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its sludge management program
approved, the State will gain the
authority to implement the program
within its jurisdiction, in lieu of EPA
thereby eliminating duplicative State
and Federal requirements. If a State
chooses not to seek authorization for
administration of a sludge management
program, regulation is left to EPA.

In any event, EPA has determined that
this document does not contain a
Federal mandate that may result in
expenditures $100 million or more for
State, local, and tribal governments in
the aggregate, or the private sector in
any one year. EPA does not anticipate
that the approval of Utah’s sludge
management program referenced in
today’s notice will result in annual costs
of $100 million or more. EPA’s approval
of state programs generally may reduce,
not increase, compliance costs for the
private sector since the State, by virtue
of the approval, may now administer the
program in lieu of EPA and exercise
primary enforcement. Hence, owners
and operators of sludge management
facilities or businesses generally no
longer face dual Federal and State
compliance requirements, thereby
reducing overall compliance costs.
Thus, today’s document is not subject to
the requirements of sections 202 and
205 of the UMRA.

EPA has determined that this
document contains no regulatory
requirements that might significantly or
uniquely affect small governments. The
Agency recognizes that small
governments may own and/or operate
sludge management facilities that will
become subject to the requirements of
an approved State sludge management
program. However, such small
governments which own and/or operate
sludge management facilities or
businesses are already subject to the
requirements in 40 CFR parts 123 and
503 and are not subject to any
additional significant or unique
requirements by virtue of this program
approval. Once EPA authorizes a State
to administer its own sludge
management program and any revisions
to that program, these same small
governments will be able to own and
operate their sludge management
facilities or businesses under the
approved State program, in lieu of the
Federal program.

Dated: August 28, 1996.
Jack W. McGraw,
Acting Regional Administrator,
Environmental Protection Agency, Region
VIII.
[FR Doc. 96–26328 Filed 10–15–96; 8:45 am]
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Licensee Order To Show Cause

The Assistant Chief, Audio Services
Division, Mass Media Bureau, has
before him the following matter:

Licensee City/State
MM

Docket
No.

Group Commu-
nications, Inc.

West Valley
City, UT.

96–201

(regarding the silent status of Station
KRGQ(AM))

Pursuant to Section 312(a)(3) and (4)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, Group Communications, Inc.
has been directed to show cause why
the license for Station KRGQ(AM)
should not be revoked, at a proceeding
in which the above matter has been
designated for hearing concerning the
following issues:

(1) To determine whether Group
Communications, Inc. has the capability
and intent to expeditiously resume the
broadcast operations of KRGQ(AM),
consistent with the Commission’s Rules.

(2) To determine whether Group
Communications, Inc. has violated
Sections 73.1740 and/or 73.1750 of the
Commission’s Rules.

(3) To determine, in light of the
evidence adduced pursuant to the
foregoing issues, whether Group
Communications, Inc. is qualified to be
and remain the licensee of Station
KRGQ(AM).

A copy of the complete Show Cause
Order and HDO in this proceeding is
available for inspection and copying
during normal business hours in the
FCC Dockets Branch (Room 239), 1919
M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. The
complete text may also be purchased
from the Commission’s duplicating
contractor, International Transcription
Service, 2100 M Street, N.W., Suite 140,
Washington, D.C. 20037 (telephone
202–857–3800).
Federal Communications Commission
Stuart B. Bedell.
Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 96–26433 Filed 10–15–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P

Renewal Application Designated for
Hearing

1. The Assistant Chief, Audio Services
Division, has before him the following
application for renewal of broadcast
license

Licensee City/
State File No.

MM
Docket

No.

L.T.
Simes
and
Ray-
mond
Simes.

Marian-
na,
AR.

BR–
960201BE

96–200

(seeking renewal of the license for
KZOT(AM))

2. Pursuant to Section 309(e) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, the above application has
been designated for hearing in a
proceeding upon the following issues:

(a) To determine whether L.T. Simes
and Raymond Simes have the capability
and intent to expeditiously resume the
broadcast operations of KZOT(AM),
consistent with the Commission’s Rules.

(b) To determine whether L.T. Simes
and Raymond Simes have violated
Sections 73.1740 and/or 73.1750 of the
Commission’s Rules.

(c) To determine, in light of the
evidence adduced pursuant to the
foregoing issues, whether grant of the
subject renewal of license application
would service the public interest,
convenience and necessity.

A copy of the complete HDO in this
proceeding is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the dockets section of the FCC
Reference Center (Room 239), 1919 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. The
complete text may also be purchased
from the Commission’s duplicating
contractor, International Transcription
Service, 2100 M Street, N.W., Suite 140,
Washington, D.C. 20037 (telephone
202–857–3800).
Federal Communications Commission.
Stuart B. Bedell,
Assistant Chief, Audio Services Division,
Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 96–26432 Filed 10–15–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P

[Report No. 2159]

Petitions for Reconsideration and
Clarification of Action in Rulemaking
Proceedings

October 10, 1996.
Petitions for reconsideration and

clarification have been filed in the
Commission’s rulemaking proceedings
listed in this Public Notice and
published pursuant to 47 CFR Section
1.429(e). The full text of these document
are available for viewing and copying in
Room 239, 1919 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. or may be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
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