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submissions from Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee
addressing prongs 1 and 2 of CAA
section 110(a)(2)(D)(i) for the 2012 PM, 5
NAAQS.

V. Statutory and Executive Order
Reviews

Under the CAA, the Administrator is
required to approve a SIP submission
that complies with the provisions of the
Act and applicable Federal regulations.
See 42 U.S.C. 7410(k); 40 CFR 52.02(a).
Thus, in reviewing SIP submissions,
EPA’s role is to approve state choices,
provided that they meet the criteria of
the CAA. This action merely proposes to
approve state law as meeting Federal
requirements and does not impose
additional requirements beyond those
imposed by state law. For that reason,
these proposed actions:

¢ Are not significant regulatory
actions subject to review by the Office
of Management and Budget under
Executive Orders 12866 (58 FR 51735,
October 4, 1993) and 13563 (76 FR 3821,
January 21, 2011);

e Are not Executive Order 13771 (82
FR 9339, February 2, 2017) regulatory
actions because SIP approvals are
exempted under Executive Order 12866;

¢ Do not impose an information
collection burden under the provisions
of the Paperwork Reduction Act (44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.);

e Are certified as not having a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5
U.S.C. 601 et seq.);

¢ Do not contain any unfunded
mandate or significantly or uniquely
affect small governments, as described
in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act
of 1995 (Pub. L. 104—4);

¢ Do not have Federalism
implications as specified in Executive
Order 13132 (64 FR 43255, August 10,
1999);

e Are not economically significant
regulatory actions based on health or

safety risks subject to Executive Order
13045 (62 FR 19885, April 23, 1997);

e Are not significant regulatory
actions subject to Executive Order
13211 (66 FR 28355, May 22, 2001);

e Are not subject to requirements of
Section 12(d) of the National
Technology Transfer and Advancement
Act of 1995 (15 U.S.C. 272 note) because
this rulemaking does not involve
technical standards; and

¢ Do not provide EPA with the
discretionary authority to address, as
appropriate, disproportionate human
health or environmental effects, using
practicable and legally permissible
methods, under Executive Order 12898
(59 FR 7629, February 16, 1994).

The SIPs subject to these proposed
actions, with the exception of the South
Carolina SIP, are not approved to apply
on any Indian reservation land or in any
other area where EPA or an Indian tribe
has demonstrated that a tribe has
jurisdiction. In those areas of Indian
country, the rule does not have tribal
implications as specified by Executive
Order 13175 (65 FR 67249, November 9,
2000), nor will it impose substantial
direct costs on tribal governments or
preempt tribal law. With respect to the
South Carolina SIP, EPA notes that the
Catawba Indian Nation Reservation is
located within South Carolina, and
pursuant to the Catawba Indian Claims
Settlement Act, S.C. Code Ann. 27-16—
120, ““all state and local environmental
laws and regulations apply to the
Catawba Indian Nation and Reservation
and are fully enforceable by all relevant
state and local agencies and
authorities.” Thus, the South Carolina
SIP applies to the Catawba Reservation;
however, because the proposed action
related to South Carolina is not
proposing to approve any specific rule
into the South Carolina SIP, but rather
proposing to find that the State’s already
approved SIP meets certain CAA
requirements, EPA proposes to
determine that there are no substantial
direct effects on the Catawba Indian
Nation. EPA has also preliminarily

determined that the proposed action
related to South Carolina’s SIP will not
impose any substantial direct costs on
tribal governments or preempt tribal
law.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 52

Environmental protection, Air
pollution control, Incorporation by
reference, Intergovernmental relations,
Nitrogen dioxide, Particulate matter,
Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Sulfur dioxide, Volatile
organic compounds.

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.
Dated: July 31, 2018.
Onis “Trey”’ Glenn, III,
Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 2018-16991 Filed 8—8-18; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50—P

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND
HUMAN SERVICES

Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services

42 CFR Parts 405, 410, 411, 414, 415,
and 495

[CMS-1693-P]
RIN 0938—-AT31

Medicare Program; Revisions to
Payment Policies Under the Physician
Fee Schedule and Other Revisions to
Part B for CY 2019; Medicare Shared
Savings Program Requirements;
Quality Payment Program; and
Medicaid Promoting Interoperability
Program

Correction

In proposed rule document 2018—
14985, appearing on pages 35704
through 36368 in the issue of Friday,
July 27, 2018, make the following
correction:

On page 35978, Figure A is corrected
to read as set forth below.
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FIGURE A: Tllustrative Example of MIPS Payment Adjustment Factors Based on Final
Scores and Performance Threshold and Additional Performance Threshold for the2021

MIPS Payment Year
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Note: The adjustment factor for final score values above the performance threshold is illustrative. For MIPS
eligible clinicians with a final score of 100, the adjustment factor would be 7 percent times a scaling factor greater
than zero and less than or equal to 3.0. The scaling factor is intended to ensure budget neutrality, but cannot be

&

higher than 3.0. The additional adjustment factor is also illustrative. The additional adjustment factor starts at 0.5
percent and cannot exceed 10 percent and is also multiplied by a scaling factor that is greater than zero and less than
or equal to 1. MIPS eligible clinicians at or above the additional performance threshold will receive the amount of
the adjustment factor plus the additional adjustment factor. This example is illustrative as the actual payment
adjustments may vary based on the distribution of final scores for MIPS eligible clinicians.

[FR Doc. C1-2018-14985 Filed 8—-6-18; 4:15 pm]
BILLING CODE 1301-00-D

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648
[Docket No. 180220191-8191-01]

RIN 0648—-BH80

Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Summer Flounder, Scup, and
Black Sea Bass Fisheries; Commercial
Accountability Measure Framework
Adjustment 13

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and

Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Proposed rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS proposes
modifications to the commercial
summer flounder, scup, and black sea
bass accountability measures, as
recommended by the Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council. The
proposed change would adjust the
accountability measures based on the
status of the stocks. This rule is
intended to provide additional
flexibility in determining when
accountability measures are appropriate,
similar to how the accountability



		Superintendent of Documents
	2024-05-31T23:11:50-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




