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IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT

FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CHO .. ... . _

VESTERN- DI VI SI ON -ieni e 3w Lia

Fiig -

GREENE ENVI RONVENTAL
COALI TION, INC.,

Plaintiff,
Case No. c¢-3-93-270
VS.

SQUTHDOM, | NC. ,

Def endant and
Third-Party Plaintiff,

JUDGE WALTER HERBERT RI CE

vs.
USX CORP.,
Third-Party Defendant.

ENTRY JOURNAL| ZI NG RESULTS OF SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE
OF SEPTEMBER 30, 1994

Settlement negotiations were had with regard to this

matter, among counsel, in the presence of the Court, on

Septenber 30, 1994. The results of said negotiations are as

foll ows.

1. Wthin 60 days, experts retained by Defendant
Sout hdown and Third-Party Defendant USX will arrive at a
mutual Iy acceptable plan for remediation of the site in

question in this matter (Landfill No. 1).
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2. Wthin the same 60 day period, Plaintiff Geene
Environnental Coalition (GEC) will submt to Southdown and to
USX a |ist of proposed experts to be retained to represent the
interests of GEC, and the parties (including both Southdown
and USX) will agree upon the acceptability of one of the
experts fromsaid list. It is agreed that Southdown and USX
will, together, pay the fees of the agreed upon expert, and

that a cap as to said fees will be agreed upon anong counsel.

3. At such time (by the conclusion of the 60 day tine
period described above) as the experts retained by Southdown
and USX have arrived at a nutually acceptable renediation
plan, counsel (either for Southdown or USX) will notify
counsel for GEC. Upon such notification, counsel for GEC will
arrange a neeting at which the experts retained by Southdown
and USX will present their proposal to the expert representing
the interests of GEC (whose identity will have been determ ned
as described above). Said presentation will occur within 15
days of the conclusion of the 60 day tine period described
above. After the expert retained by GEC has reviewed the

proposal, counsel for GEC will review the proposal.

4. At 5:00 PMon January 3, 1995, after CGEC, through its
expert and counsel, has had the opportunity to review the
proposal, a conference call wll be had, between the Court and
counsel, to determne the status of the settlenent

negoti ati ons.
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5. It is agreed that any renediation proposal that
results from these negotiations will be submtted to the Chio
EPA for its approval, and that all parties will urge such
approval.  Should Ohio EPA indicate that it will not approve
the renediation proposal, the parties will return to .

negotiations in an effort to produce a remnediation proposal

acceptable to Chio EPA

Sept enber 29, 1994 Gy fobs, ZJC

WALTER HERBERT RI CE
UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT JUDGCE

Copies to:

Robert J. Shostak, Esq. / Jeffrey A Kodish, Esq.

Charles F. Freiburger |1V, Esq. / Quintin F.
Lindsmth, Esq. 7 Frank L. Merrill, Esq.

C. Craig Wods, Esq. / Deon Vaughan, Esq.

Edward H Jones, Esq.




