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effects was 1,471 mg/kg/day HDT. No
adverse reproductive or developmental
effects were observed.

3. Prenatal and postnatal sensitivity.
No developmental or reproductive
effects were demonstrated for zoxamide
as a result of systemic exposures at up
to limit doses of 1,000 and 1,471 mg/kg/
day. Additionally, these NOAELs are
greater than 20-fold higher than the
NOAEL:s of 48-51 mg/kg/day from the
dog and rat chronic studies which are
the basis of the RfD. These
developmental and reproductive studies
indicate that developing and maturing
animals are not more sensitive either
pre or postnatally than other age groups
to zoxamide; i.e., zoxamide does not
exhibit additional prenatal or postnatal
sensitivity. Thus, reliable data indicate
that an additional Food Quality
Protection Act uncertainty factor is not
necessary to insure an adequate margin
of safety for protection of infants and
children.

4. Acute exposure and risk. No acute
endpoint was identified for zoxamide,
and therefore no acute risk assessment
is required.

5. Chronic exposure and risk. Using
the conservative exposure assumptions
described above and taking into account
the completeness and reliability of the
toxicity data, the percentage of the RfD
that will be utilized by dietary (food
only) exposure to residues of zoxamide
from the proposed tolerances is 2.4%
(tolerance levels) and 0.2% (anticipated
residues) for children, 1-6 years old, the
most highly exposed subgroups.
Aggregate exposure (food and water) are
expected to be <4% RfD. EPA generally
has no concern for exposures below
100% of the RfD because the RfD
represents the level at or below which
daily aggregate dietary exposure over a
lifetime will not pose appreciable risks
to human health. Rohm and Haas
concludes that there is a reasonable
certainty that no harm will result from
aggregate exposure to zoxamide residues
to the U.S. population.

F. International Tolerances

There are currently no CODEX,
Canadian or Mexican maximum residue
levels established for zoxamide in
tomatoes, processed tomato produ(:ts, or
cucurbits. Thus, no harmonization
issues are required to be resolved for
this action.

[FR Doc. 00—-21674 Filed 8—23-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-F

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL-6857-4]

John P. Saad Superfund Site; Notice of
Proposed Settlement

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of proposed settlements.

SUMMARY: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
proposed to enter into three (2) cost
recovery settlements, one (1) pursuant
to section 122(g) and one(1) pursuant to
section 122(h) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. 9622(g). These
administrative settlements will resolve
the settling party’s liability for past
response costs incurred by EPA at the
John P. Saad Superfund Site located in
Nashville, Tennessee. EPA will consider
public comments on the proposed
settlements for thirty (30) days. EPA
may withdraw from or modify the
proposed settlements should such
comments disclose facts or
considerations which indicate that the
proposed settlements are inappropriate,
improper, or inadequate.

Copies of the proposed settlements
are available from: Ms. Paula V.
Batchelor, Waste Management Division,
U.S. EPA Region 4, 61 Forsyth Street,
Atlanta, Georgia 30303, 404/562—8887.

Written comments may be submitted
to Ms. Batchelor within 30 calendar
days of the date of publication.

Dated: June 22, 2000.
Anita Davis,

Acting Chief, Program Services Branch, Waste
Management Division.

[FR Doc. 00-21670 Filed 8-23-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL—6857-3]

Proposed Settlement Under Section
122(g) of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act; In the
Matter of Lakeland Disposal Service,
Inc., Claypool, Indiana

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (U.S. EPA).

ACTION: Notice; request for public
comment.

SUMMARY: Notice of De Minimis
Settlement: In accordance with section
122(i)(1) of the Comprehensive

Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of
1980, as amended (CERCLA), U.S. EPA
gives notice of a proposed
administrative settlement concerning
the remedial action at the Lakeland
Disposal Service, Inc., Superfund Site,
Claypool, County of Kosciusko, Indiana
(the Site). The proposed agreement will
resolve issues concerning one
individual De Minimis landowner at the
Site. U.S. EPA has previously submitted
the proposed agreement to the U.S.
Department of Justice for review and has
received its approval for the proposed
agreement via letter dated March 7,
2000.

DATES: Comments must be provided on
or before September 25, 2000.
ADDRESSES: Barbara Wester (C-14]J),
Office of Regional Counsel, U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Region 5, 77 W. Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois 60605—-3590. Include
the following name of the matter in the
comment: In the Matter of Lakeland
Disposal Service, Inc., Claypool,
Indiana, U.S. EPA Docket No. V-W-99—
C-561.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Wester (C—14]), Office of
Regional Counsel, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 W.
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604—-3590.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Homer
Dove owns approximately five (5) acres
of property located adjacent to and
within the boundaries of the Site and
did not himself contribute any wastes to
the Site. The Record of Decision (ROD)
for the Site, issued on September 28,
1993, contemplated that deed
restrictions and institutional controls
would be an important part of the
remedy. The Settlement provides: That
Dana Corporation; Eaton Corporation;
General Motors Corporation; United
Technologies Automotive, Inc.; and
Warsaw Black Oxide, Inc. (collectively,
the UAO Group) will compensate Mr.
Dove for the loss of use of his property;
that Mr. Dove will establish the
contractual access provisions and deed
restrictions necessary to effect the on-
going remediation of the Site proscribed
by the ROD; and that Mr. Dove will
convert these contractual promises to
the form of an environmental easement,
if U.S. EPA request that he do so. U.S.
EPA will receive written comments
relating to this settlement agreement for
a period of thirty (30) days from the date
of publication of this notice. Under
CERCLA section 122(i)(3), U.S. EPA will
consider any comments filed during this
public comment period in “determining
whether or not to consent to the
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proposed settlement and may withdraw
or withhold consent to the proposed
settlement if such comments disclose
facts or considerations which indicate
the proposed settlement is
inappropriate, improper, or
inadequate.”

Copies of the proposed administrative
settlement agreement and of additional
background information relating to the
settlement are available for review.
These may be obtained in person at the
Superfund Division’s public records
center, 7th Floor, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 5, 77 W.
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois
60604—3590, or by mail from Barbara
Wester (C—14]), Office of Regional
Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Region 5, 77 W. Jackson
Boulevard, Chicago, Illinois 60604—
3590.

Authority: The Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C.
9601-9675.

Margaret M. Guerriero,

Acting Director, Superfund Division, Region
5.

[FR Doc. 00-21668 Filed 8—23-00; 8:45 am|]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) being Submitted to OMB
for Review and Approval

August 14, 2000

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection, as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104-13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid control
number. No person shall be subject to
any penalty for failing to comply with

a collection of information subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning (a)
whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
Commission, including whether the
information shall have practical utility;
(b) the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; (c) ways to enhance
the quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and (d) ways to

minimize the burden of the collection of
information on the respondents,
including the use of automated
collection techniques or other forms of
information technology.

DATES: Written comments should be
submitted on or before September 25,
2000. If you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to Les
Smith, Federal Communications
Commission, Room 1-A804, 445 12th
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20554 or
via the Internet to lesmith@fcc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
information collections contact Les
Smith at (202) 418-0217 or via the
Internet at lesmith@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control Number: 3060—-0683.

Title: Direct Broadcast Satellite
Service—47 CFR Part 100.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Businesses or other for-
profit entities.

Number of Respondents: 8.

Estimated Time per Response: 400
hours.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirements.

Total Annual Burden: 3,200 hours.

Total Annual Cost: $5,800.

Needs and Uses: The information
requested under CFR part 100 of the
FCC’s rules is used by the Commission
to determine whether applicants are
legally, technically, and financially
qualified to hold a DBS authorization.
Without such information, the
Commission could not make
determinations for authorization to
provide service to successful applicants
and would not, therefore, be able to
fulfill its statutory obligations in
accordance with the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended.

OMB Control Number: 3060—0765.

Title: Revision of part 22 and part 90
of the Commission’s Rules to Facilitate
Future Development of Paging Systems,
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking.

Form Number: FCC 601.

Type of Review: Revision of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities; Individuals or
households; Not-for-profit Institutions;
Federal government; and State, local, or
Tribal Government.

Number of Respondents: 3,000.

Estimated Time Per Response: 1.25
hours (avg.).

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirements.

Total Annual Burden: 3,750 hours.
Total Annual Costs: $750,000.

Needs and Uses: This proceeding will
further establish a regulatory scheme for
the common carrier paging (CCP) and
private carrier paging (PCP) services
which will promote efficient licensing
and competition in the commercial
mobile radio marketplace. The
Commission uses this information to
determine if the licensee is a qualifying
entity to obtain a partitioned license or
disaggregated spectrum. Without such
information, the Commission could not
determine whether the licensee is
operating in compliance with the
Commission’s rules.

OMB Control Number: 3060-0865.

Title: Wireless Telecommunications
Bureau Universal Licensing System
Recordkeeping and Third Party
Disclosure.

Form Number: N/A.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for-
profit entities; Individuals or
households; Not-for-profit Institutions;
and State, local, or Tribal Governments.

Number of Respondents: 62,791.

Estimated Time Per Response: 1.10
hours (avg.).

Frequency of Response:
Recordkeeping; On occasion reporting
requirements.

Total Annual Burden: 77,164 hours.
Total Annual Costs: None.

Needs and Uses: The Universal
Licensing System (ULS) establishes a
streamlined set of rules that minimizes
filing requirements, eliminates
redundant or unnecessary submission
requirements, and assures the on-going
collection of reliable licensing and
ownership data. The recordkeeping and
third party disclosure requirements
contained in this collection are the
result of the elimination of a number of
filing requirements. The ULS forms
contain a number of certifications;
however, applicants must maintain
records to document compliance with
the requirements for which they provide
certifications. In some instances,
coordination with third parties are
required.

Federal Communications Commission.
William F. Caton,
Deputy Secretary.
[FR Doc. 00-21623 Filed 8-23-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P
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