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b. Will not cause a major increase in
costs or prices for consumers,
individual industries, federal, state, or
local government agencies, or
geographic regions.

c. Does not have significant adverse
effects on competition, employment,
investment, productivity, innovation, or
the ability of U.S. based enterprises to
compete with foreign-based enterprises.

This determination is based upon the
fact that the state submittal which is the
subject of this rule is based upon
counterpart federal regulations for
which an analysis was prepared and a
determination made that the federal
regulation was not considered a major
rule.

Unfunded Mandates

This rule will not impose a cost of
$100 million or more in any given year
on any governmental entity or the
private sector.

List of Subjects in 30 CFR Part 948
Intergovernmental relations, Surface
mining, Underground mining.
Dated: November 24, 2000.

Allen D. Klein,

Regional Director, Appalachian Regional
Coordinating Center.

[FR Doc. 00-30870 Filed 12—4—-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-05-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

32 CFR Part 311

[OSD Administrative Instruction 81]

Privacy Act; Implementation

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary is
proposing to add an exemption rule for
a Privacy Act system of records. The
exemption is intended to increase the
value of the system of records and to
protect the privacy of individuals
identified in the system of records.
DATES: Comments must be received on
or before February 5, 2001 to be
considered by this agency.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to the OSD
Privacy Act Officer, Washington
Headquarter Services, Correspondence
and Directives Division, Records
Management Division, 1155 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301-1155.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
David Bosworth at (703) 601—4725.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Executive Order 12866

It has been determined that this
Privacy Act rule for the Department of
Defense does not constitute ‘significant
regulatory action’. Analysis of the rule
indicates that it does not have an annual
effect on the economy of $100 million
or more; does not create a serious
inconsistency or otherwise interfere
with an action taken or planned by
another agency; does not materially alter
the budgetary impact of entitlements,
grants, user fees, or loan programs or the
rights and obligations of recipients
thereof; does not raise novel legal or
policy issues arising out of legal
mandates, the President’s priorities, or
the principles set forth in Executive
Order 12866 (1993).

Regulatory Flexibility Act

It has been determined that this
Privacy Act rule for the Department of
Defense does not have significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small entities because it is
concerned only with the administration
of Privacy Act systems of records within
the Department of Defense.

Paperwork Reduction Act

It has been determined that this
Privacy Act rule for the Department of
Defense imposes 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.

List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 311
Privacy.
1. The authority citation for 32 CFR
part 311 continues to read as follows:

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

2. Section 311.8 is amended by
adding paragraph (c)(7) to read as
follows:

§311.8 Procedures for exemptions.
* * * * *

(C] * K *

(7) System identifier and name: DGC
20, DoD Presidential Appointee Vetting
File.

(i) Exemption: 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.
Portions of this system of records that

may be exempt pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
552a(k)(5) are subsections (d)(1) through
(d)(5).

(ii) Authority: 5 U.S.C. 552a(k)(5).

(iii) Reason: From (d)(1) through (d)(5)
because the agency is required to protect
the confidentiality of sources who
furnished information to the
government under an expressed promise
of confidentiality or, prior to September
27,1975, under an implied promise that
the identity of the source would be held
in confidence. This confidentiality is
needed to maintain the Government’s
continued access to information from
persons who otherwise might refuse to
give it.

* * * * *

Dated: November 22, 2000.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense .
[FR Doc. 00-30472 Filed 12—4-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001-10-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 261
[SW-FRL-6904-3]

Hazardous Waste Management
System; Proposed Exclusion for
Identification and Listing Hazardous
Waste

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).

ACTION: Proposed rule and request for
comment.

SUMMARY: The EPA (also, “the Agency”
or “we” in this preamble) is proposing
to grant a petition submitted by Heritage
Environmental Services, LLC (Heritage)
to exclude (or “delist”) treated Electric
Arc Furnace Dust (EAFD) produced at
Nucor Steel, Division of Nucor
Corporation (Nucor) located in
Crawfordsville, Indiana from the lists of
hazardous wastes contained in Subpart
D of Part 261.

The Agency has tentatively decided to
grant the exclusion based on an
evaluation of waste-specific information
provided by Heritage. This proposed
decision, if finalized, conditionally
excludes the petitioned waste from the
requirements of hazardous waste
regulations under the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).

We conclude that Heritage’s
petitioned waste is nonhazardous with
respect to the original listing criteria.
DATES: Comments. We will accept
public comments on this proposed
decision until January 19, 2000. We will
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