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Subject Merchandise imported from the
Subject Country.
(11) If you are a producer, an exporter,
or a trade/business association of
producers or exporters of the Subject
Merchandise in the Subject Country,
provide the following information on
your firm’s(s’) operations on that
product during calendar year 2014
(report quantity data in units and value
data in U.S. dollars, landed and dutypaid at the U.S. port but not including
antidumping or countervailing duties).
If you are a trade/business association,
provide the information, on an aggregate
basis, for the firms which are members
of your association.
(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total production of Subject Merchandise
in the Subject Country accounted for by
your firm’s(s’) production;
(b) Capacity (quantity) of your firm(s)
to produce the Subject Merchandise in
the Subject Country (i.e., the level of
production that your establishment(s)
could reasonably have expected to
attain during the year, assuming normal
operating conditions (using equipment
and machinery in place and ready to
operate), normal operating levels (hours
per week/weeks per year), time for
downtime, maintenance, repair, and
cleanup, and a typical or representative
product mix); and
(c) the quantity and value of your
firm’s(s’) exports to the United States of
Subject Merchandise and, if known, an
estimate of the percentage of total
exports to the United States of Subject
Merchandise from the Subject Country
accounted for by your firm’s(s’) exports.
(12) Identify significant changes, if
any, in the supply and demand
conditions or business cycle for the
Domestic Like Product that have
occurred in the United States or in the
market for the Subject Merchandise in
the Subject Country since the Order
Date, and significant changes, if any,
that are likely to occur within a
reasonably foreseeable time. Supply
conditions to consider include
technology; production methods;
development efforts; ability to increase
production (including the shift of
production facilities used for other
products and the use, cost, or
availability of major inputs into
production); and factors related to the
ability to shift supply among different
national markets (including barriers to
importation in foreign markets or
changes in market demand abroad).
Demand conditions to consider include
end uses and applications; the existence
and availability of substitute products;
and the level of competition among the
Domestic Like Product produced in the
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United States, Subject Merchandise
produced in the Subject Country, and
such merchandise from other countries.
(13) (Optional) A statement of
whether you agree with the above
definitions of the Domestic Like Product
and Domestic Industry; if you disagree
with either or both of these definitions,
please explain why and provide
alternative definitions.
Authority: This proceeding is being
conducted under authority of Title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
pursuant to § 207.61 of the Commission’s
rules.
By order of the Commission.
Issued: June 25, 2015.
Lisa R. Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2015–16006 Filed 6–30–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION
[Investigation No. 731–TA–1059 (Second
Review)]

Hand Trucks From China; Scheduling
of an Expedited Five-Year Review
United States International
Trade Commission.
ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

The Commission hereby gives
notice of the scheduling of an expedited
review pursuant to the Tariff Act of
1930 (‘‘the Act’’) to determine whether
revocation of the antidumping duty
order on hand trucks from China would
be likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury within a
reasonably foreseeable time.
DATES: Effective Date: June 5, 2015.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Keysha Martinez (202–205–2136), Office
of Investigations, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 500 E Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearingimpaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202–
205–1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202–205–2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its internet server (http://
www.usitc.gov). The public record for
this review may be viewed on the
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS)
at http://edis.usitc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background. On June 5, 2015, the
Commission determined that the
SUMMARY:
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domestic interested party group
response to its notice of institution (80
FR 11226, March 2, 2015) of the subject
five-year review was adequate and that
the respondent interested party group
response was inadequate. The
Commission did not find any other
circumstances that would warrant
conducting a full review.1 Accordingly,
the Commission determined that it
would conduct an expedited review
pursuant to section 751(c)(3) of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)(3)).
For further information concerning
the conduct of this review and rules of
general application, consult the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A and B
(19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A, D, E, and F (19 CFR part
207).
Staff report. A staff report containing
information concerning the subject
matter of the review was placed in the
nonpublic record on June 19, 2015, and
made available to persons on the
Administrative Protective Order service
list for this review. A public version
will be issued thereafter, pursuant to
section 207.62(d)(4) of the
Commission’s rules.
Written submissions. As provided in
section 207.62(d) of the Commission’s
rules, interested parties that are parties
to the review and that have provided
individually adequate responses to the
notice of institution,2 and any party
other than an interested party to the
review may file written comments with
the Secretary on what determination the
Commission should reach in the review.
Comments are due on or before July 6,
2015, and may not contain new factual
information. Any person that is neither
a party to the five-year review nor an
interested party may submit a brief
written statement (which shall not
contain any new factual information)
pertinent to the review by July 6, 2015.
However, should the Department of
Commerce extend the time limit for its
completion of the final results of its
review, the deadline for comments
(which may not contain new factual
information) on Commerce’s final
results is three business days after the
issuance of Commerce’s results. If
comments contain business proprietary
information (BPI), they must conform
1 A record of the Commissioners’ votes, the
Commission’s statement on adequacy, and any
individual Commissioner’s statements will be
available from the Office of the Secretary and at the
Commission’s Web site.
2 The Commission has found the responses
submitted by Gleason Industrial Products, Inc. and
Precision Products, Inc. to be individually
adequate. Comments from other interested parties
will not be accepted (see 19 CFR 207.62(d)(2)).
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with the requirements of sections 201.6,
207.3, and 207.7 of the Commission’s
rules. Please be aware that the
Commission’s rules with respect to
filing have changed. The most recent
amendments took effect on July 25,
2014. See 79 FR 35920 (June 25, 2014),
and the revised Commission Handbook
on E-filing, available from the
Commission’s Web site at http://
edis.usitc.gov.
In accordance with sections 201.16(c)
and 207.3 of the rules, each document
filed by a party to the review must be
served on all other parties to the review
(as identified by either the public or BPI
service list), and a certificate of service
must be timely filed. The Secretary will
not accept a document for filing without
a certificate of service.
Authority: This review is being conducted
under authority of title VII of the Tariff Act
of 1930; this notice is published pursuant to
section 207.62 of the Commission’s rules.
By order of the Commission.
Issued: June 25, 2015.
Lisa R. Barton,
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 2015–16115 Filed 6–30–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
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Notice of Lodging of Proposed
Consent Decree Under the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act
On June 24, 2015, the Department of
Justice lodged a proposed Consent
Decree with the United States District
Court for the Eastern District of
Washington in the lawsuit entitled
United States v. Intalco Aluminum
Corporation, Civil Action No. 2:15-cv00161 SAB, Dkt # 2.
The United States of America, by its
undersigned counsel, brought this
complaint and proposed consent decree
on behalf of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
and the United States Department of
Agriculture Forest Service (‘‘USFS’’)
(collectively, ‘‘United States’’), against
Intalco Aluminum Corporation
(‘‘Intalco’’ or ‘‘Defendant’’).
The United States brings this civil
action under Section 107 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act, 42 U.S.C. 9607, to recover past
response costs incurred by the United
States in connection with releases and
threatened releases of hazardous
substances from the Holden Mine Site
in Chelan County, Washington (the
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‘‘Site’’). Intalco is incorporated under
the laws of Delaware and is a successor
to Howe Sound Company, a former
operator of the Holden Mine.
The Site is located in north-central
Washington state, within the OkanoganWenatchee National Forest, and consists
of National Forest System land and
adjoining private land. The Site is in a
remote area approximately twelve miles
northwest of Lake Chelan, and is
accessible only by Lake Chelan ferry.
The Howe Sound Company (‘‘Howe
Sound’’) operated the Holden Mine at
the Site from 1938–1957, extracting
copper, zinc, silver, and gold from
approximately sixty miles of
underground workings. The Holden
Mine ceased operations in 1957.
Subsequently, Howe Sound’s interest in
the Site was transferred to Holden
Village, Inc., which has operated an
interdenominational retreat at the Site
since 1961 under a Special Use Permit
issued by the USFS. The Holden Village
has 5,000 to 6,000 visitors each year,
and is home to approximately 50 yearround residents. Defendant is the legal
successor to Howe Sound.
During the period of mining
operations, metals were recovered from
the ore taken from Holden Mine in an
on-Site mill. Approximately 10 million
tons of mill tailings were left on-Site
after mining operations ceased, placed
in three piles spread over approximately
120 acres. Additionally, approximately
250,000–300,000 cubic yards of rock
that did not contain mineral
concentrations sufficient to mill were
placed in two large waste rock piles on
the Site. There have been, and continue
to be, releases and threatened releases of
hazardous substances to the
environment from the tailings and waste
rock piles that have caused the United
States to incur response costs under
CERCLA. The subject Consent Decree
resolves the United States’ claims for
reimbursement of a portion of those
costs.
The publication of this notice opens
a period for public comment on the
Proposed Consent Decree. Comments
should be addressed to the Assistant
Attorney General, Environment and
Natural Resources Division, and should
refer to United States v. Intalco
Aluminum Corporation, Civil Action
No. 2:15-cv-00161 SAB, D.J. Ref. No.
90–11–2–1135/3. All comments must be
submitted no later than thirty (30) days
after the publication date of this notice.
Comments may be submitted either by
email or by mail:
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To submit
comments:

Send them to:

By email .......

pubcomment-ees.enrd@
usdoj.gov.
Assistant Attorney General,
U.S. DOJ–ENRD, P.O. Box
7611, Washington, DC
20044–7611.

By mail .........

During the public comment period,
the Proposed Consent Decree may be
examined and downloaded at this
Justice Department Web site: http://
www.justice.gov/enrd/consent-decrees.
We will provide a paper copy of the
proposed consent decree upon written
request and payment of reproduction
costs. Please mail your request and
payment to: Consent Decree Library,
U.S. DOJ–ENRD, P.O. Box 7611,
Washington, DC 20044–7611.
Please enclose a check or money order
for $6.75 (25 cents per page
reproduction cost) payable to the United
States Treasury.
Maureen Katz,
Assistant Section Chief, Environmental
Enforcement Section, Environment and
Natural Resources Division.
[FR Doc. 2015–16119 Filed 6–30–15; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–15–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION
[Docket No. 72–0010; NRC–2013–0251]

Proposed License Renewal of License
No. SNM–2506 for the Prairie Island
Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation
Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Environmental assessment and
finding of no significant impact.
AGENCY:

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) is considering the
renewal of License No. SNM–2506,
issued in 1993 and held by Northern
States Power Company, a Minnesota
Corporation (NSPM) (doing business as
Xcel Energy) for the operation of the
Prairie Island Nuclear Generating Plant
(PINGP) site-specific Independent Spent
Fuel Storage Installation (ISFSI), for an
additional 20 years.
ADDRESSES: Please refer to Docket ID
NRC–2013–0251 when contacting the
NRC about the availability of
information regarding this document.
You may obtain publicly-available
information related to this document
using any of the following methods:
• Federal Rulemaking Web site: Go to
http://www.regulations.gov and search
SUMMARY:
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