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subsequent loss of control of the helicopter,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within 10 hours time-in-service (TIS):
(1) For Model AS–350B, BA, B1, B2, C, D,

and D1 helicopters, inspect the main rotor
head components, the MGB suspension bars
(struts), and the landing gear ground
resonance prevention components (aft spring
blades and hydraulic shock absorbers) in
accordance with paragraph CC.3 of
Aerospatiale Service Bulletin (SB) No. 01.17a
(not dated).

(2) For Model AS–355E, F, F1, F2
helicopters, inspect the main rotor head
components, the MGB suspension bars
(struts), and the landing gear ground
resonance prevention components (aft spring
blades and hydraulic shock absorbers) in
accordance with paragraph CC.3 of SB No.
01.14a (not dated).

(b) Rework or replace damaged
components in accordance with SB No.
01.17a or SB No. 01.14a, as applicable.

(c) Repeat the inspections and rework
required by paragraphs (a) and (b) of this AD
at intervals not to exceed 500 hours TIS.

(d) If the helicopter is subjected to a hard
landing or to high surface winds, when
parked without effective tiedown straps
installed, repeat the inspections required by
paragraph (a) of this AD for the main rotor
head star arms and the MGB suspension bars
before further flight.

(e) In the event of a landing which exhibits
abnormal self-sustained dynamic vibrations
(ground resonance type vibrations), repeat all
the inspections contained in paragraph (a) of
this AD.

(f) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, FAA,
Regulations Group, Rotorcraft Directorate.
Operators shall submit their requests through
an FAA Principal Maintenance Inspector,
who may concur or comment and then send
it to the Manager, Regulations Group.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Regulations Group.

(g) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the helicopter
to a location where the requirements of this
AD can be accomplished.

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on January 11,
2000.

Eric Bries,
Acting Manager, Rotorcraft Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 00–1370 Filed 1–19–00; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Minerals Management Service

30 CFR Part 206

RIN 1010–AC09

Establishing Oil Value for Royalty Due
on Federal Leases; Correction

AGENCY: Minerals Management Service
(MMS), Interior.
ACTION: Notice; correction.

SUMMARY: On December 30, 1999, MMS
published a ‘‘Further supplementary
proposed rule’’ (64 FR 73820)
concerning the valuation for royalty
purposes of crude oil produced from
Federal leases. This notice corrects the
email address for submitting comments
electronically.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
David S. Guzy, Chief, Rules and
Publications Staff; telephone, (303)
2313432; FAX, (303) 2313385; email,
David.Guzy@mms.gov; mailing address,
Minerals Management Service, Royalty
Management Program, Rules and
Publications Staff, P.O. Box 25165, MS
3021, Denver, Colorado 802250165.

Correction

In the Federal Register of December
30, 1999, in FR Doc. 9933613, page
73838, column 2, the first sentence is
revised to read:

You may also comment via the
Internet to RMP.comments@mms.gov.

Dated: January 13, 2000.
R. Dale Fazio,
Acting Associate Director for Royalty
Management.
[FR Doc. 00–1257 Filed 1–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–MR–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Defense Logistics Agency

32 CFR Part 323

[Defense Logistics Agency Reg. 5400.21]

Defense Logistics Agency Privacy
Program

AGENCY: Defense Logistics Agency, DoD.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Defense Logistics Agency
proposes to exempt a system of records
(S500.30 CAAS, Incident Investigation/
Police Inquiry Files) from certain
provisions of the Privacy Act. The
exemptions are intended to increase the
value of the system of records for law
enforcement purposes, to comply with

prohibitions against the disclosure of
certain kinds of information, and to
protect the privacy of individuals
identified in the system of records.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before March 20, 2000, to be
considered by this agency.
ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Privacy Act Officer, Defense Logistics
Agency, ATTN: CAAR, 8725 John J.
Kingman Road, Suite 2533, Fort Belvoir,
VA 22060–6221.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Susan Salus at (703) 767–6183.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Executive
Order 12866, ‘Regulatory Planning and
Review’

It has been determined that 32 CFR
part 323 is not a significant regulatory
action. The rule does not:

(1) Have an annual effect to the
economy of $100 million or more; or
adversely affect in a material way the
economy; a section of the economy;
productivity; competition; jobs; the
environment; public health or safety; or
state, local, or tribal governments or
communities;

(2) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another Agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlements, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof;

(4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in this Executive Order.

Public Law 96–354, ‘Regulatory
Flexibility Act’ (5 U.S.C. 601)

It has been certified that this rule is
not subject to the Regulatory Flexibility
Act (5 U.S.C. 601) because it would not,
if promulgated, have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

Public Law 96–511, ‘Paperwork
Reduction Act’ (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35)

It has been certified that this part does
not impose any reporting or record
keeping requirements under the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

List of subjects in 32 CFR part 323
Privacy.
Accordingly, 32 CFR part 323 is

proposed to be amended as follows:

PART 323—DEFENSE LOGISTICS
AGENCY PRIVACY PROGRAM

1. The authority citation for 32 CFR
Part 323 continues to read as follows:

Authority: Pub. L. 93–579, 88 Stat 1896 (5
U.S.C. 552a).

2. Appendix H to Part 323 is proposed
to be amended by adding paragraph f. as
follows:
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3. Appendix H to Part 323-DLA
Exemption Rules.
* * * * *

f. ID: S500.30 CAAS (Specific
exemption).

1. System name: Incident
Investigation/Police Inquiry Files.

2. Exemption: (i) Investigatory
material compiled for law enforcement
purposes may be exempt pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a(k)(2). However, if an
individual is denied any right, privilege,
or benefit for which he would otherwise
be entitled by Federal law or for which
he would otherwise be eligible, as a
result of the maintenance of the
information, the individual will be
provided access to the information
except to the extent that disclosure
would reveal the identity of a
confidential source.

(ii) Investigatory material compiled
solely for the purpose of determining
suitability, eligibility, or qualifications
for federal civilian employment,
military service, federal contracts, or
access to classified information may be
exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(5),
but only to the extent that such material
would reveal the identity of a
confidential source.

3. Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(2) and
(k)(5), subsections (c)(3), (d)(1) through
(d)(4), (e)(1), (e)(4)(G), (H), and (I), and
(f).

4. Reasons: (i) From subsection (c)(3)
because to grant access to the
accounting for each disclosure as
required by the Privacy Act, including
the date, nature, and purpose of each
disclosure and the identity of the
recipient, could alert the subject to the
existence of the investigation or
prosecutive interest by DLA or other
agencies. This could seriously
compromise case preparation by
prematurely revealing its existence and
nature; compromise or interfere with
witnesses or make witnesses reluctant to
cooperate; and lead to suppression,
alteration, or destruction of evidence.

(ii) From subsections (d)(1) through
(d)(4), and (f) because providing access
to records of a civil or administrative
investigation and the right to contest the
contents of those records and force
changes to be made to the information
contained therein would seriously
interfere with and thwart the orderly
and unbiased conduct of the
investigation and impede case
preparation. Providing access rights
normally afforded under the Privacy Act

would provide the subject with valuable
information that would allow
interference with or compromise of
witnesses or render witnesses reluctant
to cooperate; lead to suppression,
alteration, or destruction of evidence;
enable individuals to conceal their
wrongdoing or mislead the course of the
investigation; and result in the secreting
of or other disposition of assets that
would make them difficult or
impossible to reach in order to satisfy
any Government claim growing out of
the investigation or proceeding.

(iii) From subsection (e)(1) because it
is not always possible to detect the
relevance or necessity of each piece of
information in the early stages of an
investigation. In some cases, it is only
after the information is evaluated in
light of other evidence that its relevance
and necessity will be clear.

(iv) From subsections (e)(4)(G) and (H)
because this system of records is
compiled for law enforcement purposes
and is exempt from the access
provisions of subsections (d) and (f).

(v) From subsection (e)(4)(I) because
to the extent that this provision is
construed to require more detailed
disclosure than the broad, generic
information currently published in the
system notice, an exemption from this
provision is necessary to protect the
confidentiality of sources of information
and to protect privacy and physical
safety of witnesses and informants. DLA
will, nevertheless, continue to publish
such a notice in broad generic terms as
is its current practice.

Dated: January 13, 2000.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 00–1315 Filed 1–20–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–10–F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 52 and 70

[NE 071–1071b; FRL–6521–5]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans and Operating
Permits Programs, and Approval
Under Section 112(l); State of
Nebraska

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve the
State Implementation Plan (SIP)
revision submitted by the state of
Nebraska on February 5, 1999. This
revision consists of updates to Title
129—Nebraska Air Quality Regulations,
Chapters 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 17, 22, 25,
34, 35, 41, and Appendix II. The state
also requested that EPA approve
revisions adopted by the Lincoln-
Lancaster County Health Department,
Lincoln, Nebraska, and the city of
Omaha in rulemaking actions taken by
them in 1998. Approval of this SIP
revision will make these rule revisions
Federally enforceable. EPA is also
approving revisions to the agency’s part
70 operating permits programs.

In the final rules section of the
Federal Register, EPA is approving the
state’s SIP revisions as a direct final rule
without prior proposal because the
Agency views this as a noncontroversial
revision amendment and anticipates no
relevant adverse comments. A detailed
rationale for the approval is set forth in
the direct final rule. If no relevant
adverse comments are received in
response to this action, no further
activity is contemplated in relation to
this proposed rule. If EPA receives
relevant adverse comments, the direct
final rule will be withdrawn and all
public comments received will be
addressed in a subsequent final rule
based on this proposed rule. EPA will
not institute a second comment period
on this document. Any parties
interested in commenting on this
document should do so at this time.

DATES: Comments on this proposed
action must be received in writing by
February 22, 2000.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed
to Wayne A. Kaiser, Environmental
Protection Agency, Air Planning and
Development Branch, 901 North 5th
Street, Kansas City, Kansas 66101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Wayne A. Kaiser at (913) 551–7603.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: See the
information provided in the direct final
rule which is located in the rules
section of the Federal Register.

Dated: December 14, 1999.
William Rice,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VII.
[FR Doc. 00–619 Filed 1–19–00; 8:45 am]
BILLIING CODE 6560–50–P
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