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Cost Recovery Settlements 

Based in part on the allocation 
process completed by STAG, U.S. EPA 
has determined that the settlements 
identified above are appropriate to 
resolve any cost recovery claims of U.S. 
EPA in connection with the Stickney 
and Tyler Sites. The settlements 
proposed in this Notice are with parties 
who did not join the administrative 
consent order between U.S. EPA and 
STAG to perform the response actions at 
these sites. Specifically, after the 
administrative consent order with 
STAG, U.S. EPA identified ten non-
settling PRPs who, based on the 
allocation, had significant liability for 
the Agency’s response costs; U.S. EPA 
subsequently negotiated cost recovery 
agreements with nine of these entities, 
who are identified above (the only 
remaining PRP is First Medical Group). 
The agreement reached with the PRPs 
other than SafetyKleen was based on the 
allocation of responsibility prepared by 
the third-party neutral for STAG, as well 
as information provided during 
settlement negotiations regarding the 
level of responsibility attributable to 
each PRP. 

The agreement with SafetyKleen was 
based on that company’s responsibility 
for its predecessor’s disposal activities 
at the XXKem Site. SafetyKleen’s 
predecessor-in-interest, Inland Chemical 
Company, was responsible for the 
disposal of toxic chemicals at the 
central portion of the XXKem Site, 
which was capped by STAG as part of 
the Stickney action. The capped area at 
XXKem consists of approximately 5.5 
acres, while the total capped area 
covering the Stickney and XXKem Sites 
is equal to approximately 50 acres. 
Therefore, the capped area at XXKem 
represents 11 percent (11%) of the total 
capped area covering the Stickney and 
XXKem Sites. This percentage was 
applied to the United States’ 
unrecovered past costs for the Stickney 
Site. The resulting calculation of the 
costs associated with the investigation 
and capping of the XXKem portion were 
$53,232. U.S. EPA applied a 15 percent 
premium to this amount because 
SafetyKleen had not joined STAG in 
implementing the remedy for the 
Stickney Site; this premium yielded 
$61,217, which was rounded down to 
$60,000 for purposes of settlement. 

U.S. EPA has determined that the cost 
recovery agreements negotiated with 
these nine entities are appropriate. In 
addition, the United States Department 
of Justice reviewed these agreements 
and gave its concurrence on December 
9, 2002.

ADDRESSES: The proposed settlement is 
available for public inspection at the 
following locations:
Toledo Public Library, Main Branch, 

Science & Technology Dept., 325 
Michigan St., Toledo, OH. 

Toledo Public Library, West Toledo 
Branch, 1320 Sylvania Ave., Toledo, 
OH. 

Toledo Public Library, Point Place 
Branch, 2744 110th St., Toledo, OH. 

Records Center, U.S. EPA, Region 5, 7th 
Floor, 77 W. Jackson Blvd., Chicago, 
IL.
Comments should reference the 

Stickney Avenue Landfill, 3900 
Stickney Avenue, City of Toledo, Lucas 
County, Ohio, and/or the Tyler Street 
Dump, City of Toledo, Lucas County, 
Ohio and EPA Docket No. V–W–03–C–
723 or V–W–03–C–724, and should be 
addressed to James Cha, Associate 
Regional Counsel, 77 West Jackson 
Blvd., Mail Code C–14J, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604. Copies of the proposed 
settlements may be obtained from 
Deloris Johnson, Paralegal, Office of 
Regional Counsel, 77 West Jackson 
Blvd., Mail Code C–14J, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604, (312) 886–6806.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James Cha, Associate Regional Counsel, 
77 West Jackson Blvd., Mail Code C–14J, 
Chicago, Illinois 60604, (312) 886–0813.

Dated: January 24, 2003. 
William Muno, 
Director, Superfund Division.
[FR Doc. 03–3413 Filed 2–10–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report No. 2593] 

Petitions for Reconsideration of Action 
in Rulemaking Proceedings 

February 3, 2003. 
Petitions for Reconsideration have 

been filed in the Commission’s 
rulemaking proceedings listed in this 
Public Notice and published pursuant to 
47 CFR 1.429(e). The full text of this 
document is available for viewing and 
copying in Room CY–A257, 445 12th 
Street, SW., Washington, DC or may be 
purchased from the Commission’s copy 
contractor, Qualex International (202) 
863–2893. Oppositions to these 
petitions must be filed by February 27, 
2003. See Section 1.4(b)(1) of the 
Commission’s rules (47 CFR 1.4(b)(1)). 
Replies to an opposition must be filed 
within 10 days after the time for filing 
oppositions has expired. 
Subject: 

Federal-State Joint Board on Universal 
Service (CC Docket No. 96–45) 

1998 Biennial Regulatory Review—
Streamlined Contributor Reporting 
Requirements Associated with 
Administration of 
Telecommunications Relay Service, 
North American Numbering Plan, 
Local Number Portability, and 
Universal Service Support 
Mechanisms (CC Docket No. 98–
171) 

Telecommunications Services for 
Individuals with Hearing and 
Speech Disabilities, and the 
Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990 (CC Docket No. 90–571) 

Administration of the North American 
Numbering Plan and North 
American Numbering Plan Cost 
Recovery Contribution Plan Cost 
Recovery Contribution Factor and 
Fund Size (CC Docket No. 92–237, 
NSD File No. L–00–72) 

Number Resource Optimization (CC 
Docket No. 99–200) 

Telephone Number Portability (CC 
Docket No. 95–116) 

Truth-in-Billing and Billing Format 
(CC Docket No. 98–170) 

Number of Petitions Filed: 8.

Marlene H. Dortch, 
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03–3313 Filed 2–10–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712–01–M

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[DA–03–46] 

Freeze on the Filing of TV and DTV 
‘‘Maximization’’ Applications in 
Channels 60–69

AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This document announces an 
immediate freeze on the filing of 
‘‘maximization’’ applications, as defined 
further, by analog and digital television 
broadcast stations in the 746–806 MHz 
spectrum band, currently comprising 
television channels 60–69. Imposition of 
an immediate freeze will ensure that 
new maximization applications are not 
filed in this band in anticipation of 
future limitations, thus defeating the 
administrative purpose of the freeze.
ADDRESSES: 445 12th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20554.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Kim 
Matthews, Policy Division, Media 
Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, (202) 418–2120.
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