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be held in confidence (or prior to the
effective date of the Act, under an
implied promise.)

(ii) From subsection (d)(1) through
(d)(4) and (f) because providing access
to records of a civil 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;
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), (e)(4)(G),
(H), and (I) because it will provide
protection against notification of
investigatory material including certain
reciprocal investigations and
counterintelligence information, which
might alert a subject to the fact that an
investigation of that individual is taking
place, and the disclosure of which
would weaken the on-going
investigation, reveal investigatory
techniques, and place confidential
informants in jeopardy who furnished
information under an express promise
that the sources’ identity would be held
in confidence (or prior to the effective
date of the Act, under an implied
promise).

Dated: April 3, 2000.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 00–8722 Filed 4–7–00; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The Defense Logistics Agency
is exempting 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.
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 21, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Susan Salus at (703) 767–6183.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
proposed rule was published on January
20, 2000 at 65 FR 3167. No comments
were received, therefore, the Defense
Logistics Agency is adopting the rule as
final.

Executive Order 12866, ‘Regulatory
Planning and Review’

It has been determined that 32 CFR
part 321 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 32 CFR Part 323

Privacy.
Accordingly, 32 CFR part 323 is

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 to be
amended by adding paragraph f. as
follows:

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

VerDate 20<MAR>2000 11:08 Apr 07, 2000 Jkt 190000 PO 00000 Frm 00030 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\10APR1.SGM pfrm07 PsN: 10APR1



18901Federal Register / Vol. 65, No. 69 / Monday, April 10, 2000 / Rules and Regulations

1 On July 1, 1993, the San Bernardino County Air
Pollution Control District was renamed the Mojave
Desert Air Quality Management District.

2 Among other things, the pre-amendment
guidance consists of those portions of the proposed
Post-1987 ozone and carbon monoxide policy that
concern RACT, 52 FR 45044 (November 24, 1987);
‘‘Issues Relating to VOC Regulation Cutpoints,
Deficiencies, and Deviations, Clarification to
Appendix D of November 24, 1987 Federal Register
document’’ (Blue Book) (notice of availability was
published in the Federal Register on May 25, 1988);
and the existing control technique guidelines
(CTGs).

3 Southeast Desert Air Quality Management Area
retained its designation of nonattainment and was
classified by operation of law pursuant to sections
107(d) and 181(a) upon the date of enactment of the
CAA. See 55 FR 56694 (November 6, 1991).

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: April 3, 2000.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 00–8721 Filed 4–7–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–10–F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 52

[CA231–0227a; FRL–6570–9]

Approval and Promulgation of
Implementation Plans; California State
Implementation Plan Revision,
Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control
District and Mojave Desert Air Quality
Management District

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

SUMMARY: EPA is taking direct final
action on revisions to the California
State Implementation Plan. The
revisions concern rules from the
Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control
District (AVAPCD) and the Mojave
Desert Air Quality Management District
(MDAQMD). This approval action will
incorporate these rules into the federally
approved SIP. The intended effect of
approving these rules is to regulate
emissions of volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) in accordance with
the requirements of the Clean Air Act,
as amended in 1990 (CAA or the Act).
The revised rules control VOC
emissions from Automotive Refinishing
Operations and Motor Vehicle and
Mobile Equipment Coatings Operations.
Thus, EPA is finalizing the approval of
these revisions into the California SIP
under provisions of the CAA regarding
EPA action on SIP submittals, SIPs for

national primary and secondary ambient
air quality standards and plan
requirements for nonattainment areas.
DATES: This rule is effective on June 9,
2000 without further notice, unless EPA
receives adverse comments by May 10,
2000. If EPA receives such comment, it
will publish a timely withdrawal in the
Federal Register informing the public
that this rule will not take effect.
ADDRESSES: Written comments must be
submitted to Andrew Steckel, Chief,
Rulemaking Office at the Region IX
office listed below. Copies of the rule
revisions and EPA’s technical support
document for each rule are available for
public inspection at EPA’s Region IX
office during normal business hours.
Copies of the submitted rule revisions
are available for inspection at the
following locations:
Rulemaking Office (AIR–4), Air Division,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region IX, 75 Hawthorne Street, San
Francisco, CA 94105;

Environmental Protection Agency, Ariel Rios
Building, (Mail Code 6102), 1200
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 20460;

California Air Resources Board, Stationary
Source Division, Rule Evaluation Section,
2020 ‘‘L’’ Street, Sacramento, CA 95812;

Antelope Valley Air Pollution Control
District, 43301 Division Street, Suite 206,
Lancaster, CA 93539–4409;

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District (formerly San Bernardino County
Air Pollution Control District), 15428 Civic
Drive, Suite 200, Victorville, CA 92392–
2382

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
A. Rose, Rulemaking Office, AIR–4, Air
Division, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region IX, 75 Hawthorne
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105,
Telephone: (415) 744–1184.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Applicability

The rules being approved into the
California SIP include: Antelope Valley
Air Pollution Control District (AVAPCD)
Rule 1151, Motor Vehicle and Mobile
Equipment Coatings Operations and
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District (MDAQMD) Rule 1116,
Automotive Refinishing Operations.
These rules were submitted by the
California Air Resources Board to EPA
on October 29, 1999 and July 23, 1999,
respectively.

II. Background

On March 3, 1978, EPA promulgated
a list of ozone nonattainment areas
under the provisions of the Clean Air
Act, as amended in 1977 (1977 Act or
pre-amended Act), that included the
portions of the San Bernardino County

Air Pollution Control District 1 within
the Southeast Desert Modified Air
Quality Maintenance Area and the Los
Angeles-South Coast Air Basin Area. 43
FR 8964, 40 CFR 81.305. On May 26,
1988, EPA notified the Governor of
California, pursuant to section
110(a)(2)(H) of the 1977 Act, that the
above districts’ portions of the
California SIP were inadequate to attain
and maintain the ozone standard and
requested that deficiencies in the
existing SIP be corrected (EPA’s SIP-
Call). On November 15, 1990, the Clean
Air Act Amendments of 1990 were
enacted. Public Law 101–549, 104 Stat.
2399, codified at 42 U.S.C. 7401–7671q.
In amended section 182(a)(2)(A) of the
CAA, Congress statutorily adopted the
requirement that nonattainment areas
fix their deficient reasonably available
control technology (RACT) rules for
ozone and established a deadline of May
15, 1991 for states to submit corrections
of those deficiencies.

Section 182(a)(2)(A) applies to areas
designated as nonattainment prior to
enactment of the amendments and
classified as marginal or above as of the
date of enactment. It requires such areas
to adopt and correct RACT rules
pursuant to pre-amended section 172 (b)
as interpreted in pre-amendment
guidance.2 EPA’s SIP-Call used that
guidance to indicate the necessary
corrections for specific nonattainment
areas.

The AVAPCD portion of the Southeast
Desert Modified Air Quality
Maintenance Area (SDMAQMA) is
classified as Severe-17, therefore, this
area was subject to the RACT fix-up
requirement and the May 15, 1991
deadline.

The MDAQMD portion of the
SDMAQMA is classified as severe; 3

therefore, this area was subject to the
RACT fix-up requirements and the May
15, 1991 deadline.

The AVAPCD was created pursuant to
California Health and Safety Code
(CHSC) section 40106 and assumed all
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