
ACTION: Proposed rule., :- *:.‘-‘.. 1, 

+I~~ARY: The Environmental Protection ’ ’ 
.Agency (‘WA!‘) is proposingthe ,._ .q ; 
seventh update to the National Priorities ;, 
‘&ist (“NpL”). THs, update proposes.,229: ;: 
.nelv. sites and the expansion of one fmal: 
site, and reproposes.four:already, .... -,’ ., ;; 
prop.osed.sites The NPL is AppendixB ’ 
to the Naticnal’Oil and Haiardous : 
Substances Coritingency Plan. (“NW’), 
which EPA promulgated pursuant to, -. 
Section 105 of the Comprehensi\‘e , 
~ronmentalResponse. * ’ 
Compensation, and Liability Act’ofi980 ” , 
(“CERCLA”), as amended by the, 
Superfund Amendmunts and 

j .: 

Reaufiorigati(jri; A&:‘oof’i9&,‘&d’ .y.-’ .*-, ‘:. 
hecutive Order 2231&CERCLA . -1 

Fldoi. Room 740! New York, Ny 1@7&..-. -‘, ] .. .. Part 390, on July 10, .1983. (47 FR 31190). ,I.’ ._ 
‘I, ~tchmin5etiano~2l2/264-55@; Ophelie ,.--. ‘: p&qant to Section 105 of CRRCLA .and ’ 

B~wn212/2*1~~ I “,:: t:. . . -.. . _‘,: i::! 
Ri6ne M$rear$‘; &e@Xi 3. U.S. EPA Wbrary,- 

.Ex’ecutive Qidei X!315’.(46 FR 4ii37, ! ‘. 
‘&&gt’2&*1gS1),The Naiibrlal : ..; -;; .,“. 

5th Floor. 841 Chestnut Rids...Qth & :. , .v -‘..:‘.‘Y::~ 
.‘Y, “.:Z:$ 

’ “...” ‘7’ ets, kaitadetpnt- “‘m q-M . ..-Dnti&ktid$ PIan.(“NCIT), further .‘*,‘I’ L: : .:. .:. 
* . :.- ., : alestnut str& : -;* .- 

2l5/.5217;051,~ *. . . 
* -’ * ;a, ;+ g+;, -: .b’ 

-x. . ..a...,.-, t..- ,:.~?ise~bj; @A oiiSe@Je@ber 1$19& : .:, : 
Gavle:#Iston,~Region4,.ii;S:EPA.iibrarj, . - ‘i: ( 59 FR 37824) ‘and November‘20,1985 (59. :.I.., 

. 
,&om w,@s Co&land street NE;-.,{,:, :‘y::,::: PR 479l2), s&-forth the guidelines and, il.‘:; 
Atl&ta;,GA 30365; 4o@rd&:+r’- t: .; .z: +::v:procedures needed to respond under” . ...“’ I : 

’ Cathy K. Fkeman; Region 5, .U.S. EPA 6,liRL.. -.:’ CRRCLA to r&eases and threatened-‘-’ ‘!’ ’ : 
. :13;.23Q’South~Dearbort’t Street, Chidago; IL .-. :;“reieases of’haz&ous suhstance~. ‘. ‘.’ : 
-‘60604, 312/88%&4 f .’ ,?’ ‘y .* ‘. ,i’ ,, pollut~nts,‘orcontamin.~nts. . . ‘. .; ‘.’ ’ 

Deborah Vaughn-Wright, Region 8, U.S:RPA :. 
1445 R068. Avenue. Mail Code BH-Es. ;’ . . ‘Section 105(a)(&(A) of ‘CEWXA. as :b 

Dallas. TX 75302-2?33,214/855-874q amended, required that the NCP include 
,Connie McKenzie, Region .7, U.S. FPA 

: .:i.. 

Librarv. 726 Minnesoa Avenue. Kansas. 
criteria for determining priorities among . . 

: -releases or threatened releases for the .- 
.*: : 

. .._. ,. 

. ‘5. 
., ‘..‘.L ....; 

i . 
. ,. i 

City, it3 66101.913/236-2828 ..‘. _. 
.Dolores Eddg. Region a U.8 EPA Libra& ‘&a 

purpose of taking remedial orremoval -. 

-_ 18th Street, Suite 500. DenvenCO IXJ~OZ- -’ ‘--.. 
action. Re.moval action,involves cleanup’.. 

~2&.303/2Q3-1444 .: or other actions that.are taken in I ....:’ :’ :. 

requires that ‘the NPL be.revised at least ‘, 
annually. Today’s n0tic.e proposed the, 

Linda SunnetYRegion Q, US, EPA Library, 6th 
,. ~ Flood. 21.5 Fremonl Street, San Francisco, 

mventh major revision to the NPL ” CA Q4105:415/97,4-3032 :, c 
’ These s!tes are being prcposed .‘: :. Dovid Bennett. Regfon lo, U&RPi, ii th ‘: 

Floor. blafi Stop HW-113,12QO 6th~Avanue, : because they meet the requirements of ; ’ Seetde, WA.salOI, 206/442-no3. . 
the NPL. EPA has included on the NPL ,j 
sites at which there are or have been ,I FOR FUFtTM~R~lNFORMATlDN CONTiti -.: 

releases or threatened releases of .. Robert Myers, Hazardous Site . ::’ ‘. 
designaied hazardous substances, or of ” .Evaluction Division, Office of ” .;: e . . . ,... 
“poIlutantS or contaminants” which may Emergency and Remedial Response 
present an imminent and substantial .(WH-548A)+ U.S. Environmental . .’ : 
danger to the public health or welfare. Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 
This noticeprovides the public with an : (’ Washington, DC 29450, or the .:.. 

opportunity to comment on placing these Superfund Hotline,“Phone (800) 424-9345 
sites on theNPL . . L.. (or 382-3000 in,the Washington,,DC,. : .,‘. 

‘- DATES: Comments must be submitted on. metropolitan area). : ,, : : . L : ’ :. 
.. oi before August 23,19&l. . , ‘. SUP~X~~J~EN~ARY ~~ForwtmoN: ‘, ,. 

* ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed .’ : ” . . ’ : :., 
to Stephen,Ljngle, Direct&, Hazardous ’ . Table of Contents * ’ ‘. ‘. ’ ‘i : 

response to emergency conditions~or on. :’ -* .;:. :: 
“a short-term or temporary basis : ’ 
(CRRCLA section lOl(23)). Remedial 
action tends to be Iong-term in nature . ‘: 

.L. .:, “‘. 
‘. 

and involves response actions which are ‘: ‘: 
consistent with a permanent remedy for .: . . . :. 

.‘-a.release (CmCLA sectibn lOl(24)). .: ’ 
These criteria are includedin:Appendix .. :. 
A of t&he NCP, UnFon trolled Haza~ous .,_, ‘: 
Wasfe Site Rankq System: A Uses . . I .: 
Manuel (the “Hazard Ranking System?,, 
,oi “HRS”) (47 FR 31219, July 151982). 

:, 
*+ 

- Sectioli loB(a)(Bj(B) -of CEIRCLA, as . ’ : x- 
.amended, iequires that the &&tory ‘. : ;: -. 
criteria described in’the HRS be used to 
prepare-8 list of national priorities: Y 

: ,. .{ n 
,: T 1 . 

Sile Evaluatior?Division (Attn: NPL ‘. 
Staff), Office of Emergency and . _ 
Remedial Response (WH-548A), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 

.‘, Street SW., Washington. DC 20480. 
Addresses for the Headquarters and 

. Regional dockets are provided below. 
For further details on what these 

1 dockets cont;lin, see the Public : 
..: ,;.. 

i~hitk&tron. 

y _- ,,’ 

II..Ftllpo6e of thei NPL 
“‘. :. : 

. . ,.: 
III. WL Update process .” 
IV. Public Comment Period * ’ ’ 
V. Listing Policfes i 
VI. Contents of theProposed, Seventh NPL 

Update :’ . . : .. 
VII. Regulatory bnpedt Analysis “. 
VIII. Regulatory Flexibility Act Ana$6ie . . ‘_’ . 

*. *. :: 
. 

. . ‘.I. 
F*i ” ..,,’ :: 

:: 

I 
; . 

. ,: 

. . 
. ‘. 

.. 

. 
_. 

‘1. ,_.,_ :, . . . . ‘.‘C . . ; . . :. ) .: ‘., :. ‘: 
, 

., - ‘. _.. ‘. ‘. 
.., . . . . . : :.. ‘; .Z’;. i ., _. . ..f.. 

. . 

.among the known releases or threatened - 7 
.: releaees throughout the United States. I . . :.: 

Thi list, whichis Appendix B of the ‘.: ._. ,.‘. , 
NCP, isthe National Priorities List ’ . . .: :. !“hlLB9); ..: _ .,, ;; ; . . 

-In this notice, EPA is proposing to’add 
229’sites lo the NPL. In adciitidn. fotir 

.’ .-‘:I 
:. 

proposed sites are being reproposed and 1 
one final.site is being proposed for . . 
expension:Adding the 149.sites 

_ ;. I 
,i. 

previously.proposed brings the totai ‘, :-. i 
number of proposed sites to 378. The : :’ ‘( -.. .‘:? 
fin+ NPL contains 799 sites,, for a total : ; : 

.\.. : . . ‘, : .‘I ,,’ ” .., , : .. .; . . ‘. ,, .’ . . . . ,. 
_ -.; ., . ;’ ‘. ..: .- . ?... : : 

. ‘:, “. :. ,: :.::’ .-‘;. ” .‘:,. ), :c ,. .., . . *, .:... .;: c,, ‘I. 2;; . :. . . . .’ . . -. ;.: .’ . . :-__./ i _,., .: .. . . ,. .:: ,: .;‘ ._ Î . 



: 
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of 1177 fina and proposed si!es. EPA is 
- propoving to include on the ND!., sites at 

which’there are or have been re!eases or - 
threetened releases of hazardous .’ 
substances, or of “pollu!arits or 
contaminants.” The discussion below 
may refer to “releases or threatened 
releases” simply as “releases.” 

. . 

. “facilities,” or “sites.” - . ., _ -. 
II.Purpo&ofthe,TU’P~ ‘, :. :. .’ ‘:.‘. ‘1 
.I The primary purpose of the NI%is’ 
stated in the legislative history of - 

. ‘: 

‘.. CERCLA (Report of the Committee on 1 
Environment end Public Works,, Senate : 
Report No. !&848,‘96th Cona., Z&i Sess.: 
60 (1980)): . . 

The priority lists.3ervk prima&’ . 
informational purposes, identifying for the 
States and the public those facilities and sites 
or other releases which appear to warrant 
remedial ections..lnclusinn of a facility or site 
on the !is! does not tn itself reflecpa judgment 
of the actitities of its o%er,or oporatot it 
does not r??quire those persons to undertake 

on the type.and’estent of action to’be : : 
taken at these sites are made in 
accordance with the criteria contained -‘- 
in Subp’ti F of ,the NCP. After, 
conducting these additional studies, . ” 
EPAmay conclude that it is,not 
desirable to conduCt response action.at 
some.sites on the NPL because of more : 
pressing needs at qthersites, or because, 
an enforcement action may initigata or 

; 

force private-party cleanup. Given’the. - 
limited &sources tivailablc in the. . t .‘: 
Hazardous Substances Superfund, the : 
Agency must carefulIy balance the, 
relative needs, for response at the 
numdrous sites it has studied. It is a130 ’ 
.pqssible that PA will conclude after. 
further analysis that the’site’.does not 
warrant response action.. : a 
II]I. NPL U;ldate &O&J: ‘. “I’. : ‘.I 
._ .There are three mechanisms fdr ’ ..” ;[ 

Z2 to evaluate the relrtti% potential 
ofuncontrolli?d hszardous substances to 
cau3e httien hea!th or safety problems; 

any action, nor does% as&n liability to any 
person. Subsequent goveknment action in thti 

, form of remedial actions or, enforcement .. 
actions will be necesse?] in orcfer ta do io. 
end ihosa actions will be attended by all 
epproprlate procedure1 safegJar&t. . 

The primary purpose of the NPL 
ther’efore, is to serve as a~infoormational 
tool for use by EPA in identifying, sites 

- that appear td warrant further “’ . . 
investigntionandpossihlc remedial* - 
action under CERCL4. Inclusion of a ’ 
site on the NPL does not establish that 
EPAnehessarily,wilI &d&take retiedial., 
actions. Moreover;listing dacs not . 

. require any action of any prjvhte’paity, 
nor does it determine &&e liability of any, : 
party for. the cost of cleanup at.the site:, 
In addition/ a pit& need not b’e’on the 
NPL to be the subject of CERCLA- :, 
financed rehbval acti‘dns, remedial 
investigations/feasi@Iity &dies, or.’ 

I ; 

actions brought pursuant to section 106 .’ 
or 107(a)(4](B) of.CERCLA. ,- . *. 

In addition;although the KRS scores’. 
used to place sites on the NPL’may be ‘: 
helpful to the +geficy in determining 
prioiities for cleanup and other responsi 
activities. EPA does not rely on the 
scores as the sole, means of dete@ning’ 
such prior%ies. The information . i : ” 
collected to develop HRS scores is not 
sufficient in itself to determine the; .. t 

’ - appropriateremedy for a particular site;; 
EPA relies on furthe*, more detailed s 
studies to detetiine what tisponsi if . 
any. is apprtipda!e. These studies ‘will : 
take into account the extent and - . ’ 
magnitude of the contaminant& in the 

* environment. the risk to affect& 
s--t populations, the cost td tqrrect probk,ms 

at the site, and the response actions-that 
h&e been taken by potentialt~. ‘: - .’ ‘-1 : .~$poyible parties orothers;Decfsions~ : , -i..:: ..t . . . 

ulacing sites on the NM, -The principal_ 
&ech&ism-ls the agplicstion of !he .a 
HRSi The HRS serves as a screening 

xi 
~’ 

oreco!ogical or etivironmcntal damage. 
The MS takes into account “path>+aysy 
to human health or environment# 
exposure in terms of numerical scores. 
Those sites that score 28.30 or greater on 
the HRS, and which rrieet listixg 
policies, are proposed. 

,,, 

The Superfund Amendments end. 
Reauthorizatibn Adt’(“SARA”), enzct’ed 
on October 17,19k%, directs EPA io’- . 

: revise the HRS. The Agency will ’ 
continue to use the existing HRS .until ’ . 
the effective date for the. revised HXS. : 
Sites on the final NPL prior to the -: 
effective date of the revised:HXS, will 
not be reevaluated. 5s provided by 
CEXCL4 section 105(c)(3)- < 

The secoud,mechanism for ‘adding 
siiee to&e NpL is by State desinnatio liQ 
Each Stite may designate a singlti.site..: 

” as its top priority, regardless of the HRS:, 
’ icore: This mechtinism is proiic+d, by 
‘j,’ section l@(a][8l@rbf CEXCLA, as 

amended. v;hich requires that; to the .‘; 
extent practicable, the NPL include 
within the one hundred highest prjorities 

‘. at leaat.one faci&designa ted by each . 
State as representing the greatest danger-, 
to public hgalth, welfare;.or the. 

),’ environment 5mong known facilities in’ .’ 
; the State. .‘. ‘- 
,. The third r&&a&¶ fo$ !isting. I’: : 
.,’ included ig the ttC!P at.40 CFR ., * “*.- 

300.66$~)[4) (~0 FX 37824. September 
~. 1985). has been used only ln 
: 1n;tacces; itlalIo&ceriain sites 

res below 28.50,to be eligible for,, 
These sites may qualify for the 

.NPL if all of the followin&occuK. ” 
1-S -0 The Agency for Toxic Substan+? and, ..: 
..,_ Diseyec&?!istryoof the U.S: _. ,; .’ ., ‘, .: ~ .: 

.Departn& ok&&h and&man 
Services has issued a health advisdry 

: which recomm&ds diosociation of 
in$ividuaIs from the release. t 

l F2A d&rmin& that the release poses 
a s$g&flcant.threat to public health. . 

i EPA anticipates *hat it will be more . 
cost-effective to use its remedial . . 
authority tian to use’its removal . ‘. 
authority. to respond td’the release. 
States have the‘pdtiary respon%ibil?y : ? 

for identifying sites. computing HRS 
scores, and submit?ingcandidate sits t& 
‘the EPA Regional Offices. EPA Regional ‘, 
Offices conduct a quality control review I 
of the States’ candidate sites, and may 
assist in investigating, monitoring. and ‘. 
acoring sites.-Regions1 OffiGesmay 
consider candidate sites in addition to 
those submitted by St&s. EPA 

. Headqmrtor3 conducts further qua!lty 
assurance aidits to ensure accuracy and 
consistency among the various EPA and’ 
S.ta te offices pgrticipa ting in, the scoring. : 

“The Agency then proposes the tiow gi tes 
that maet the criteria fbr ,$sting and . 
sollcits,public cbcro,ent& on t!le 
proposal. Based on thssi~ commccts end 
fur&r EPA review, the Agency 
determines final scores and promulgates 
those sites that still qualify for listing. 

‘An origir,a! XTL of 406 site9 pas 
promulgated on S?ptember 8,’ 1983 (48 
FR 40650). The NPL has since been 
expanded (see 49 FR lQ480, bloy 8.‘1Q31; 
49 FR 3707?. September 21.1982; 50 FR 
6320, Febpnry 14,1985; 50 .=37636. ’ 
September 16.1985; 51 FR 21054, June 10, 
198G, and 32 FR 27620, Jl&2%1987). On 
March 7.1986 (51’ FR 7938), EPA deleted 
eight sites from the N?L and on April@ ., 
1988 ($3 FFk1%80) deIeted tliree more 

-&e&The nuniber of find NPL sites is 
,799, i&udi fdciliti sites. 

Another 1.19 sites (includfw 16 Federal .’ 
facility sites) from previods updtrtes .’ 
remain proposed for the bn [see 48 FR . 
40674, September 8.1983; 49 FX 40320. 

’ October IS, 1984 SO FR l4115,~A#tillO. 
1985: 50 FR 37Q50, Septmber 18.1985; 51 i 
FR 21099. June lo. 1988, and 52 FR 2492 
January 22.1987). With {the 229 sites in ‘. 
proposed Update $7,378 sites are qot 
proposed for the NPL Filial and ,. _ 
proposed ~\~esftitalllT7;; : ] ,. 

.IV. Public omment Period * 
This Fe f rill X&i&r no&e; which 1 

proposes sites.for INPL Update $7, opens 
the formal 60-day comment period. 

‘- Comments may be maU.ed to Stephen . 
Lingle, Director, Hawdbus Site 

. Evaluation Division (Ah NPL staff)‘, 
.‘. Office’of Eznergency and Remcdiai 
i Response (WH+t&S).‘U.S. 1 
‘. Envifonmkntai Protection Agency; 4Oi hi 
-.: Street SW, t~oshington. DC 20460. . ,.. . . . . : 

. . 

:  



- The %DDRA portioi~dllds 
,0ce contains information on where to. .. 
&.,tain documents relating to the scoring 
of these proposed sites, Doctune~~ts 
providipg EPA’s justification for .. 
proposing these sites are available to ‘1 
the public in both the Headqliarters 
public docket and in the appropriate -...., 
Regional Office public d&e’t< L .’ An informal written request rather than 

The Headquarters public d et for ‘. a formalrequest‘should~e the ordinary 

NPL Update #7 contains: HRS.score ,* procedure For obt&ii copies of these 
sheets for es& proposed site; a .., I... _ co-ents.,Mter considering t-b. ” 

* Documentation Pacord for each site relevant comments received dung the *( 
describing the technical radonale for the cdinrnent period, EPA w!Il add to the 

- HRS scoreo: pertinent information for : , NPL aU propooed.sites that meet EPA’s 
‘any Gte affected by special study waste criteria for Ifs- In past NPL 
or Resource Conaerva tion and Recovery, rulcmakings, EPA has considered. to ihk : - 
Act (KCRA),or other list@ policies; and extent practicable, comments ticeived 
a list of documents referenced in the i .‘- after the close of the comment period. : ., 
Documentation R&&r&me-, .’ EPA will attempt to do 00 in this I. :: ‘. 

‘. Headquarters public docket,is lo&& in rulemaking as welL However, becau,se *‘. l 

EPA Headquarters, Waterside Mall ,, of the large number’of Gteo proptied, ;. 
Subbasement 4m M Street SW., and the need to respond to comments Fecied Facility ‘Sites . 

. Washington, DC 20460, and is available and fmalize sites prior to the effective 
date of the revised HRS, EPA mai no ” 

O~JimelD, 1986jSlFIt21057), the ::;J, 
for viewing by appointment only from longer be able to consider late , 

Agency announced a decision on 
9:OOb.m. to 4:OO’p.m., Monda? through 

..T’ : 
components.of a listing and deferral 

Friday excluding Federal holidays. comments. . 
;. .r 

III certain instances, interested parties. .requesbd comments on severd 
policy for non-FederaLRCRA sites and .‘... . 

Req’uests for copies ‘of the HRS . - have written to EPA concerning sites 
. ..L . 

documents may.be directed to the EPA whichwere not at that time proposed to 
additional components. The policy &as ’ .,::. 

Headquarters docket of&. the NPL If those sites are later proposed intended to reflect RCRA’s broadened “ b:.’ 
The Regidnal public dockets contain to the m parties shouid review Lheti (orrective action authorities as a result . . : 

all informa’tion available tn the earlier concerns and, if still appropriate, aeadqaartero docket, including HRS resubmit those concerns for l ’ ‘ore sheets, Documenlation Records, consideration during the formal . . . 
pertinent RCRA or special study waste comment.period Site-specific information, and a list of reference 
documents for each site in’ that Region. .correspondence received prior to the 

period of formal proposal and comment These Regional dockets also include the will not generally be included in the reference documents themselves, which docket. . owner/operator is bzinkrupt; (2) the _ 
contain the data EPA relied upon in . A statement describing what owner/operator has lost authorization to 
calcul@ing or evaluating the HRS information the Agencjr discloses in ,* operate and has indicated an - .:, 

&ores. The feference documents ti response to Freedom of Information Act unwillingness to undertake corrective I l;,;,: 
available only in the Regional public ’ requests from the public was published action; or [3] in cases other than loss of ” 
dockets. These reference documents on February 25,1* [sZ FR 5578). : authorization to operate, the owner] .:.‘i’,: 
may be viewed by appointment only in. operator has a clear history of. ‘_ .I’ 

V. Listing Polich ” 
‘. 

the appropriate Regional Office, .and . . unwillingness to undertake ‘&rective \ 
requests for copies may be directed to CER&A resMcts &xs a&oriiy to . 

: 

the appropriate Regional docket or respbnd to certain categories of releases ‘. ;, . 
*Superfund. Branch. Documents relevant and expressly excludes some . 
to the scoring of eech site. but which substances from the definition of a 
were not used as formal references, are release. In additton, as a matter of 
also a available in the appmpiiate policy, EPA may choose not to use ‘. this issue would be considered along 
Regional Office, and in some cases; CERCLA to respond to certain types of with &her issues relating to Federal : Y ~ 
Slate or EPA contractor offices. These releases because other authorities ouch * facility sites (51 FR 21059, June 10,19@). :. 
may be viewed and copiedby - . as RCRA can be used to achieve Since that time, the Agenecy has : 1 
arrangement with the appropriate office. cleanup of these i;eleasei. Preambles to considered the issue of placing Federal 
In all cases, an informal written request, previous NPL rulemakings have faciiitysites on the NPLAs part of its . 
rather than a formal request, should be discussed examples of these deferral deliberations..EPA considered pertinent \ 
the ordinary pmcedure for obtaining . . policies. (See 48 FR 40658 (September 8, ’ sections of SARA and a pollicy 
copies 01 any document. ” ’ ‘19831: 49 FR 37070 (September 21,1984): published for comment regarding RCRA ., 

EPA considers all comments received . 49 FR 40320 (October lS,1984); 51 FR Subtitle C corrective action at Federal 
-during this formal comment period ,’ 21056 (June 10,19fXI~ and 52 #T’R 27620 facilities with RCRA operating units (51 . . . ,. 
Comments are pladed into the- ‘: ‘.: (July 22,1987)). In addi&ion+ EPA is 

,fiHeadquarters docket an$.dunng the .. coilsidering broadening the deferral 
:omment period, are available to the ,-.’ apprdach, such that listing of sites on 
public only in the Headquarters docket,. the NPL would be deferred in cases 
A complete set of comments pertaini .where a Federal authority and its . 
to sites in a particular EPA implementing program are found to have . . 

. 
: . - . . . ‘. 
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,.:finanie a cleanup as evitkced by 
...: ‘IJiZXnvokationof the ba.nkruptcy 

‘\ 
:  , : . ; . .  

:  .  .  , .  .  

..In stiary, the Agky believes $at L. (2) Facilities that have.Igst authorization * 
Iacin Federal facility sites With or I. ‘., 

-St RCRA$..;~~~ 
to ouerate. and for which there are 

ihe &ency hi9 determined that the vast. .K A 1s. - ’ additional indications that the owner 
majority of Federal facilities that could - con.slstent wi 6r operator will be irnwilling to 

_ 1 :.i ;I be~~~;~;.;~v~ of Sk4 andtki&,$f~&~~~‘! i ‘* idertake corractive action:. : 
: regulated units within: their boundaries. originally intended- by the NCP at 40 : .. 

CFR 300.66(e)(2+tb.@vise the public of., 
(3) Sites, analyzed on a case-by-case : 

1 
. 2. . . ‘&d its’legislative history to ix@zate:.:~. ,r:.’ *the status of Faderal’goverjiment : 

,’ basis, whose owners or operators . 
. . ; have &clear. history of unwillinnness * 

. .’ : ihat Con$ass clearly intetided that ’ clianuP efforts (30 FR 4793% NoGember ..’ to undertake corkective pction. .. 
Federal facilities be Ijlaced on the NPL 1 
and that. if kpprtipriatti,’ cleantip should I 

20.1985). In edditioi listing will help: . ; : 
o,ther FederaCageticies set priorities’and : 

El9awheia in t&y’s Fed&l Register, 

’ be effected at those sites. In the flqor 
debates,‘Senato+Robefl T. Staff&+.‘.. ‘; -. 

focys cleanup effortslon thase sites : .‘, f 

th&Agency ha9 described in greater 

..: .‘. ‘, 
explaijed Section 120 as’follbwi:. .’ : 

presenting’ the most serious problems.: 
. detail s&tire1 other categories of j7CRA 
: sites which it consider9 approppate for : _ __ , . . . For Update Ri”,.the, AgenqJ is’, :, ;. 

:- ptiposing 14 Federal facility sites;.‘. ..:. 8 ‘. -. 
the NPL’One categorjr is qoi~- or. late .,‘Z’, .‘. 

[T]he aplendmknts requiti a 
. ; . ,...; - 

comprehensive nationtide effort t~id&tify ‘:” .” bringing the total number of stich 1” 1: .’ 
filers;‘These tire facilities that ti$re 

‘, 
p’roposed sites <o’30.~qf these l& I .’ 

treating, storing, of &posing of, 
r ‘. ’ ‘and asses9 all FedeFal.hazardous waste sites I. hazardous waste after November 19, : 

that warrant ‘attention T l ..*. The ligislattoa 
l ?. ’ require9 that any Federal facility fiat ’ 

prop”dsed sites+’ f&tie s&areas of’tha 1980, but did not file .a Part.A permit by . .., *. meet9 the criteckapplied to prtvati,sites ;.. .‘. 
Hanford site; the DepWmenf of Rneri3jt’ that date’ and ha+e little or no history of 

.r 

%ction iti of 
‘requirements for the assessme?t ot ‘:“: 
releases at Federal facilit- 

four larner,areas termed t.l 
. . on the NPL and -- 

implementation 

*. .~ * ~_ .L_ .,_. I ---I rLz-l*l̂ -, :̂ * rim,, @QEJ.facility in the SMt’e qf ..,_ 
jtoiL The installation ‘:- _ 

compliance wtth’RCR& EPA has found’ 
131 Lap& nar+ a. that treatment, storage. and disposal 

. Lil”“Ic*dm3}* .:..-: ‘assessment for Hanford identified 337,,‘. ‘:. 
SARA ikludes. . . ‘. potentially contaminated areas; and 

facilities (TSDFs) that fail to file Part A 
bf the RCR4 permit application 

most of these have been aggregated into 
le lC0, 200,300 

generally remain outside Rherange of ’ 
ies, piacement and 1161 areas. Ekch of these four larger 

cognizance of authorities reiponsible for 
. if appropriate, : zompliance With RCRA, and generally 

of remedial action. C. 
areas’basbeen evaluated and each is _ are without the instit@ional 

--A *nnr,) also,reQuire ._ b&ngproco?ed fop*e’NPk. _ ‘; .:’ mechanisms such a.s ground water ., . 
L- i..;,*.i,,A Dnlr;“rir Dv.r. Db.nnsi+rra &‘~~~~~arj~n,’ monitoring programs, necessary to, 

X(At.dW)sites ’ I” “’ . assure prompt compliance with the 
_-- L _ - ‘A -_ -__. . . . . ,I:’ standards and’goals of the.RCRA 

applicable to otner snes. --^“*” 1,-J., , atiouncad a dkcision on componentsof.,’ - - _ . _ . .* ‘! deferral. _ 
c:&&&category ofRCm sites 

. ,, appropriate for listing isgonvertcrs (the 

SectioIis 120(a) anu r~uiu 
that.Federal facility ‘sites ~1: BYLLI~,OIW - IL=XW~* XIIurrr IaGQVuItiT . .,’ for the NPL,based upon the same .I : . h$Recovery.Ac’ ‘nm*r 

, guidelines rules. re@+ipns, ayd : *. : i , 
fl criteria thatare 

. . On Jtine iO,i98e (51~~ ZN~~),L~Y~;~- ,. nro!zram. . . *:. - 
Given that COI~~XW ~lr;alay 

‘contemplate&hat Pedgral faci1it.i dies, 
a.policy for the listingor me 

: fromlisting on the NPL of *averal. 
‘r. ::‘be. oil th& N&X, the AgeicY in- s’. .: ‘1 categories pf pal 

these provisions of sgction 120 to Eea- 
that the criterktdliit Federal‘faahty.. 
sites should not be more exclusionary . 

comment on.several Tamer corn] - - ----..___ _I _-_ - 

than the kiteria. to list n,on-Few 

authorities will continue to oe ptac 
.pJpL fiamp,eq of suc * *- - 

ration&e for which i9 discussed : 

x 
:eldd RCV iiteS;‘i%t ‘_ 

th& same time.. the Agency-requested .‘: . 
‘_ elsewhere h today's F&era1 Register). 

. . . . . ponents These are facilities that at one time 
: were treating or storing RCRA Subtitle C ’ 

ies;. of the NPL/RCv policy 151 F.& n?091. not 9ub.ect ta j., hazardous ,waste but have since. . 
, UIIZ sdJA.-z‘&,l Y”S.“J ..v.’ Under the.poUcy;#es . . . . 
.,..I ..:,ns &,lda,d +,-+ : &%I Subtitle C correctrve _ 

converted to generatorsxlly status, O& 
: _ _- _ _ .._ _- - . , , : ‘- :‘.: any other hazardous waste activity for 

ied on which interim status is not required. 
:n *!te*. wlude: c Their pati A &ppiications have been. ‘., 

l snstrated’an,: .;‘,.- ‘_ .’ ‘Facilities that ceased treating, 9tor@. .: .‘wi&&awn; This categ&y is considered’ 
--,u* as.‘.“;. :’ .,:. - or dis$o@ng of hazardoukwaste priof + appropriate for. listing because the 

:, .& ,k*.. ._ ..b. I: td November 19,198Q [the:effeCtive . . L, i: RCm corrective action pmgr&n 
! the.Sibtlth,C.: -‘-.. IS ur- r‘aq.u,‘r;orry *., ..I-‘.,.’ : ,‘.’ I’ *. . durfently f&kses prima&y ‘on TSDF; 

.i...?ll:i-~Ars *dw&.,;. ,,.: ‘ie@ations);’ ‘I- 3 \-.Y .‘. .‘..‘.’ .:: . . . ‘:.’ 
l Sites at which only’materiak .’ : ? 

.*. . i (due to statutory de&d&ne9 in RCRA); 
. ind thud EPA has not r&nely 

c- 

I  .  

.-, demdnstrafed tr~ IW~WWW Iv bvIu 
,.. with applicable RCRA r-.:-“~“~ 

:egulatiotis. Since bankruprcy ‘- 
ea&gs,ar+ r;r. m.w.I:..mhl, 

as$ncies~ana un~uuxgnr 
with Fedetil.lews is imlil.,. . - 
eon of &e ~&l%&ral NpL/: : :-‘: f.l,. ,~~~~P~~d~Yhich q no’ ‘f! 
poficy-wo~ldha*n thuafftsdnf.. . '.. , 

few ‘Federal.@es~..r ne me 
believe~that.this.resul~.vkuld~be :. a.r,‘, :. . .- ---.--;- -- c 

Went with thesptrit andintent of- -at I+XII SubtitleYc corrective .j. : 1 ‘:.I”he pr 
tion yJ(pt .; .-i _.L ‘%_ ._ -.. .a.. ..I _. action authorities 9, available may’: ,’ *. .: faciltg ,-t-.,,- ‘2:.‘-. ,.. .:y ;t,*î  -.. :. , : . 

“.e mrb& ar;l,,a~nna”r I* , alao be iFthtiy meet the crtte$a for. : $ppkations for,treatmeM. storage ‘and. 
le.%, an HIIs siore. of 28.$0 or A.. A disposal of hazardouswastes as a * 

,wmof.:the -*i : precautionary niea&ure’only; The second 
j9pi~: ., ,.. I., /“. ,:,:..-.,:- L 

i-;.%?i;:. : f*, ~nA&m m.,,,ed by pemois ,,,jho: -;... :,. 
category includes facilities for which- . 
pee&tfb.fo the,treaGGid storage.+ 

atsd an-inability to : a. * &@Z&hazardoub waste wera ‘: 

‘. - ‘. 
: . *. . ‘. . .. .., ,: 1 

. : I_ .r.:- . ‘. ., 
: .: 

: ‘. -., 
. . . . . - ‘. 

‘: . ;; : .- 
: I I ‘j ::.:; I ., . ._“.: ,. .:, 

: 2 :T-z-,“.. ,-. 
’ . . . . :.i.‘.‘;,, .i .-L. 

‘1 :, .L 
I ..: ‘. , *c _ ,,.. rC:‘,:*..-2:::., . . . .- :. . . 

- -. -/- .,.- ,.I*.. xc, 

_- -. ---*c-c-- - 7’ ---- - 
T----I--- - 

- 
- 



~.~~ ~--“. 
FortheNPLSection ,‘. ’ liners from $mlnum pro&tctionf;.and 
lftm’that (1) were not.‘. .;’ oil drillii muds, produced waters, an’d 1 ‘.. 

.T; 

If *e, NpI. as of ;:. ‘il.. ,‘,‘i., other ivastes from the exploration; ” .’ 
-F?& 

and [2) contain i. .: ‘-;;. ‘.: production’ or de,velopment of crude oil 
” :. .:p 

[es of special stuaya ‘t’.::..-:ar natural g&The addenda for these 
;I T:<zi> 

., : ‘. ..:‘-% I - 
1 rmrlar a~=ctinna “- . . ” sites indicate that the special study ,-_ :.: ::;.is 

‘wastes pt%simt a threat-to human health Y .: . : .̂ ? 
and, the envhonment, and that the sites. . : .: ’ --*ii . . Z’S 
shouldbe proposed to the NPL. The sites, ‘:.: ‘. .:I> 
and the special study wastes ara: _ . .. .L -: : ‘.: 

press ented in Table 1. In addition, :.*. :. . II_. . . ‘e Sulphu &&Me* w&, &a~;~:.::~~ : .-. : I:: 
Update 4~7 mcJuaes generators, : -. z 
orotective filers-and on __-_.__‘. l The extent to ‘which thc”HRS~sco~$ for ’ Lake, CA (mining wastes), ’ e. . .‘. 

le Pre-HBWA + ‘. ‘-..: ;,. . 
ventService,lnc,San :‘. ..-_-._ -**----.I-- IL - permittee, Sol / - 

Jose, CA. IhCumentx supporung me :- -_ 
RCRA determinations forthese sour& ‘. l AvaR 
are av$lable for review in both the ’ : s. ‘! quantity, toxici 
Headqutirters and appropriate Regional . e. hazardous,iPubsta 
dockets. Commenten are.encouraged‘to .’ ‘: constihitents’o” 
provide documentation for any sit6 ‘: .. 
.where they believe EPA’s RCRA .: “. ,: . 

waste at, or releaseu u-0 

de@rminationis.inarror. ’ ...” .: 
theextentoforpotentia:--~-_----- _- 
such hazardous constituents:.the l People’s Natural Gas Co., Dubuque IA : , ,---, I--, 

Co., Mason City. IA [cement kiln dust) I forrelease of ’ - . . __ . _. _ - - - - 

Tcbie Z.--Proposed Update $7 Sites tcoal rarj . exposure or potential exposure to 
Subject to RCRA Subtitle C Corrective human popu!ation and the l Central Illinois Public Service Co., ,, 

Action Authorites : ‘,. environm‘ent, and the degree -of hazard Taylorville, fL(coa1 tar) : .. .‘I. 

InabihtytoPay ‘_.: ‘. .I 
to human health or the environment i D.L. Mud, Inc.. Abbevihe, LA (oil 

‘. :’ .“, posedbythereleeseofsuch .‘., ,. 
1.’ 

Kaiser Steel Corp. (Fontana Plz&, Fontana.’ 
drilling mud and produoed waters) ‘. 

hazardous constitutents at the facility. l Gulf Coast Vacuum Services, s 
CA . ,. : 

-Lao2 OiI Service. Incl, Lemkt. IL 
Section 125 of CERCLA, as amended, Abbevilla, LA (oil drilling mud and ‘. 

. . . . . 
Continent4 Steel Carp, Kokomo. W’ -’ 3. ” ’ 

applies .to factities that were neither on produced waters) : 
ior prcJpo=d foi &e ML on the’ date of l PAS Oil & Cheinica) Service, Inc., ’ : 

. . ;< 

Pester Rehnely CO- El Dodo+ KS enactment of SARA md w&h ,.ontah Abbeville LA (oil drilli* mud and Bofor- Nobel Inc.. Muskegon, M1 
Mattiece Petrochemica! Co., Inc., Glen Cove.’ “substantial volumes” of waste ” produced waters) 

hV 
Oklahoma Refining Cb., CvriI,‘bK 

described in section 3001(b)(A)(i) of ’ 
RCRA. Until the HRS is revised, these 

‘0 Oronogo-Duenweg.Minlng Belt. Jasper 

Tonolli Corp., Nesqueho&g, PA . sites may no1 be included on the NPL 
County, MO (mining waktes) . . 

Non-orLaterFiIer . . ‘,: ” 
*“on the basis df an evaluation made 

‘* Wsldon Spring Quarry (USDOE/. 
Army], St. Charles County, MO * .’ ‘. ’ 

) 
Apache PowderCe.; St. David. AZ -’ ” ‘=’ 

principally ori the volume of such waste (mining wastes from‘uranium ore 

Brown a Bryant-lnc. (ANin Plant), A&n, CA 1‘ 
andnotontheconcentrationofthe,. ..:, .. processing) ...,‘...’ - . .‘: . ” .’ 

Keamey-KPE.Stockton,CA ” 
hazardous constituents of such wasta.” ‘: 

Marzone inc/Chevm~ Cheniical Co.,~Qift& ” 
Even though section 125 does not ..: . . .-. : , 

l Cimarron Mining Corp~‘Carrizozo,. - ,>.L: -. 
contain specific requirements for the :.: 

NM (mining tiastes frcm metal ore , 
GA ’ ;‘. interim period, the Agency believes that 

: beneficiatjon) m_, ’ . , 
Ilada Energy Co., East Cape’&arde&.‘II~ ‘: wastes covered.under section 125 should 

0‘ Cleveland Mill. Silver City, N+f .‘.. 
t,, ‘. :* : 

: . 
Warner Fjectric Brake & Clutch Co,. Rcscoe, 

IL . . _ follow ‘the lrequirements ofsection 105(g) 
(mining wastes) - : 

Brook Industrial Park, 3oanh Brook, Nf l until these issues are addressed in the l J.ie Acres Landfill (USDO& ‘1 ‘. -- 
., . . . 

‘. Conveitem ” ” ,. ‘revised HRS. Farmington, NM (oil drill& mud and : 
.-. produced waters) ‘. To comply tith SAitk‘ tht$&ency .“. ; Niagara aohawk,Powcr coG ’ 

Adranced Micro De,,vices fBuilding 915). ‘. has prepared addenda that evaluate, for 
_;_ 

Sunnyvaie,CA v each proposed site containing or- 1; . . (Saratoga SpriingsPlant), Saraioga .’ 
Hexcel Corp., Livermore, CA’ . . - - ‘. ‘: 
Firestone Tire 8 Rubber Co. (Albany’Plant). 

potentially containing special study Spr@ Ny (coal tar) ., 
wastes, the infoi%atibn called form l Reilly Tar (Ir Chemical Corp. (Dover 

Aibnny, GA 
John Deere (Ottumka Works LendfiBs), ,’ section 105(g). Section ‘125 addresses’fly! . . ,:_ 

Plant), Dover, OH (coal tar). 
l Jack.sCreek/SitkinSmelting & -- : . 

Ottumwa. IA ash waste,-bottom ash waste, slag. ‘. 
Muskegon Qemfcal Co., Whitehall, MI. ” ‘.. waste, and flue gas emission control’.“.. .’ .Refining, Inc., Mainland PA.(mining . . _\ 
AMP. Inc. (Glen Rock Facilit$, GJcn Rock,‘: ‘j waste, and not site in Update fl has .. .: wastes) .-.. ‘. ,. ,‘.( ‘....,;..‘...y. 

PA.’ . :,.. ‘.. l ’ Tex-Tin Corp.iTexas City, TX (mining ‘: .* . .- 
Westinghouse Electric Corp.‘(Shemn Plant). ,. 

: been sc0t-d using the wecial.study :,;.I ., 
wastes. Addenda are available for 

wastes) , : ., ., ,_ . 

Sharon, PA _ . . . . review,in the public docket. ‘. * Richardson’Flat Tailings, SUnunit- .‘.. . .‘. 
Carrier Air Conditioning Co.. Gollierville, TN . : - . 

n ” This Propoeed,NPL update includes 20 y,. . County, UT lmining wastes) -‘. ” . -- - :.- ;‘: 
‘.’ , .+ : new sites and one final site being’ . 1 l Aluminum Co. of America (Vancouver - 1 _- _. _ 

: 

l Site iadudes severP1BciliHn.Inclu’ding’e. proposed for expansion which contain 
or potentially.cotitain the following ‘*‘, 

Smelter). Vancouver, WA (spent pot 
“, RCRA non-filer IsdUty. ., :, _, ’ ., liners fn>m &min~p~du&ion) 8 ’ .. ‘.“-‘...-.F 

.  .  l 
. .  .  .  .  

-  .  .  

_. 

‘._, ‘. 
.’ _ 
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site. Design and c&st~ction of the . . .; _ 1, : $&~s,&~&e’&~o ,, 1 .A ,: “::’ :, _. &,$$ ;- 1 .I Y-, _-._. .; *’ ,-; 1;: ::, 1, :. ., ,.,:: ~2 
selected remedial alternative.follow, .-‘I t * A6sumos cost of O&M over 30 years,‘&0300 : ‘ri ..‘. ‘,. 
completion of the RI/F% ‘and-operation forthermyear,andlOIdiscountrate, ;.:...: ‘1. The benefits associated with today’s . . : 1::. ‘I,:: 

.: and maintenance (O&h4) activities’may tsoLrm: Hazardcus site control’l7ivkbn. @ficeJ’of.~ 
Emergrmy and Heynedial Hypo~+., U.S:EPA; .- 

proposed amendment to list additional . .:‘“* - 
continue aftercoastruct$on has’baen’ r.- :, B .C’. ., ., ;‘. sites a= increased health a& _ . ’ - _. . . :_. ?:.lc 

;.. -’ : . .,_. . (&gtg.to States associated wj&. : .~tecil?fi QS Q XC&t Of . ' .-' 
,. Costs asso&ted with respoLzc? today’s proposed amendmentarise from, increasdd public awareness of potential . . 

party searches are initialiy borne by .,’ .. ?. .ithe required.State cost-share of: (I) 10% : hazards. In addition to the potential for 
.” i-, 

1 : EPA. Responsible parties’may bear j ‘. : ; of remedial astions and 10% of first-year :. 

1 

more Federally-financed reimedial 
some or all the costs of the IUIFS, .: :..‘...’ -.O&h4 costs at privately-ed’sltes and actions,.this proposed expension of the . 6 -: “‘I 

1 design.and construction, and O&M, br ;.‘:.‘isit& which ~pu~liclysH?ied.but’riot.,~ hILoould accelerate privately-financed, ‘I .‘. .; ., ti a; 
._ the costs may be shared by EPA.ahd the ;“.J9ub]icly~~erate$ and (21 at lesst 50% of voluntary cleanup efforts ‘to avoid : -. 

States, .: : .., .:. :’ ‘. the‘remedial planning @IIFS and . . *I 
The State cost share forcleanup. ..* :., . t-: 

potentitil adverse publicity, private 
‘remedial design), remedial action;‘end lawsuits, andfor Federal or State ., . - . 

. . . .._ ;Ffirst:ye&r O&M costs &t.p&lic&’ . :;. -.‘. .enfol;cemeirt actions. ‘: ‘.. : . ‘. ‘. 
,i,;:l operiiited sites. Statwwill .asstima the :. .-.. : -. Ad.a resuh of the additional ML- .’ .’ ’ . . . . 1 ! 

‘cost for o&M after:FJJA’s.perfod;of ‘.I :2-::‘.remedies, there~ti~ll be Iotirerhuman .. *” ‘.’ ; 
publicly-operated sites.&PA will my for.’ .partkipatio~Us]ng:the.assumptions \’ ’ ‘ex oatire to high-risk c&mfi ‘. : . ... . I;,e-, . 

.:.+ 
1. . _ ,deve]opedk the:1982RlA for the NCP, d..i . ; ,.J$l%.aw;q;;tE ; IFS and. _. Igher-quality surface water, grotind % ‘. . I ‘* 

%f the costs.:‘: :..EpA hae.assumed. that ~$7, ofthe 31.5 ‘..i-. ~~atei;~soiI; and air. These benefits are’: 
ssocidted wit remedial.action. The... .;: ;,,-nbn-Federal-sites proposed for the NPL. . .expected to be significant, although : .’ 

state wii] be responsible for 10% af.the .:‘i&i th]samandmarn wi]] be private@ -! ‘. bI. diffkult’to estfmateki advance of. ..’ ., 
.-l:“.. z$aecosts. Fox@# -, I - .-..:,. ‘* .-. <Lowned and 10% will be State-.or locally-:. completlngthe.RI/FS at these particular . iL :: ‘* 

ate sue the State.cos s arejs at operated Therefore, dslng the.budget- ‘, . . sites. . a., _ ;.: -qi .! .*.. .-.:-A.. . . b “:. * .’ ‘.- -’ ‘. . 
: ,’ f 
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> Asaociad witi the .msts of remedial.ilFF\trthei. no idkiMiable.group~a~:~!~ : -1 1 .-to the. problem*andtlic-fii;n’s -&i~y to : ’ ’ $ .: f ..(_ 
i: , , 
q. actions era S,ignifjcan.t potential benefits-;. affactad as.a-tihde. A&S coonsequ+; i- --pay:Theimpactsframdost recovery=- 1.: i ‘. 
; and cost .offsets2hedistributional co&’ :.it.is.hard to predict-impacts onany. YL -..*.‘.S--:small government4 aMnonprofit?’ ‘. 

‘:-II firms of financing NPL rerinedies have 
.. ” . :: 

c&respondiog “benefits? in that funds. 
:I growt\: sit&proposed-in&&n &he :.~~~nizatioirs.woukl-be.determined-a - - :’ .’ 

: ; .NPL could &reawthe .Uelihood that .’ Y.:: ~imih ca~~~y~ase.%asis. i : .. - ‘,‘; .-: 
. expended for a resp?nse gonerote- ‘. ‘: ” “‘.advece i&acts to re+&sibfi parties: ,’ .’ & QfS;bjecis'm:~‘~ &&&: . : .. ,I ., 

employment, directly or indirectly s &I the form oMeanup costs) will occur;~. j 
(through purchased materials). . ‘, ., 1 :+. but RPh.cannot identify the potmtjalb. I r, ,.A& &ltitI~i~ c&&i, Chr?mhd~, 

‘. ’ * 

VIII. Re&&y Flexibility Ad +alysis affected businesses at this time nor” ‘. ..‘- ~i-iazardcus m&er& IniGrgovetime~tal: . 

The’ReguIatory Fle.xiility Act af l!%O 
estimate !li& mimber of small business& relations,Natural res9urcesl:Oil . : I 
&tii might b;e affected.... 

rwuires DA to review the Impacts of “ ”  1 . .  

..L.. . . . . polUion. Rap$ng and.recordkeepitig .“,” ,: 
Tin! Aenti’does expe,.. thi bemin .  JW@eIUentS, Sip&fund, yaste ’ 

thisaction on.small entitjeeaor Grtify _._ . . industries and.ftis within fndustrias . y, ‘treatment and disposal Water pollution 1 
’ that the rictjon will not have. a,. -. %, 

significant impa’ct on a eubstantiel A;. tlia t ha’ve caLsed a proportionately high. - . contr& Water supply- .‘. : _. .., . 
percentage of waste’si& problems could’,. ‘*‘W* &~ra~* ‘- ‘. ‘. 

number of small entities. By sniall ... : : .. . 
_’ .cntiiie$ thd Act refers to small ‘..; : ‘,‘.-“. .,::.-be signficalitly aff+ted by CERCLA : ‘. : Depu~~4JsisCunt;tldnt!Rlslrotar; Offfce of ; - .:, 

-’ ‘actions. However, EPA does nqtltixpect ‘. Solid Wos?e and &meqenqy R~~OJWA .. . 
: businizsses, small govetie+l 

,! 
- : :.‘, 

jufis&&n$, and nonprofit -'.; '. . ; ._.. :.... t4eiinpacts~Zhipwposedfistingof.... ,~:..D~l~l~un~~tL;l~ * +.:.. c L 

organizations. these sites to have & significant, . .._ ,.( . _i . . . . . . It is proposed td am&d JB’CFR Part :’ 
While proposed &d&cations io’the “. wmmic impa& on a &&@d -':, :.'-' ~~~&?~;~fldlO?fJ3L ', -. . . . 'i. _'. ., -- 

.. . NpLare considered +sjofis tq &&. . . . ,: : nUmbCr-Ot.?ma)l.buSiriesses.; "., :', 1 .i . : ..: . . .' " T ..I-, ._ ..,: ', : . 5 - 

,, NCP, they ark not @pical remtory _. .: h any wsei m** hpa& would.- __. .?!!V.3~W~D~3 ~ : : ” ,, 

changes since the revisions do not :,-.” -:. .. only occw throu*.enforeement and .,.‘. .. “:“‘. t the autho+citatioh f&r Pari 300 e, ** ’ . ;’ 
automatically impose costs. Proposing 1’. cost-recovery actions, which’are take! _ rev&d to read= fouowa: .;’ : : .,, . 
sites for the NPL does not ‘ti it&elf . . ‘, _, at EPA’s dhqtion on a site-by?site. . ‘,~u~~l;f’i’i~~~~I~j~;jla]iB). ; : :.. 
require any. action by any private party, :: basis. EPA considers many ‘factore;whea .:. . 
nor does, it determine the liability af any .. : determining:,what enfclrctnnmt.achons - .- .I .Z. it is p&posed td&ld the’: following : 
party for the cost of cleanup at the-site. to take, ind$ing the,f@?s cor)tribution sites by group’to ApptMii,, ti of Pti 3013. *. 
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