12988, Civil Justice Reform, to 
minimize litigation, eliminate 
ambiguity, and reduce burden. 

Protection of Children 

We have analyzed this rule under 
Executive Order 13045, Protection of 
Children from Environmental Health 
Risks and Safety Risks. This rule is not 
an economically significant rule and 
does not create an environmental risk to 
health or risk to safety that may 
disproportionately affect children. 

Indian Tribal Governments 

This rule does not have tribal 
implications under Executive Order 

13175, Consultation and Coordination 
with Indian Tribal Governments, 
because it 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. 

Energy Effects 
We have analyzed this rule under 

Executive Order 13211, Actions 
Concerning Regulations That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use. We have 
determined that it is not a ‘‘significant 
energy action’’ under that order because 
it is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866 and is not 
likely to have a significant adverse effect 
on the supply, distribution, or use of 
energy. The Administrator of the Office 
of Information and Regulatory Affairs 
has not designated it as a significant 
energy action. Therefore, it does not 
require a Statement of Energy Effects 
under Executive Order 13211. 

Environment 
We have considered the 

environmental impact of this rule and 
concluded that under figure 2–1, 
paragraph (34)(g), of Commandant 
Instruction M16475.1D, this rule is 
categorically excluded from further 
environmental documentation because 
we are establishing a security zone. A 
‘‘Categorical Exclusion Determination’’ 
is available in the docket for inspection 
or copying where indicated under 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 33 CFR Part 165 
Harbors, Marine safety, Navigation 

(water), Reporting and record-keeping 
requirements, Security measures, 
Waterways.
■ For the reasons discussed in the pre-
amble, the Coast Guard amends 33 CFR 
part 165 as follows:

PART 165—REGULATED NAVIGATION 
AREAS AND LIMITED ACCESS AREAS

■ 1. The authority citation for part 165 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1231; 50 U.S.C. 191, 
33 CFR 1.05–1(g), 6.04–1, 6.04–6, and 160.5; 
Department of Homeland Security Delegation 
No. 0170.

■ 2. Add new § 165.T11–032 to read as 
follows:

§ 165.T11–032 Security Zone: Coronado 
Bay Bridge, San Diego, CA. 

(a) Location. All waters extending 
from the surface to the sea floor, 25 
yards around all piers, abutments, 
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fenders and pilings of the Coronado Bay 
Bridge on the navigable waters of San 
Diego Bay. This security zone will not 
restrict the main navigational channel 
and vessels will not be restricted from 
transiting through the channel. 

(b) Effective Period. This section is 
effective from 12:01 a.m. (PST) on 
March 22, 2003 until 11:59 p.m. (PDT) 
on June 22, 2003. If the Coast Guard 
terminates enforcement of this security 
zone prior to the scheduled termination 
of this section, the Captain of the Port 
will announce that fact via Broadcast 
Notice to Mariners. 

(c) Regulations. In accordance with 
the general regulations in § 165.23 of 
this part, entry into, transit through, 
loitering, or anchoring within this 
security zone by all persons and vessels 
is prohibited, unless authorized by the 
Captain of the Port, or his designated 
representative. Mariners are advised 
that the security zones will not restrict 
the main navigational channel and 
transit through the channel is not 
prohibited. Mariners requesting 
permission to transit through the 
security zone may request authorization 
to do so from Captain of the Port or his 
designated representative. The Coast 
Guard can be contacted on San Diego 
Bay via VHF–FM channel 16. 

(d) Authority. In addition to 33 U.S.C. 
1231, the authority for this section 
includes 33 U.S.C. 1226.

Dated: March 21, 2003. 
Stephen P. Metruck, 
Commander, Coast Guard, Captain of the 
Port, San Diego.
[FR Doc. 03–8946 Filed 4–14–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–15–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 271

[FRL–7482–3] 

Texas: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management 
Program Revisions

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Immediate final rule.

SUMMARY: The State of Texas has 
applied for Final authorization of its 
revisions to its Hazardous Waste 
Program under the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). 
The EPA has determined that these 
revisions satisfy all requirements 
needed to qualify for final authorization, 
and is authorizing the State’s revisions 
through this immediate final action. The 

EPA is publishing this rule to authorize 
the revisions without a prior proposal 
because it believes this action is not 
controversial and does not expect 
adverse comments. Unless the EPA 
receives adverse comments which 
oppose this authorization during the 
comment period, the decision to 
authorize the State of Texas’ revisions to 
their hazardous waste program will take 
effect. If adverse comments are received, 
the EPA will publish a document in the 
Federal Register either: withdrawing 
this immediate final decision; or a 
notice containing a response to 
comments and which either affirms that 
the immediate final decision takes effect 
or reverses the decision.
DATES: This immediate final rule is 
effective on June 16, 2003, unless EPA 
receives adverse written comment by 
May 15, 2003. Should the EPA receive 
such comments, it will publish a timely 
document either: withdrawing the 
immediate final publication or affirming 
the publication and responding to 
comments.
ADDRESSES: Written comments, referring 
to Docket Number TX–01–02, should be 
sent to Alima Patterson Region 6 
Regional Authorization Coordinator, 
Grants and Authorization Section (6PD–
G), Multimedia Planning and Permitting 
Division, EPA Region 1145 Ross 
Avenue, Dallas Texas 75202–2733. 
Copies of the State of Texas program 
revision application and the materials 
which EPA used in evaluating the 
revision are available for inspection and 
copying from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. 
Monday through Friday at the following 
addresses: Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality (TCEQ), 12100 
Park S. Circle, Austin TX 78753–3087, 
(512) 239–1121 and EPA, Region 6, 1445 
Ross Avenue, Dallas, Texas 75202–2733, 
(214) 665–6444.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Alima Patterson (214) 665–8533.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

A. Why Are Revisions to State 
Programs Necessary? 

States which have received final 
authorization from EPA under RCRA 
section 3006(b), 42 U.S.C. 6926(b), must 
maintain a hazardous waste program 
that is equivalent to, consistent with, 
and no less stringent than the Federal 
Hazardous Waste Program. As the 
Federal program changes, States must 
change their programs and ask EPA to 
authorize the changes. Changes to State 
programs may be necessary when 
Federal or State statutory or regulatory 
authority is modified or when certain 
other changes occur. Most commonly, 
States must change their programs 

because of changes to EPA’s regulations 
in 40 CFR parts 124, 260–266, 268, 270, 
273, and 279. 

B. What Is the Effect of Today’s 
Authorization Decision? 

The effect of this decision is that a 
facility in Texas subject to RCRA will 
now have to comply with the authorized 
State requirements (in RCRA Clusters 
VII through X listed in this document) 
instead of the equivalent federal 
requirements in order to comply with 
RCRA. Texas has enforcement 
responsibilities under its state 
hazardous waste program for violations 
of such program, but EPA retains its 
authority under RCRA sections 3007, 
3008, 3013, and 7003, which include, 
among others, authority to: (1) Do 
inspections, and require monitoring, 
tests, analyses or reports; (2) enforce 
RCRA requirements and suspend or 
revoke permits; and (3) take 
enforcement actions after notice to, and 
consultation with the State . This action 
does not impose additional 
requirements on the regulated 
community because the regulations for 
which Texas is being authorized by 
today’s action are already effective, and 
are not changed by today’s action. 

C. What Has The State Of Texas 
Previously Been Authorized For? 

Texas received final authorization to 
implement its Hazardous Waste 
Management Program on December 12, 
1984, effective December 26, 1984 (49 
FR 48300). This authorization was 
clarified in a notice published in the FR 
on March 26, 1985 (50 FR 11858). Texas 
received final authorization for 
revisions to its program in notices 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 31, 1986, effective October 4, 
1985 (51 FR 3952); on December 18, 
1986, effective February 17, 1987 (51 FR 
45320). EPA authorized the following 
revisions: March 1, 1990, effective 
March 15, 1990 (55 FR 7318); on May 
24, 1990, effective July 23, 1990 (55 FR 
21383); on August 22, 1991, effective 
October 21, 1991 (56 FR 41626); on 
October 5, 1992, effective December 4, 
1992 (57 FR 45719); on April 11, 1994, 
effective June 27, 1994, (59 FR 16987); 
on April 12, 1994, effective June 27, 
1994 (59 FR 17273); September 12, 
1997, effective November 26, 1997 (62 
FR 47947); and on August 18, 1999, 
effective October 18, 1999 (64 FR 44836) 
and July 13, 2000, effective September 
11, 2000 (65 FR 43246). EPA 
incorporated by reference the State of 
Texas Base Program and additional 
program revisions in RCRA Clusters III 
and IV into the CFR on September 14, 
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