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By the Commission.
Jonathan G. Katz,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00–22716 Filed 9–6–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 8010–01–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

36 CFR Part 293

Wilderness—Primitive Areas; Fixed
Anchors in Wilderness

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Negotiated rulemaking
committee meeting.

SUMMARY: The Secretary of Agriculture
has established a negotiated rulemaking
committee to develop recommendations
for a proposed rule addressing the
placement, use, and removal of fixed
anchors used for recreational rock
climbing purposes in congressionally
designated wilderness areas
administered by the Forest Service. The
Fixed Anchors in Wilderness Negotiated
Rulemaking Advisory Committee is
composed of individuals representing a
cross section of interests with a
definable stake in the outcome of the
proposed rule. The Committee has been
established in accordance with the
provisions of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act and is engaged in the
process of rulemaking pursuant to the
provisions of the Negotiated
Rulemaking Act. The Committee has
held meetings in June, July, and August
and will hold a fourth meeting in
September. All meetings of the
committee are open to public
attendance.

DATES: The next meeting of the advisory
committee will be held in Golden,
Colorado, on September 19–20. The
meeting is scheduled from 8 a.m. to 5:30
p.m. on the first day and from 8 a.m. to
3:30 p.m. on the second day.

ADDRESSES: The advisory committee
meeting will be held in the auditorium
of the Rocky Mountain Regional Office,
Forest Service, USDA, 740 Simms St.,
Golden, Colorado on September 19 and
next door to the Regional Office at the
Best Western—Denver West Motel
conference room, located at 11595 W.
6th Avenue, Lakewood, CO, on
September 20.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jerry
Stokes, Wilderness Program Manager,
Recreation, Heritage, and Wilderness
Resources Staff, (202) 205–0925.

Dated: August 25, 2000.
Sally D. Collins,
Deputy Chief, National Forest System.
[FR Doc. 00–22911 Filed 9–6–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL–6865–3]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan; National Priorities List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of intent to delete the
White Farm Equipment Site (Site) from
the National Priorities List (NPL).

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region VII announces the
intent to delete the White Farm
Equipment site from the National
Priorities List (NPL) and requests public
comment on this proposed action. The
NPL constitutes appendix B of 40 CFR
part 300 which is the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP), which EPA
promulgated pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended. The
EPA and the state of Iowa have
determined that the site poses no
significant threat to public health or the
environment, as defined by CERCLA.
Five-year review reports will continue
to be conducted.
DATES: Comments concerning the
proposed deletion of this site from the
NPL may be submitted on or before
October 10, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
Catherine Barrett, Remedial Project
Manager, Superfund Division, Missouri/
Kansas Remedial Branch, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VII, 901 North 5th Street, Kansas
City, KS 66101. Comprehensive
information on this site is available
through the public docket which is
available for viewing at the U.S. EPA
Region VII, Superfund Records Center,
901 North 5th Street, Kansas City, KS
66101.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Catherine Barrett, Remedial Project
Manager, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 901 North 5th Street, Kansas
City, KS 66101, phone (913) 551–7704,
fax (913) 551–7063.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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I. Introduction

The EPA Region VII announces the
intent to delete the White Farm
Equipment site, Charles City, Iowa, from
the NPL, and requests public comments
on this proposed action. The NPL
constitutes appendix B of 40 CFR part
300 which is the National Oil and
Hazardous Substances Pollution
Contingency Plan (NCP) which EPA
promulgated pursuant to section 105 of
the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA) of 1980, as amended by
the Superfund Amendments and
Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA).
The EPA identifies sites that appear to
present a significant risk to public
health, welfare, or the environment and
maintains the NPL as the list of these
sites. The EPA and the Iowa Department
of Natural Resources (IDNR) have
determined that the remedial action for
the site has been successfully executed.

The EPA will accept comments on the
proposal to delete this site thirty (30)
days after publication of this document
in the Federal Register.

Section II of this document explains
the criteria for deleting sites from the
NPL. Section III discusses the
procedures that EPA is using for this
action. Section IV discusses the White
Farm Equipment site and explains how
the site meets the deletion criteria.

II. NPL Deletion Criteria

Section 300.425(e) of the NCP
provides that sites may be deleted from
the NPL where no further response is
appropriate. In making a determination
to delete a site from the NPL, EPA in
consultation with the state, shall
consider whether any of the following
criteria has been met:

(i) Responsible parties or other
persons have implemented all
appropriate response actions required;

(ii) All appropriate Fund-financed
response under CERCLA has been
implemented, and no further response
action by responsible parties is
appropriate; or

(iii) The remedial investigation has
shown that the release of hazardous
substances poses no significant threat to
public health or the environment and,
therefore, remedial measures are not
appropriate.

Even when a site is deleted from the
NPL, where hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants remain at
the site above levels that allow for
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unlimited use and unrestricted
exposure, EPA’s policy is that a
subsequent review of the site will be
conducted at least every five years after
the initiation of the remedial action at
the site to ensure that the site remains
protective of human health and the
environment. A five-year review was
conducted for the White Farm
Equipment site in 1999. Based on that
review, EPA in consultation with the
state, determined that conditions at the
site remain protective of public health
and the environment. If new
information becomes available which
indicates a need for further action, EPA
may initiate remedial actions. Whenever
there is a significant release from a site
deleted from the NPL, the site shall be
restored to the NPL without application
of the Hazard Ranking System.

III. Deletion Procedures

The following procedures were used
for the intended deletion of this site: (1)
Responsible parties or other persons
have implemented all appropriate
response actions required; (2) The state
of Iowa has concurred with the
proposed deletion decision; (3) A notice
has been published in the local
newspaper and has been distributed to
appropriate federal, state, and local
officials and other interested parties
announcing the commencement of a 30-
day comment period on EPA’s Notice of
Intent to Delete; and (4) All relevant
documents have been made available in
the site information repository.

Deletion of the site from the NPL does
not itself create, alter, or revoke any
individual’s rights or obligations. The
NPL is designed primarily for
informational purposes and to assist
Agency management. As mentioned in
Section II of this notice, section 300.425
(e) of the NCP states that the deletion of
a site from the NPL does not preclude
eligibility for future response actions.
For deletion of this site, EPA’s Regional
Office will accept and evaluate public
comments on EPA’s Notice of Intent to
Delete before making a final decision to
delete. If necessary, the Agency will
prepare a Responsiveness Summary to
address any significant public
comments received.

A deletion occurs when the Regional
Administrator places a final notice in
the Federal Register. The NPL will
reflect deletions in the final update
following the notice. Public notices and
copies of the Responsiveness Summary
will be made available to local residents
by the Regional Office.

IV. Basis for Intended Site Deletion

The following site summary provides
the Agency’s rationale for the proposal
to delete this site from the NPL.

Site Background and History

The White Farm Equipment site is
located in Floyd County, Iowa, and is a
20-acre site, near the north border of
Charles City, Iowa, and is owned by
H.E. Construction, Inc. The site lies
within the 100-year flood plain of the
Cedar River in the former location of a
sand and gravel quarry. The site borders
farmlands to the west, north, and east.
Residential areas lie to the south of the
site. White Farm Equipment Company
disposed of approximately 650,000
cubic yards of wet scrubber sludge,
foundry sands, baghouse dusts, and
other industrial wastes at the site on an
intermittent basis beginning in 1971.
Allied Products Corporation presently
owns White Farm Equipment Company.

In 1984, the IDNR required White
Farm Equipment Company, which was
leasing the site, to install four
groundwater monitoring wells at the site
to determine whether adverse
environmental impacts had occurred
from the dumping activities. In 1985,
the EPA performed a Preliminary
Assessment (PA) of the site which
suggested that lead, cadmium, and
phenols may be among the
contaminants of concern at the site. The
EPA found wastes in contact with
groundwater at a depth of five to ten
feet. In 1986, EPA conducted sampling
which documented lead and cadmium
in the shallow alluvial aquifer in close
proximity to the Charles City municipal
wells.

The site was placed on the NPL on
August 30, 1990. In 1990, a Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS)
was completed by Allied Products
Corporation in accordance with the
Consent Order issued by EPA pursuant
to section 104 and 122 of CERCLA.
Evaluation of information gathered in
the RI/FS resulted in the selection of a
remedy in the Record of Decision (ROD)
in 1990.

Response Actions

The remedy in the ROD included
upgrading of the landfill, installation of
additional groundwater monitoring
wells, placement of extraction wells, an
air stripper and discharge conveyance to
Hyers Creek, extraction, and treatment
of contaminated groundwater until the
concentration of benzene in
groundwater is reduced and maintained
below one part per billion (ppb),
inspection and maintenance of
perimeter fencing, cover, and

groundwater treatment facility, and
long-term groundwater monitoring.

A Consent Decree between EPA and
Allied Products Corporation and H.E.
Construction, Inc. was finalized in 1991
and provided for the implementation by
the responsible parties of the design and
construction of the remedy.

In February 1993, Allied Products
Corporation sampled six existing
monitoring wells which had been
designated for re-sampling by the
Consent Decree for benzene, lead,
cadmium, and chromium. The wells are
located to assess the groundwater
quality at or within the point of
compliance. A second round of samples
was collected in March 1993. Both
sampling events confirmed that no
groundwater contamination existed in
these wells. An Explanation of
Significant Differences (ESD) was
written by EPA which explained that
the groundwater treatment included in
the remedy would not be required
because the groundwater sampling had
not shown any contamination. The
groundwater monitoring schedule was
curtailed and changed to include a
round of groundwater sampling five
years after the start of final cover
construction and thereafter at five-year
intervals. Certain monitoring wells not
needed for the long-term monitoring
were abandoned and plugged.
Upgrading of the landfill cover was
completed during 1994, and a final
inspection was conducted in June 1995.

Clean-Up Goals
The five-year review was completed

in September 1999 and indicated that
the remedial objectives have been
achieved. The remedial objectives
included upgrading the existing landfill
cover to comply with state and federal
standards, well closure, installation of
monitoring wells, and monitoring of
groundwater to ensure that
contaminants within the landfill do not
migrate off site. The remedial action
clean-up activities are consistent with
the objectives of the NCP and will
provide protection to human health and
the environment as specified in the
ROD. The responsible parties are
required to monitor the groundwater at
five-year intervals in accordance with
the Consent Decree, and the sampling
results have shown that no
contamination has migrated off site.

Operation and Maintenance
Long-term maintenance and

groundwater monitoring is being
conducted by Allied Products
Corporation. The operation and
maintenance activities being conducted
include groundwater monitoring at five-
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year intervals, periodic inspections,
maintenance of the landfill cover, and
activities necessary to ensure the
continued protection of public health
and the environment. The groundwater
sampling will continue to be conducted
at five-year intervals for 30 years by
Allied Products Corporation in
accordance with the Consent Decree.

Five-Year Review

The CERCLA requires a five-year
review of all sites with hazardous
substances remaining above health-
based levels for unrestricted use of the
site. The clean up of this site has
included containment of contaminants
within the landfill which will require
that the five-year reviews continue in
order to ensure the maintenance of the
integrity of the cap. The five-year review
which was conducted in September
1999 indicated that the landfill cap is
performing as designed and sampling
results show that there has not been any
migration of contaminants off site.

Community Involvement

A Community Relations Plan was
completed for the site. The Proposed
Plan and the Administrative Record
were available for public review during
the public comment period. A public
meeting was held to present the
Proposed Plan for the remedy and to
answer questions and receive any
written comments. A Record of Decision
explaining the remedy for the site was
signed by EPA on September 28, 1990.

Applicable Deletion Criteria/State
Concurrence

Responsible parties or other persons
have implemented all appropriate
response actions required, as required in
40 CFR 300.425(e)(1)(i) for deletion of a
site. All completion requirements for
this site have been described in the
Final Close-Out Report (COR). The Final
COR documents the effectiveness of the
post-remedial environmental
monitoring and that the remedy remains
protective. Site operation and
maintenance activities will be
performed by Allied Products

Corporation as required by the Consent
Decree. The state of Iowa has indicated
their concurrence with the deletion of
this site from the NPL. Therefore, EPA
is proposing deletion of this site from
the NPL. Documents supporting this
action are available in the deletion
docket.

Dated: August 15, 2000.
Karen A. Flournoy,
Acting Regional Administrator, Region VII.
[FR Doc. 00–22814 Filed 9–6–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 00–1961, MM Docket No. 00–155, RM–
9924]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Las
Vegas and Rowe, NM

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission requests
comments on a petition filed by
Meadows Media, LLC, permittee of
Station KTRL, Las Vegas, NM, seeking
the substitution of Channel 275C3 for
Channel 275C2 at Las Vegas, the
reallotment of Channel 275C3 to Rowe,
NM, as its first local aural service, and
the modification of Station KTRL’s
construction permit accordingly.
Channel 275C3 can be allotted to Rowe
in compliance with the Commission’s
minimum distance separation
requirements with a site restriction of
22.8 kilometers northeast, at coordinates
35–40–15 North Latitude; 105–33–06
West Longitude, to avoid short-spacings
to Stations KIOT, Channel 273C, Los
Lunas, NM, KAZX, Channel 275C,
Kirtland, NM, and KTBL, Channel 277C,
Albuquerque, NM. Petitioner is
requested to provide further information
concerning the status of Rowe as a
community for allotment purposes and
the areas and populations which will

gain and lose service if the reallotment
is granted.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 16, 2000, and reply
comments on or before October 31,
2000.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, 445 12th Street, SW.,
Room TW–A325, Washington, DC
20554. In addition to filing comments
with the FCC, interested parties should
serve the petitioner, or its counsel or
consultant, as follows:
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Leslie K. Shapiro, Mass Media Bureau,
(202) 418–2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
00–155, adopted August 16, 2000, and
released August 25, 2000. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Reference Center, 445 12th Street, SW.,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Services,
Inc., (202) 857–3800, 1231 20th Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20036.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contacts.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.
Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,
Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 00–22920 Filed 9–6–00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P
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