Chapter 1

Site Evaluation Progress

By the end of FY97, gproximatey 40,100

network of contractors, owiproviding fundirg for

potential hazardous waste sites had been identifieithese activities to statesand tribes through site

and added to the erfund inventoy. Over 30,450

assessmertogoerative greements. At sites that

have been archived; the remainder await a fingbose an immediate threat to human health, welfare,
decision to determine if further federal involvementor the environment, EPA conducts a removal action

(NPL listing or archival) was necesgarTo enhance
site evaluation, EPA continued plementingthe
Superfund Accelerated ClegmiModel (SACM).
Throgh SACM, EPA’'s Rgions have been
encouraged to reducepetitive tasks and costy b
combinirg activities where warrantedybsite
conditions between the site assessment amggtéom
remediation program, and between
assessment and removaiogram. EPA has dso

continued with ogoing efforts to address technical

conplexities and improve site evaluatignidance

and to inplement the Superfund administrative

reforms such as the Brownfields Initiative.

1.1 Site Evaluation Process

The current site evaluatigmocess bgins when

states, federall recanized Indian tribes, citizens, °

other federal gencies, or other sources ngtihe
EPA Syperfundprogram of apotential or confirmed
hazardous waste site or incidenEPA confirms
information andplaces a discovgrdate in the
Agency’s Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Information System
(CERCLIS) database for those sites geiiring further

to address the threatAt other sites, a two-gj@
assessment is conducted; consgstinha peliminary
assessment (PA) and a sitepestion (SI). In some
instancesEPA may need to continue with a more
detailed invesgation — an epanded site
investgation (ESI) — that mainvolve additional
sampling. Site screenig and assessment decisions

the site are made at Superfund sites pon comgetion of each

siteassessmeigiction. Thesedecisiongnay include:
¢ No further remedial actioplanned (NFRAP);
« Perform an eayl action to mitgate a threat;

» Desgnate the site a gh or low priority for
further evaluation;

Defer the site to the state or another autiiorit
such as the Nuclear Bealatoy Commission
(NRC) or Resource Conservation and Recpver
Act (RCRA) Subtitle C;

Prgpare the Hazard RankgnSystem (HRS)
scorirg packge, or

Aggregate the site into an exisgnNational

federal Sperfund attention.In the case of federal '
facilities, sites are initia§l placed on the Federal
Facility Hazardous Waste Docket and added to
CERCLIS if site assessment work isjuered under
CERCLA.

Priorities List (NPL) site.

Using the information from the PA, Sl and ESI

(if performed), EPA preares an HR®ackae to

evaluate the site’'gotential risk to human health and

EPA manages activities, includinnecessar
laboratoy and technical saport, ky directing a

the environmentThis g/stem uses information from
all the assessments conducted at the site tgraasi
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numeric score from 0 to 100The HRS is the conducta preliminay assessment to determine the
primary screenig tool for determinig whether a site threat posed ly the site. A PA is the firstphase of
is eligible for inclusion on the NPL, EPA’s list of the site assessmerthat determineswvhethera site
sites that areriorities for further investiationand if ~ should be recommended for further action under
necessar, reponse action under CERCLA, 42 USC Superfund. Federal, state, and locgbvernment

9601,et seq files, geological and ydrological data, and data
concernimy sitepractices are reviewed to cptate
1.2 Fiscal Year 1997 Progress the PA rgort. An on- or off-site reconnaissance also

may be conducted, althgh it is not rguired. EPA

or the state will also review other exigin
site-pecific information such gsast statgermitting
activities, localpopulation statistics, or information
concernilg the site’s potential effect pon the
environment. PA activities enable the geng or
state to determine whether further/no furtherstid
the site or removal assessment/action is negessar
For federal sites, EPA reviews P/ocets develped

by relevant federalgencies and determines whether
Sfurther/no further studis required under Sperfund.

During FY97, EPA continued itprogress in
identifying and assessinpotential hazardous waste
sites while streamlinip the process throh
administrative reform efforts.

1.2.1 CERCLIS Site Additions: Discoveries
and Removals

EPA added more than 500 sites to CERCLI
during FY97, brimging the total number of sites

under Sperfund to @prpximatey 40,100. Although EPA, states, and tribes cpleted more than 420
the number of new sites brght to the Aeny’s PAs in FY97. Since the ingation of Syerfund,

attention has declined recgntEPA must address a EPA states, and tribes have qoeted PAs at neay!
backlgy of sites still needip assessment to idemtif 39,000 siteé.The Ageng has determined no further

priority NPL candidates or to archive sites fr,omfederal Sperfund action is necessaat 46 @rcent of
CERCLIS. By th_e end of FY 97, over 30,450 sites o o6 gites — the remainder haveceeded to the SI
had been archived (removed) from CERCLIS’Stage for more extensive evaluation

leaving approximatey 10,700 sites still in the
CERCLIS inventoy. EPA will continue to intgrate
remedial and removal assessment activities, whe
possible, to reduce costs and durations in an effort to
utilize resources most efficiegtand effectivef.

r13'2'4 Site Inspections, Expanded Site
Inspections, HRS Packages

If the PA indicates that @otential threat to
human health or the environment, EPA or the states
will perform an site ingection to determinepions
for cleany and whether the site should freposed
for listing on the NPL. The oljective of a Sl is to
gather information to fport a site decision
regarding the need for further federal ggufund
action. The Sl is not a stydof the full extent of
contamination at a site or a risk assessment, but is the
first investgation to collect and angle waste and
environmental sapies to spport a site evaluation
accordig to the HRS. An Sl investgates PA
hypotheses to tget contamination and to determine
the ypes of hazardous substanpessent. The scpe
of the site invesgjation is defined as the number of
1.2.3 Preliminary Assessments critical hypotheses anduestions remaingpafter the

PA and the number gbathwgs contributing to

When notified of gpotential hazardous waste fyrther action recommendations1 some instances

site, EPA or the gpropriate state or tribe will sych as installation @foundwater monitorigwells,

1.2.2 Pre-CERCLIS Screening

In 1997, EPA initiateghre-CERCLIS screenm
guidance to minimize the number of sites
unnecessaglentered into CERCLISTheguidance
requests that the Rjons determine if federal action
is necessar at the site befor@lacing a site into
CERCLIS. Several rgions are devefung pre-
CERCLIS screenigp programs, based on HQ
guidance. The Agng/ may revise thegore-CERCLIS
screenig policy or devel@ additional criteria based
on the results of the geonal pragrams.
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EPA my need to continue with a more[:&)nded 1.2.6 Integrated Site Assessments
site investijation (ESI). The obective of the ESI is
to collect additional data as necegdarprepare an Prior to the implementation of SACM,
HRS scoriig paCk@ej The CoerIeXIty_ of the s"_[e hazardous waste sites could receive numerous
and the need fopecialprocedures will determine similar, but sequential, assessments before any kind

the scpe of the ESI. of cleanup began. Many if not most of these

F L dtob . did ¢ assessments started from scratch and did not take
or sitegudged to qorospe_ctlve candidates for into consideration the information and data
the NPL, the collected data will be used to calculate

. . ted by the studies that ded them.
a score usigthe Hazard RankqSystem. The HRS gRenerae y tie Studies that precece em
o esources were expended on the process of
serves as a screegidevice to evaluate and measure . . .
the relative threat a sitposes to human health executing separate contracts, mobilizing sampling
welfare, or the environment and to assist i
determinirg whether the site is @ible for dacement
on the NPL. The HRS evaluates foyrathwgs .
throuch which contaminants from a site yrireaten ~ [ePetitive work was largely a result of separate

human health or the environmengroundwater, Superfund programs (e.g., removal and site
surface water. soil. and air assessment) addressing the same site.

teams, designing sampling strategies, modifying
nhealth and safety plans, etc. for different but closely
related assessment activities. The potential for

The Ageng conpleted over 330 Sis, 80 ESls, ~ The overall goal of SACM is to make
and 46 HRSpackajes durig FY 1997 and nearl  Superfund cleanups more timely and efficient. One
20,000 Sls, 700 ESls, and 2,050 HRSckagje component of this model, the integrated site
conpletions since the inption of the Sperfund  assessment, is designed to streamline the evaluation
program. About 50 percent of those Sls resulted inof selected sites by merging assessments of their
no further action decisions under g@ufund, the conditions and risks. For example, under the
remainder have undgone additional assessment, orintegrated approach, any of the site assessment steps
are awaitig further EPA action such asoposalto may be combined with the removal program’s

the NPL. assessment; and the expanded site inspection may be
combined with the site inspection, remedial
1.2.5 Site Inspection Prioritization investigation, or both. This allows for accelerated

cleanys and increased efficienin the Sperfund
When the revised HRS wasromulgated in  Process within the framework of CERCLA and the

March 1991 in rgmonse to a mandate in SARA, EPA National Contigeng Plan (NCP), while ensurin
could no loer use the aginal HRS for makig that cleanps continue to bprotective.

NPL determinationsAt that time, several thousand
sites were efjible for NPL listirg based on SIs 1.3 Archiving Sites
conducted under the gihal HRS. EPA developed

the_S_I prioritization (SIP) process to pdate In regponse togrowing concerns about the
preliminay HRS scores at those sites based on thenintended stima associated with sites listed in
revised HRS model. CERCLIS, EPA introduced the CERCLIS archiyin

effort in eary 1995 agart of the Agengs second
SIPs were limited to 6,600 sites where an Sl wagound of administrative reforms on the Brownfields

conductedprior to Awgust 1, 1992, but were also Economic Redevefament Initiative. This Brown-
used to assist in identifygncandidates for earl fields Initiative encourges cities, states, aprvate
actions under SACM. EPA conpleted investors to cleanpiand redevelp contaminated or
approximatelyy 200 SIPs in FY97. Most SIPs formally contaminated sitesSites chosen for archive
conpleted have resulted in NFRAP decisions. include sites where, followiinitial investgation,

no contamination was found, where contamination

was removedjuickly without needig to beplaced

on the NPL, where the contamination was not serious
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enowgh to warrant further federal $erfund
attention, or where rpensibility lies with the state or

or orgoing removal or enforcement activities, or if
other Superfund interest still exists.

other authorit such as Resource Conservation andj 4  National Priorities List

Recovey Act (RCRA) for further assessment/

cleanyp work.

the end of FY97, EPA archived

By

The NPL is the list of sites for long-term
remedial evaluation and mEsse. EPA evaluates the
potential hazard of sites ugithe HRS. If a site has

approximatey 30,450 of the 40,100 sites entered into,, HRS score of 28.50 ordfier, the Ayeny may

CERCLIS. EPA provided updated guidance
identifying types of sites dlible for archivirg from
CERCLIS in November 1996in April 1997, EPA
develged aquick reference fact sheéArchival of
CERCLIS Sites and posted it on EPA’'s
Brownfields Internet honpege. An inventoy of
CERCLIS and archived sitey btate is also available
on the Internet.

1.3.1 Relationship Between NFRAP and
Archiving

At ary point in the evaluationmpcess, EPA ma
determine that the $arfund evaluation of the site is
conplete and that no further gt to list the site on
the NPL will be taken. Federal Sperfund site
assessment activities are pesded when the
appropiate R@ional official signs a letter, form, or
memo @proving the site assessmentpoet and

considerproposirg the site to the NPL.If EPA
determines the NPL is the@opriate mechanism for
addressig site contamination, groposed NPL
rulemakirg is published in theFederal Register
which then initiates apublic comment period.
Following review of comments, EPA mdinalize
the site on the NPL via a final NPL rulemagifalso
published in the~ederal Registgror may remove
the site from NPL consideratior site remains on
the NPL until no further CERCLA rpsnse action,
including long-term maintenance and monitagin
activities, is @propriate. When this condition is met,
EPA deletes the site from the NPL.

In an effort to maintain coordination with the
states in the NPL listan decisionprocess, EPA
issued a memorandum in November 1996 that
outlines aprocess to continue to include state or
tribal input in NPL listirg decisions. This

makes a determination that no further remedial actiomemorandum directs the §enal Administrator to

is planned or rquired. This decision does not

solicit governor or tribal concurrence fplacing a

necessanl mean that there is no hazard associategite on the NPL. A follow-up memorandum was
with the site; it mergl means that, based on availableissued in Jyl 1997 to describe therocess that will
information, the site does not meet the criteria folbe enployed in cases where an EPAdRmal Office

placement on the NPL. Sites not considered

recommendgroposingor dacinga site on the NPL,

appraopriate for the NPL ngjht be addressed under but the state or tribepposes listig the site.

the Resource Conservation and Recpvéct
(RCRA), state cleamuprograms, or other authorities
such as the Nuclear Bdatory Commission (NRC).

NFRAP decisions are parate from CERCLIS

1.4.1 National Priorities List Update

At the end of FY97, there were 1,405 sites in
CERCLIS that have begroposed to, listed on, or

archiving. NFRAP decisions are made from a siteyojeted from the NPL: 1,196 currgnilisted sites, 53

assessmemergective ony; theysimdy denote that

further Sperfund remedial assessment work is no

required based on currepthvailable informationln

roposed sites, and 156 deleted sites where all
ERCLA cleanp goals have been achieved.
Exhibit 1.4-1 illustrates the historical number of final

addition, a NFRAP decision does not take intosites on the NPL for each fisogbar since SARA

account an other Sperfund prgrammatic activity

was enacted in 1986Sites deleted from the NPL

that my begoing on at the site such as a removalefiect an activi required to be rported. At the end

action or cost recovgrefforts. In contrast, the
archival of CERCLIS sites is made gnkhen no
further Syerfund interest exists at a siteThis
means that sites are not archived if thergkaened

of FY97, the siteproposed to, listed on, or deleted
from the NPL consisted of the followgn
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Exhibit 1.4-1

Final NPL Sites for Fiscal Year 1987 Throu gh Fiscal Year 1997
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Fiscal Year
Sites Added 99 0 101 300 7 0 33 43 30 18 18

Total>® 802 798 888 1,187 1,185 1,183 1,197 1,226 1,232 1,211 1,249

1 This graph illustrates final NPL sites only and reflects the fact that EPA deleted 13 sites from FY80 to FY86, 4 sites in
FY88, 11 sites in FY89, 1 site in FY90, 9 sites in FY91, 2 sites in FY92, 11 sites in FY93, 13 sites in FY94, 25 sites in
FY95, 34 sites in FY96, and 31 sites in FY97. At these deleted sites, all CERCLA cleanup objectives were achieved. In
FY93, one additional site was deleted because it was deferred to another authority for cleanup. Also, eight sites were
either voluntarily removed from the NPL or removed from the NPL by court order (seven sites in FY93 and one in FY94).
The total of final, proposed, and deleted NPL sites as of September 30, 1997 was 1,405.

2 The total number of sites listed final on the NPL from 1983 to 1986 was 703.

Source: Federal Register notices through September 30, 1997.

» 1,238 non-federal sites1,048 current} listed

proposed for deletion during the fiscafear,

sites, 47proposed sites, and 143 deleted sites; including 19 of the 32 sites that were deleted.

» 165 federal sites:151 current} listed sites, 6
proposed sites, and 8 deleted sites.

1.4.2 Relationship Between CERCLIS and
NPL Update

CERCLIS is used to track the discoyeof

Updates to the NPL durin FY97 included  potential hazardous waste sites, inclgdinose that
prop.osal_ of 20 S|t(_es_(19 non-f_ederal and 1 federalye subsguently listed on the NPL, and to track
facility site), final listirg of 18 sites (16 non-federal 5ctions at these site©f the 40,100 sites brght to
and 2 federal facilit sites) and deletion of 31 sites the attention of Suerfund bythe end of FY97, 1,405

(29 non-federal sites and 2 federal fagildites).

Theseproposals to and listos on the NPL were
included in thre@roposed ruls (NPL Prgosals 21,
22, and 23) and three final ruleBheproposed rules
were published in thé-ederal Registeon December
23, 1996 (5 non-federal sites)pél 1, 1997 (5 non-
federal and 1 federal faciisite) and Satember 25,
1997 (9 non-federal sites)The final rules were
published in thé-ederal Registeon December 23,
1996 (7 non-federal sites),pfil 1, 1997 (3 non-
federal and 2 federal facifisites) and Sgember 25,
1997 (6 non-federal sitesf.wenty-three sites were

were eitheproposed to, listed on, or deleted from the
NPL. Although the sites on the NPL are a relatyel
small subset of the inventorin CERCLIS
(approximatel 3.4 percent), thegeneraly are the
most conplex and environmentalisignificant sites.
Under CERCLA, EPA can oyluse the Trust Fund
for long-term remedial actions at NPL siteBund
money, however, can be used to conduct a removal
action at a site, whether or not it is on the NPL.
Chagter 4 of this report ghlights praress in
remediating NPL sites, and Gitar 3 of this rport
discusses removal actions at NPL and non-NPL sites.
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1.4.3 Partial Deletions

1.5.1 Brownfields Initiative

It has alwgs been EPA’spolicy to delete

EPAIs promotingredevelpment of abandoned

Superfund sites from the NPL when it determinesand potentialy contaminategroperties across the
that no further cleaquregponse is warranted under countly that were once used for industrial and

CERCLA. Deleting sites from the NPL can gnbe
done with state concurrencBreviousy, only entire
sites could be deleted from the NPIlHowever,
deletion of entire sites does not accuratelflect
successful cleamuat individualportions of the sites.
Accordingly, EPA published the Partial Deletions
Policy on November 1, 1995 and it applies otdy
NPL sites.

EPA adgted the Partial Deletions Palicaspart
of the Ageng/’s Economic Redevefmment Initiative,

in recanition of the fact that the development

potential of property listed on the NPL could be
negatively affected. EPA believes thatpartial
deletions will facilitate the transfer, devpinent, or
redevelpment of property determined to be no
longer contaminated allowimpotential investors and
develpers to undertake economic actviat a
cleaned p portion of realproperty that is part of a
site listed on the NPLFour sites in FY 1997 were
either partially deleted or a notice of intent to
partially delete was issuedh total of nine sites have
been eithepatrtially deleted or a notice of intent to
partially delete was issued sinceptamentation of
this administrative reform.

1.5 Site Evaluation Support Activities

EPA is manging aprogram degjned topromote

commerciaburposes (“brownfields”).While the full
extent of the brownfields problem is unknown, the
GeneralAccounting Office (GAO\RCED-95-172,
June 1995) estimates thgdpsoximatey 450,000
brownfields sites exist in this countraffectirg
virtually evey community in the nation. EPA
believes that environmental clegnis a building
block, not a stumblig block, to economic
redevelpment, and that cleargrup contaminated
property mustgo hand-in-hand with braging life and
economic vitality back to communities.

The “Brownfields Economic Redevelpment
Initiative” is a conprehensive pproach to
empowering states, tribes, locajovernments,
communities and other stakeholders interested in the
ecaomic redevelopment to work tgether in a timel
manner to prevent, assess, safekleanyp and
sustainaby reuse brownfields. EPA orginally
addressed iplementation of this Initiative thrgin
the Brownfields Action Agenda. This first Action
Agenda included stragees that focused on four main
catgories — (1) implementing Brownfields Pilot
programs in cities, counties, towns and Tribes across
thecountry; (2) clarifying liability and other issues of
concern for lendig institutions, munigalities,
prospectivepurchasers, deveters,property owners
and others; (3) establislympartnerstps with other
EPA programs, federal gencies, states, tribes,

redevelpment of abandoned and contaminatedNunicipalities, and stakeholders; and, p4pmoting

properties, as well as addresgilead and radiation
contamination because these contaminaresent
special hazards anproblems. During FY97, EPA
continued itgrogress under theggograms. Under

communiy involvement ly syporting job
develpment and trainip activities linked to
brownfield assessment, clegrand redevelaoment.
As the Brownfields Initiative has matured, the need

the Brownfields Initiative, EPA continued to work for continuation and epansion of the national

with all stakeholders tprevent, assess, safallean
up, and sustainaplreuse brownfields.Under the
lead program, EPA continued to work on risk
assessmemgrocedures and tools as well@svide
advice on national lead issuednder the radiation

program, EPA continued to address technica

brownfields reponse has led to introduction of the
new Brownfields National Partnerghi Action
Agenda further linkig environmental protection
with economic redevefiment and community
revitalization. The Brownfields National Partnerghi
Action Agenda is a twgear plan featurig

conplexities associated with site assessment, riskommitments from more than 25 ganizations

assessment, and clegntechnolgy evaluation for
sites contaminated with radionuclideBhe Agency
also worked to enhance site evaluagpidance.

including more than 15 federafjancies.
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By the end of FY 1997, EPA announced theand rural areas. The Brownfields Tax Incentive

selection of 121 Brownfields Pilots to be fundedbuilds on the momentum of

through cogerative greements atputo $200,000
each for a tworear period. The cooperative
agreements for alpilots are suject to ngotiation.
EPA intends the pilots tperform the followi:
provide redevelpment models, direct efforts toward
the removal of regulatgrbarriers; and facilitate
coordinategpublic andprivate efforts at the federal,
state, and local levelsEPA awarded 2@grantsto
eligible assessmentpilot recipients for the
captalization of revolvirg loan funds for the cleapu
of brownfields sites.

The Ageng is baginning to see results from its
efforts such as the Brownfielg#ot in Buffalo, NY.
After removirg a former Republic Steel site from
CERCLIS, ATDM Corporation, partneringvith
Village Farms of Buffalo, greed to clean pa

the Clinton
Administration's Brownfields National Partnenghi
Action Agenda, announced in Mal997. The
National Partnership outlines a cprahensive
approach to the assessment, clggrand sustainable
reuse  of brownfields induding specific
commitments from 15 federal gancies. The
BrownfieldsTax Incentivewill help bring thousands
of abandoned and under-used industrial sites back
into productive useproviding the foundation for
neighborhood revitalizationjob creation, and the
restoration of hope in our nation's cities and
distressed rural areas.

EachEPA Region has a Brownfields coordinator
position to oversee Brownfieldsilots and initiate
other Brownfields activities.EPA continues to be
advised and informed on environmerjtatice issues

portion of the site in 1997 for dedicated use as a 25€lating to brownfields through the National

acre lydroponic tomato farm.This new business
will employ approximatey 300 workers in the
immediate area.

EPA has gined Memoranda of Understangin
(MOU) with other federalpartners to coordinate
issuesrelated to brownfields redevedment and
levergge additional opportunitiesEPA has gined
MOUs with the Department of Hougjrand Urban
Develgoment (HUD), the Dpartmens of Labor, and
the Degpartment of the Interior.

A variety of guidances and other initiatives were

announced Y the Ageng affecting the liability
aspects of the Brownfields Action genda. In that
regard, the Ayenyy conducted a suryeof mgor
insurance underwriters, insuranpeoviders, and
banks to determine theyges of environmental
insurance products available. The survg also

gathered information on the need to develop furtheASTM to

incentives for the use of theggpes of risk transfer
mechanisms. Educatirg stakeholders about the

availability and use of environmental insurance

products further encougas redevelpment and reuse
of brownfields.

On August 5, 1997, President Clintorgised he
Taxpayer Relief Act (HR 2014/PL 105-34), which
included a new tax incentive tpws the cleanpand

EnvironmentalusticeAdvisory Council (NEJAC).
The NEJAC issued a final pert, “Environmental
Justice, Urban Revitalization, and Brownfield&he
Search for Authentic §ns of Hope.” The regort
analzed the findigs from thepublic dialagyues held
in June and July of 1995 on revitalization and
brownfields, and made recommendations.
Communiy-based recommendations from thpar
are heping to shae the future course of the
Brownfields Initiative from pilot gpplication to
determinations of future site redeveioent.

EPA isalsoworking with the American Socigt
for Testirg Materials (ASTM) to develpa standard
guide titled “The Process of Sustainable Brownfields
Redevelpment.” The pumpose of the efforts is to
identify the interrelationsips between the financial,
regulatory, and community involvement scts of
brownfields revitalization. EPA is workirg with
involve environmentaljustice and
communily representatives in worksips to develp
thestandard.

EPAIis promotingand fosterig job develpment
andtraining throwgh partnershps with brownfields
pilot communities and communitolleges. EPA is
working with the Hazardous Materials Traigiand
Researchnstitute (HMTRI) (funding is provided
through general ppropriations) to expand

redevelpment of brownfields in distressed urbanenvironmental training and curriculum devefanent
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to assist commuryitcolleges from Brownfieldgilot  1.5.3 Radiation Program Progress
communities in devefdng environmentaljob
training programs. A workshg was held in San During fiscalyear 1997, EPA maderogress in
Francisco, California in June 1997.To date, addressig technical comlexities associated with
HMTRI has worked with more than sp¢ommuniy  site assessment, risk assessment, and @eanu
colleges. Throwh a coperative greement with R0 technolgy evaluation for sites contaminated with
Hondo Communit College, EPA has established an ragionuclides. The following activity groups
environmental education and traigincenter t0 jncluded Risk Assessment, Techrgjdssessment,

EPA and the National Institute of EnvironmentalRresponse.

Health Services (NIEHS) are workjto coordinate
minority worker trainirg grant regpients with  Risk Assessment
brownfieldspilot city activities.

Work continued on two other documents
1.5.2 Lead Program Progress suwpporting fate and traport modelig: (1) a
technical spport document on the selection of

Lead is one of the most fygently found toxic distribution coefficient (K) values and their use in

substances at Parfund sites.Exposure to lead at remediation and contaminant trpog modelirg, and

Superfund sites occursytmultiple media and EPA (2) a guidance document to evalugtinsaturated

risk assessments consider all sources pbsure to  zone infiltration methodolges to assist remediation

more fully assess lead risksn order topromote and contaminant trapsert modelimy.

more consistent evaluations and continuitiprove

upon our assessment and mgeraentpractices, the Technology Assessment

use of Agencgy experts toprovided advice on national

lead issues has beepart of the Aeng's EPA in corjunction with the Departments of

Administrative Reforms. During 1997, efforts Defense (DoD), DOE, NRC, the U. S. Gegilml

continued to increase the involvement of siteSurvey, the Food and DgiAdministration, and the

manaers and senior magers in their interactions National Institute of Standards and Techgglo

with the Lead Technical Review Watoup. initiated develpment of the the Multi-Ageny
Radiation LaboratgrProtocols Manual (MARLAP).
Lead Technical Review Workgroup MARLAP will provide giidance for laboratories and

projectplanners to assure tigeneration of consistent
The Lead Technical Review Waiowp and conparable data amgnlaboratories and to
provides advice and recommendations on lead risssure that laboratpdata is of sufficienguality to
assessment issuesThis advice has included the sypport the siteqsecific environmental decisions.
develpment ofguidance documents and review of
individual risk assessment®Vhile discussions with Work continued on a remedial techngjo
individual site mangers have takemlace on a selection decision @port guidance for Rgional
regular basis, interactions with muyite site On-Scene Coordinators (OSCs) and Remedial
manaers to identy information needs argtioritize  Prgect Mangers (RPMs) rgmnsible for
activities was facilitated as a result of the formatiorradioactivey contaminated sites. Aguidance
of the Lead Sites Wogdkoup (LSW), agroup of site document to assist RPMspearformirg or reviewirg
manaers that address lead issues from acrodsseatability studies for radiolgically contaminated
different EPA rgions and Heaglarters. sites was also begrewritten.
Coordination and information shagnwere also
improved in 1997 thragh the exchage of Site Evaluation and Assistance
information with senior regional and heptrters
manayers. The Office of Radiation and Indoor Air (ORIA)
continued toprovided technical assistance to the
Swerfund program durigp  FY97 throgh
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headjuarters staff and staff from both ORIA “Cumulative Risk Assessment Guidance — Phase |
laboratories. This assistance gsven directy to  Planning and ScopingJuly 1997, Thepractice of
RPMs/OSCs in addresgiiNPL sitescontaminated risk assessment within the EPA is evolyiawgy

with radioactive materials. from a focus on a single pollutant in one
environmental ~medium  toward igpeted

Emergency Response assessments invohgrsuites ofpollutants in several
media.

EPA and the State of Texagraed to hold a
Texas/EPA radiolgical exercise in Austin, Texas in “Policy on the Issuance of Comfort/Status Lefters
September 1998. The exercise will examine the November 1996 EPA often receives qeiests from
ability of EPA emegeny regponsepersonnel to parties for some level of ‘comfort’ that if the
repond to a state griest for assistance under bothpurchase, devefm or @erate on brownfield
the National Contigeny Plan and the Federal property, EPA will notpursue them for the costs to
Radiolagical Emergeng Response Plan. clean g ary contamination resulting from the
previous use.The maority of the concerns raiseg b
EPA continued workig on the Radiolgical these parties can be addressed thgbu the
Emegeng/ Regponse Plan which will delineate when dissemination of information knowrytEPA about
a reponse is conducted under the Nationala specificproperty and an glanation of what the
Contigeny Plan and the Federal Radigioal information means to EPA.
Emergeng Regponse Plan.The EPAplan will also
desgnate which office has the lead foparticular  “Notice of Availability of Final Draft Guidance for

regonse activi. Developing Superfund Memorandum of Agreement
Language Concerning State Voluntary Cleanup
1.5.4 Site Evaluation Regulation and Program” Federal Rgister (Volume 62, Number
Guidance 174) Setember 9, 1997.EPA has been workin

closely with states to devepo parthershps to

EPA published the following site evaluation €ncourge cleanps of non-NPL hazardous
guidances, rgulations, and revisiongertaining to substance-contaminated sites, such as brownfields.

site evaluation durmp FY97:

“Coordinating with the States on National Priorities
List Decisions’ November 7, 1996.

“Coordinating with the States on National Priorities
List Decisions’ November 14, 1996. (Persedes
November 7, 1996)Outlines gorocess to continue
to include state jout in NPL listirg decisions.

“Coordinating with States on National Priorities List
Decisions — Issues Resolution Progéeskily 25,
1997. A follow-up memorandum that describes the
process that will be eployed in cases where a
Regonal Office of the EPA recommengsoposing

or placing a site on the NPL, but the state or tribes
opposes listig the site.

“Using Qualified Data to Document an Observed
Release and Observed Contaminatiddovember
1996, OSWER 9285.7-14FS (Srsedes EPA Jul
1994).
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