
Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 66 / Monday, April 7, 2003 / Proposed Rules 16747 

the exemptions for the original records 
are still valid and necessary to protect 
the contents of the records. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 6, 2003, to be considered 
by this agency. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mrs. 
Anne Rollins at (703) 601–4043 or DSN 
329–4043. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Executive Order 12866, ‘‘Regulatory 
Planning and Review’’ 

It has been determined that Privacy 
Act rules for the Department of Defense 
are not significant rules. The rules do 
not (1) have an annual effect on the 
economy of $100 million or more or 
adversely affect in a material way the 
economy; a sector 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; or (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. Chapter 6) 

It has been determined that Privacy 
Act rules for the Department of Defense 
do not have significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
because they are concerned only with 
the administration of Privacy Act 
systems of records within the 
Department of Defense. 

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

It has been determined that Privacy 
Act rules for the Department of Defense 
impose no information requirements 
beyond the Department of Defense and 
that the information collected within 
the Department of Defense is necessary 
and consistent with 5 U.S.C. 552a, 
known as the Privacy Act of 1974. 

Section 202, Public Law 104–4, 
‘‘Unfunded Mandates Reform Act’’ 

It has been determined that the 
Privacy Act rulemaking for the 
Department of Defense does not involve 
a Federal mandate that may result in the 
expenditure by State, local and tribal 
governments, in the aggregate, or by the 
private sector, of $100 million or more 
and that such rulemaking will not 
significantly or uniquely affect small 
governments. 

Executive Order 13132, ‘‘Federalism’’ 
It has been determined that the 

Privacy Act rules for the Department of 
Defense do not have federalism 
implications. The rules do not have 
substantial direct effects on the States, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the States, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government. 

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 806b 
Privacy. 
1. The authority citation for 32 CFR 

part 806b continues to read as follows: 
Authority: Pub. L. 93–579, 88 Stat. 1896 (5 

U.S.C. 552a). 

2. Appendix C to part 806b is 
amended by adding paragraphs (b)(24) 
and (b)(25) to read as follows: 

PART 806b—AIR FORCE PRIVACY 
ACT PROGRAM 

Appendix C to Part 806b—General and 
Specific Exemptions. 

* * * * * 
(b) Specific exemptions. * * * 
(24) System identifier and name: F033 AF 

A, Information Requests-Freedom of 
Information Act. 

(i) Exemption: During the processing of a 
Freedom of Information Act request, exempt 
materials from other systems of records may 
in turn become part of the case record in this 
system. To the extent that copies of exempt 
records from those ‘other’ systems of records 
are entered into this system, the Department 
of the Air Force hereby claims the same 
exemptions for the records from those ‘other’ 
systems that are entered into this system, as 
claimed for the original primary system of 
which they are apart. 

(ii) Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)(2), (k)(1), 
(k)(2), (k)(3), (k)(4), (k)(5), (k)(6), and (k)(7). 

(iii) Reasons: Records are only exempt 
from pertinent provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a to 
the extent such provisions have been 
identified and an exemption claimed for the 
original record, and the purposes underlying 
the exemption for the original record still 
pertain to the record which is now contained 
in this system of records. In general, the 
exemptions were claimed in order to protect 
properly classified information relating to 
national defense and foreign policy, to avoid 
interference during the conduct of criminal, 
civil, or administrative actions or 
investigations, to ensure protective services 
provided the President and others are not 
compromised, to protect the identity of 
confidential sources incident to Federal 
employment, military service, contract, and 
security clearance determinations, and to 
preserve the confidentiality and integrity of 
Federal evaluation materials. The exemption 
rule for the original records will identify the 
specific reasons why the records are exempt 
from specific provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a. 

(25) System identifier and name: F033 AF 
B, Privacy Act Request Files. 

(i) Exemption: During the processing of a 
Privacy Act request, exempt materials from 
other systems of records may in turn become 
part of the case record in this system. To the 
extent that copies of exempt records from 
those ‘other’ systems of records are entered 
into this system, the Department of the Air 
Force hereby claims the same exemptions for 
the records from those ‘other’ systems that 
are entered into this system, as claimed for 
the original primary system of which they are 
apart. 

(ii) Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552a(j)(2), (k)(1), 
(k)(2), (k)(3), (k)(4), (k)(5), (k)(6), and (k)(7). 

(iii) Reason: Records are only exempt from 
pertinent provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a to the 
extent (1) such provisions have been 
identified and an exemption claimed for the 
original record, and (2) the purposes 
underlying the exemption for the original 
record still pertain to the record which is 
now contained in this system of records. In 
general, the exemptions were claimed in 
order to protect properly classified 
information relating to national defense and 
foreign policy, to avoid interference during 
the conduct of criminal, civil, or 
administrative actions or investigations, to 
ensure protective services provided the 
President and others are not compromised, to 
protect the identity of confidential sources 
incident to Federal employment, military 
service, contract, and security clearance 
determinations, and to preserve the 
confidentiality and integrity of Federal 
evaluation materials. The exemption rule for 
the original records will identify the specific 
reasons why the records are exempt from 
specific provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552a. 

Dated: March 31, 2003. 
Patricia L. Toppings, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense. 
[FR Doc. 03–8214 Filed 4–4–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 5001–08–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Chapter I 

[FRL–7474–6] 

Establishment and Meeting of the 
Negotiated Rulemaking Committee on 
All Appropriate Inquiry 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Establishment of FACA 
Committee and meeting announcement. 

SUMMARY: As required by section 9(a)(2) 
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(5 U.S.C. App. 2. section 9(a)(2)), we are 
giving notice that the Environmental 
Protection Agency is establishing the 
Negotiated Rulemaking Committee On 
All Appropriate Inquiry. We also are 
announcing the date and location of the 
first meeting of the Committee. EPA has 
determined that the regulatory 
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negotiation process will ensure that we 
obtain a diverse array of input from both 
private sector stakeholders and state 
program officials who are familiar with 
and have experience in implementing 
processes to conduct all appropriate 
inquiry. EPA also has determined that 
this Committee is in the public interest 
and will assist the Agency in performing 
its duties as prescribed in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and 
Brownfields Revitalization Act (the 
Brownfields law). Negotiations will 
begin in April 2003 and conclude by 
December 2003. 

Copies of the Committee Charter will 
be filed with the appropriate 
committees of Congress and the Library 
of Congress. 
DATES: The first meeting of the 
Negotiated Rulemaking Committee on 
All Appropriate Inquiry will be held on 
April 29 and 30, 2003. The meeting is 
scheduled for 9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. on 
both dates. 
ADDRESSES: The first meeting of the 
Committee will be held in Conference 
Room 1117A of EPA East, 1201 
Constitution Ave. NW., Washington, 
DC. The meeting is scheduled for 9 a.m. 
to 4:30 p.m. on April 29 and 30, 2003. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Persons needing further information 
should contact Patricia Overmeyer of 
EPA’s Office of Brownfields Cleanup 
and Redevelopment, 1200 Pennsylvania 
Ave., NW., Mailcode 5105T, 
Washington, DC 20460, (202) 566–2774, 
or overmeyer.patricia@epa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On March 
6, 2003 EPA published a notice in the 
Federal Register (68 FR 10675) 
announcing its intent to form a 
negotiated rulemaking committee under 
the Negotiated Rulemaking Act of 1996 
and the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act. The purpose of the Committee will 
be to conduct discussions and reach 
consensus, if possible, on proposed 
regulatory language setting standards 
and practices for conducting all 
appropriate inquiry, as required by the 
Small Business Liability Relief and 
Brownfields Revitalization Act (the 
Brownfields law). That Notice discussed 
the issues to be negotiated and the 
interest groups proposed as members of 
the committee. The notice also 
discussed the procedures involved in a 
Negotiated Rulemaking process. The 
public comment period for that notice 
closed on April 5, 2003. 

Issues for Negotiation 
We anticipate that the issues to be 

addressed by the Negotiated 
Rulemaking Committee on All 
Appropriate Inquiry may include: 

• Balancing the goals and priorities of 
state regulatory programs, privately-
developed consensus standards, and the 
Congressional mandate for a federal 
standard for conducting all appropriate 
inquiry. 

• Developing clear and concise 
standards that address each of the 
statutory criteria (section 101(35)(B)(iii) 
of CERCLA). 

• Balancing the need to put 
abandoned properties back into 
productive reuse with concerns for 
public health and environmental 
protection. 

• Balancing a need for clear and 
comprehensive standards that will 
ensure a high level of certainty in 
identifying potential environmental 
concerns without imposing time 
consuming and unnecessarily expensive 
regulatory requirements. 

• Defining the shelf life of an 
assessment and the extent to which an 
assessment, or the results of all 
appropriate inquiry, may be transferred 
to subsequent property owners. 

• Minimizing disruptions to the 
current real estate market due to the 
development of a federal standard that 
is different from current industry 
protocols while ensuring that the federal 
standard is protective and in 
compliance with statutory criteria. 

• Identifying the extent to which 
sampling and analysis of potentially 
contaminated property may be required 
to document the presence, or the lack of, 
environmental contamination. 

• Identifying what information is 
necessary on the potential 
contamination of adjacent and adjoining 
properties, as well as underlying 
groundwater resources. 

• Establishing a list of contaminants 
to include in the investigation when 
conducting all appropriate inquiry. 

Participants 

The Committee will be composed of 
approximately 25 members representing 
parties of interest to the rulemaking 
ensuring a balanced representation from 
affected and interested stakeholder 
groups. EPA anticipates that the 
committee will contain the following 
types of representatives: 

• Environmental Interest Groups 
• Environmental Justice Community 
• Federal Government 
• Tribal Government 
• State Government 
• Local Government 
• Real Estate Developers 
• Bankers and Lenders 
• Environmental Professionals 
EPA has determined that this 

Committee is in the public interest and 
will assist the Agency in performing its 

duties as prescribed in the Small 
Business Liability Relief and 
Brownfields Revitalization Act (the 
Brownfields law). 

The first meeting of the Committee 
will be held on April 29, 2003 in 
Washington, DC. The Committee will 
address organizational issues such as 
groundrules, schedules, and 
prioritization of issues discussions over 
the next few meetings. There is no 
requirement for advance registration for 
members of the public who wish to 
attend and observe the meeting. 
Opportunity for the general public to 
address the Committee will be provided 
at the end of the Committee meeting 
agenda. 

Thomas P. Dunne, 
Associate Assistant Administrator, Office of 
Solid Waste and Emergency Response. 
[FR Doc. 03–7504 Filed 4–4–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 

[PA 201–4202b; FRL–7473–1] 

Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; 
Pennsylvania; NOX RACT 
Determinations for General Electric 
Transportation Systems 

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

SUMMARY: EPA proposes to approve the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) 
revision submitted by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania for the 
purpose of establishing reasonably 
available control technology (RACT) 
determinations for General Electric 
Transportation Systems (GETS). GETS is 
a major source of nitrogen oxides (NOX) 
located in Erie County, Pennsylvania. In 
the Final Rules section of this Federal 
Register, EPA is approving the State’s 
SIP submittal as a direct final rule 
without prior proposal because the 
Agency views this as a noncontroversial 
submittal and anticipates no adverse 
comments. A detailed rationale for the 
approval is set forth in the direct final 
rule. If no adverse comments are 
received in response to this action, no 
further activity is contemplated. If EPA 
receives 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. 
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