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I.  Executive Summary 
 

S uperfund is the nation’s preeminent law 
for cleaning up the country’s most con-

taminated toxic waste sites.  Superfund 
makes polluters pay to clean up contamina-
tion in two ways.  First, Superfund makes 
polluters pay to clean up their contaminated 
sites.  Second, Superfund taxes polluting in-
dustries.  These “polluters pay” taxes ideally 
provide enough money to build a surplus that 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
uses to clean up sites when the agency cannot 
locate the polluters, the polluters have gone 
bankrupt, or when they refuse to undertake 
clean up activities.   
 
EPA has steadily increased the pace of clean-
ups, to a peak of 86 cleanups a year during 
the middle and late 1990s.  However, the 
Bush administration has dramatically de-
creased the pace of cleanups by more than 50 
percent in two years.  Not coincidentally, the 
administration also has under-funded the pro-
gram by at least $1 to $1.4 billion from 2001 
to 2003.   
 
From coast to coast, EPA has been unable 
clean up Superfund sites.  The media has re-
ported that as many as 32 sites across the 
country could remain contaminated rather 
than being cleaned up this year.  The New 
York Times quoted EPA’s lead Superfund 
official in Region 6, which covers Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico and 
Texas, as saying that the agency did not have 
the money to move forward with cleaning up 
five sites in his region alone.  ABC News 
aired a story on March 21 that highlighted 
the Chemical Insecticide Corp. Superfund 
site in Edison, New Jersey, which EPA said 
it could not clean up despite years of studies 
and a community that is urging EPA to move 
forward.  In the state of Washington, EPA 
has told a community that the agency cannot 

conduct a human health risk assessment at 
the Midnite Mine Superfund site that is con-
taminated with heavy metals and radioactive 
material.  
 
If Superfund is founded on the “polluter 
pays” principle, why has the administration 
under-funded the program?  Since Superfund 
was created, every administration has col-
lected and supported reauthorization of 
Superfund’s polluter pays taxes.  Unfortu-
nately, the polluter pays taxes expired in 
1995, when Superfund had more than $3 bil-
lion in surplus money.  In 2003, the fund will 
dwindle to only $28 million.  Nevertheless, 
the Bush administration opposes reauthoriza-
tion of Superfund’s taxes, taking a position 
that is contrary to former Presidents Reagan, 
George H.W. Bush, and Clinton, who all col-
lected and supported reauthorization of the 
taxes. 
 
While under-funding the program and oppos-
ing the polluter pays taxes, the administration 
has increased the amount that taxpayers con-
tribute to cover the cost of cleanups: from 
$634 million in 2001 and $635 million in 
2002, to a proposed $700 million in 2003.  
The administration’s policies mark a dra-
matic reversal of the standards that have 
guided the clean up of toxic waste sites in 
this country for more than twenty years.  The 
Bush administration is making taxpayers pay 
more and asking polluters to pay less, while 
cleaning up fewer of the nation’s worst toxic 
waste sites.   
 
PIRG analyzed 671 Superfund sites 
(representing 55 percent of all sites) in 17 
states to determine which sites could be af-
fected by the administration’s under-funding 
of the Superfund program.  This snapshot 
found that 255 Superfund sites in these states 
may be subject to a delayed cleanup or less 
stringent EPA oversight of clean up activities 
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being conducted by polluters. The longer 
these sites remain polluted, the greater the 
potential threat to the health of neighboring 
communities.  
 
Unfortunately, EPA has refused to divulge 
information pertaining to which Superfund 
sites could be affected by the administrative 
slowdown.  As a result, this report can only 
project, not confirm, which sites will remain 
polluted longer or fall under lax EPA over-
sight.  EPA is the only organization that can 
give the public this information.   Citizens 
have a right-to-know whether sites in their 
community will be affected; EPA should 
quickly respond to public requests for such 
information.   
 
One compelling reason to ensure this right-
to-know is that Superfund sites threaten pub-
lic health of nearby communities.  One in 
four people in America live with four miles 
of a Superfund site.  Eighty-five percent of 
all Superfund sites have contaminated 
groundwater.  Fifty percent of the U.S. 
population, and almost all residents in 
many rural areas, rely on groundwater for 
drinking water.  Children born to parents 
living within one-quarter mile of a toxic 
waste site are at greater risk of suffering 
birth defects.  
 
Policy Recommendations  
 
♦ To ensure that people know if Superfund 
sites in their community will be affected by 
the Bush administration’s recent shift in pol-
icy, we urge the administration to tell the 
public which sites will be affected by a lack 
of funding.  
 
♦ In order for EPA to expeditiously clean up 
the nation’s most heavily contaminated toxic 
waste sites, we urge the administration to 
support the reauthorization of Superfund’s 

polluter pays taxes.  
 
♦ To maintain our nation’s belief in making 
polluters pays, and to retain the benefits to 
public health and environmental quality that 
flow from this principle, we urge the Bush 
administration to reduce the amount of 
money it takes from taxpayers to fund clean-
ups.  
 
 
II.   A Brief History of Superfund 
 

I n 1980, Congress created Superfund to 
protect public health and environmental 

quality by cleaning up the nation’s worst 
toxic waste sites.  Superfund embodies the 
nation’s belief that innocent people and 
taxpayers should not bear the public health 
and financial burdens caused by toxic waste 
sites.  Rather, Superfund makes polluters pay 
to clean up such threats.   

 
As Carol Browner, former Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency, stated 
in an opinion editorial for the New York 
Times, “For more than 20 years, the ‘polluter 
pays’ principle has been a cornerstone of en-
vironmental policy. Not only has the princi-
ple made possible the cleanup of hundreds of 
the worst toxic waste dumps across the coun-
try, it also caused private industry to better 
manage its pollution and waste.” 
 
Superfund uses the polluter pays principle to 
clean up contamination in two ways.  

“For more than 20 years, the ‘polluter 
pays’ principle has been a cornerstone 
of environmental policy. ” 
 

Former EPA Administrator Carol Browner, New York Times, 
Opinion Editorial, 2002. 
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First, polluters must pay to clean up 
contamination on their property or pollution 
elsewhere that resulted from their business 
activities or other ventures.  Under 
Superfund, the EPA can issue an 
administrative order that tells a polluter to 
clean up such contamination.  If the polluter 

refuses to clean up the site, then EPA can 
clean up the contamination—if it has the 
money—and thereafter hold the polluter 
liable for up to three times the cost of the 
cleanup, plus penalties.   
 
 

Superfund’s Polluter Pays Taxes 
 

Polluter Pays Tax Reason For Tax 

Petroleum Tax: Charge refineries for 
their purchase of crude oil 

Creates a disincentive for the use of oil (Industry con-
vinced Congress to eliminate liability for oil at most sites). 

Chemical Feedstock Tax: Purchase 
of toxic chemicals 

Creates a disincentive for the use of dangerous chemi-
cals associated with the creation of Superfund sites. 

Corporate Environmental Income 
Tax: Tax on some large corporations 
in specific industries  

Industrial manufacturing and mining sectors paid 41% of 
these taxes and are responsible for 43% of all Superfund 
sites. 

20 Most Dangerous Substances1 Found At Superfund Sites 
The list below show that Superfund’s polluter pays taxes would apply to  

13 of the 20 most dangerous substances found at Superfund sites.  
2001 
Rank 

Substance Name Taxed Under 
Reauthorization 

2001 
Rank 

Substance Name Taxed Under  
Reauthorization 

1 Arsenic Yes 11 Chloroform Yes 

2 Lead Yes 12 DDT, P,P’- Banned in 1973 

3 Mercury Yes 13 Aroclor 12543 Banned in 1977 

4 Vinyl Chloride Yes 14 Aroclor 12603 Banned in 1977 

5 Polychlorinated          
Biphenyls 

Banned in 1977 15 Trichloroethylene Yes 

6 Benzene Yes 16 Dibenz(a,h)anthracene2 Yes 

7 Cadmium Yes 17 Deldrin Banned in 1987 

8 Benzo(a)pyrene2 Yes 18 Hexavalent Chromium Yes 

9 Polycyclic Aromatic 
Hydrocarbons2 

Yes 19 Chlordane Banned in 1988 

10 Benzo(b)fluoranthene2 Yes 20 Hexachlorobutadiene No 
1 The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry ranks the most dangerous substances found at Superfund sites.  
2  Benzo(a)pyrene, Benzo(b)fluorathene, and Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene are all forms polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons that can be created 
during the burning of gas, oil, coal, and other substances. 
3  Aroclor 1254 and Aroclor 1260 are forms of PCBs. 
Sources: Agency For Toxic Substance and Disease Registry (http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/cxcx3.html downloaded on March 29, 2002); 26 
U.S.C.  §§ 4611, 4661, and 4671; and documents from the Department on Treasury on file with the author. 
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Second, Congress created a trust fund to 
ensure that EPA could clean up 
contamination when polluters refused to 
undertake such actions, when EPA could not 
find polluters associated with a site, or 
polluters did not have enough money to 
conduct clean up activities.  
 
Congress created three main taxes that pol-
luters pay to fill Superfund’s trust fund with                    
money.  The first is a tax on the use of dan-
gerous chemicals commonly found at toxic 
waste sites.  This tax creates a disincentive 
for the use of these chemicals.  This can help 
reduce the creation of future toxic waste 
sites, while providing an incentive for the use 
of alternative, less harmful chemicals or 
manufacturing processes.   
 
The second tax is on the use of crude oil by 
refineries.  In return for this tax, the oil in-
dustry convinced Congress to eliminate li-
ability for most types of oil contamination at 
Superfund sites.  Since the tax lapsed in 
1995, oil refineries have not only avoid pay-
ing this tax, but also have continued to enjoy 
the benefits of not having to pay to clean up 
contamination caused by their activities.  
 
The third tax is called the Corporate Environ-
ment Income Tax, which applies to the prof-
its, in excess of $2,000,000, of big corpora-
tions.  For example, corporations in the in-
dustrial manufacturing (chemical, coal, elec-
tronic, wood preserving, etc.) and mining 
sectors paid about 41 percent of Corporate 
Environment Income Tax in 1995.  Similarly, 
these sectors are responsible for about 43 
percent of all Superfund sites. 
 
While taxpayers paid about one-eighth of 
Superfund’s budget, or $250 million per 
year, Congress intended for polluters to pay 
the remainder.  Polluter pays taxes amounted 
to about $1.5 billion per year until 1995.  
Even after compensating taxpayers for their 

contributions, Superfund was able to build a 
surplus of more than $3 billion in 1995.   
 
EPA used this surplus to pay for running the 
program and cleaning up sites when polluters 
cannot be found, refuse to undertake such 
activities, or cannot pay for a cleanup.  In 
particular, EPA used this money to vigor-
ously apply the polluter pays principle early 
in clean up process using the agency’s 
“enforcement first” policy.  Under this pol-
icy, EPA finds all of the polluters responsible 
for a site and makes them pay to clean up the 
contamination.  This policy, began in 1989, 
vastly increased the number of polluters pay-
ing for cleanups.  This policy caused a dra-
matic increase in the pace of cleanup during 
the 1990s, while also saving funds, compared 
to earlier years.   
 
 
III.  The Bush Administration Has 
Slowed Down the Pace of Cleanups 
 

I n the early years of the program, EPA was 
slow to clean up Superfund sites for sev-

eral reasons. (Please see Section VII. B. for 
an explanation of the term “cleanup” as de-
fined by EPA and used in this report.)  First, 
senior members of the Reagan administration 
intentionally mismanaged the program, met 
secretly with polluters, and deemphasized 
enforcement of Superfund in the first years of 
the program. After a congressional inquiry, 
the head of the administration’s Superfund 
program, Rita Lavelle, went to jail for lying 
to Congress about EPA’s management of the 
Superfund program.  
 
Second, after Congress created the program, 
EPA had the difficult task of setting up and 
launching a national hazardous waste cleanup 
program.  The agency had to first investigate 
contamination at sites, develop new ways to 
clean up contamination, and decide on the 
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best ways to enforce the law.  Consequently, 
the pace of cleanups was slow.   
 
Third, EPA initially relied on using trust fund 
money to clean up contaminated sites, rather 
than trying to get polluters to clean up their 
contamination.  EPA did not have the re-
sources to clean up a large number of toxic 
waste sites simultaneously.  Therefore, the 
pace of cleanups lagged behind expectations.  
  
A.  Until the Bush Administration, the 
Pace of Superfund Cleanups Had 
Increased 
 

F rom 1980 to 1990, EPA cleaned up just 
six Superfund sites per year on average.  

After EPA initiated its “enforcement first” 
policy in 1989, and with almost a decade of 
experience under its belt, EPA increased the 
pace of cleanups to 70 per year between 1991 
and 1995. Then, from 1996-2000, relying on 
the more than $3 billion surplus and vigorous 
application of the polluter pays principle, 
EPA cleaned up an average of 86 Superfund 
sites per year.   

 
However, in its first year, the Bush admini-
stration reduced the pace of clean ups by al-
most 40 percent.  In just two years, the ad-
ministration expects to reduce the pace of 
cleanups by more than 50 percent, to just 40 
per year.  Similarly, the administration ex-
pects to only clean up 40 sites in 2003.  
(Please refer to Section VII for a discussion 
and representative list of the Superfund sites 
potentially affected by this slowdown.) 

 
B.  The Bush Administration Attempts to 
Shift the Blame for this Slowdown 
 

T he administration has attempted to shift 
the blame for the current slowdown in 

cleanups by saying that Superfund is now 
cleaning up more difficult sites.  This is im-
plausible for three reasons.  First, in 2000, 
EPA estimated that it would reach 900 total 
cleanups by 2002, using timely information 
about the types of sites in the program.  EPA 
also has a record of maintaining a fast pace 
of cleanups by using trust fund resources to 
vigorously enforce Superfund’s polluter pays 
principle, implementing a number of reforms 
that have expedited the cleanup process, and 
continually incorporating new cleanup tech-
nologies in site remediation.   
 
Second, a Congressionally requested study 
on Superfund shows that the vast majority of 
sites that Superfund will clean up in the early 
part of this decade would be similar to sites 
that the program has cleaned up in years past.  
The report noted that EPA might list more 

Superfund sites in the future that 
have a “higher proportion of 
groundwater contamination, con-
taminated sediments, mining 
sites, and smelter sites.”  These 
sites may be more complex than 
some other types of Superfund 
sites.  Further, the report also 

stated that EPA might list between 1-3 mega 
sites per year.  Mega sites are extremely 
complex sites that take on average more time 
and money to clean up than other Superfund 
sites.  However, future sites not currently 
listed for clean up under Superfund should 
not affect EPA’s ability to maintain its cur-
rent pace of activities.  
 
Third, as the next section describes, the Bush 
administration has severely under-funded the 

The administration estimated that it 
would clean up 75 sites in 2001, but 
cleaned up only 47. They estimated 65 
cleanups in 2002, but then lowered it to 
only 40 cleanups.  
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Superfund program.  If the administration 
does not provide Superfund with adequate 
resources, then the pace of cleanups under 
the Superfund program will decline.  This 
provides a far more plausible explanation 
than saying, as the Bush administration con-
tends, that sites which EPA has studied and 
with which the agency has years of experi-
ence have suddenly become far more com-
plex and costly to clean up.   
 
 
IV.  The Bush Administration Has 
Under-Funded Superfund 
 

C leaning up the nation’s worst toxic 
waste sites is an expensive undertaking.  

In 1980, Congress authorized $1.5 billion per 
year to run Superfund and then increased that 
amount to $1.7 billion per year in 1986.  In 
the 1990s, Superfund used about $1.4 billion 
per year to clean up toxic waste sites.   
 
A.  Congressionally Funded Study on the 
Future Needs of Superfund  
 

T o understand Superfund’s financial 
needs after 2000, Congress commis-

sioned a study by Resources for the Future 
(RFF) that examined the expected future 
costs for the program from 2000 to 2009.  
This study provided the Bush administration 
with a blueprint when making budgetary re-
quests for Superfund.  However, the admini-
stration has failed to follow this blueprint.  
Instead, the administration has requested sub-
stantially less money than the study found 
was needed to clean up sites.  In total, the 
administration will under-fund Superfund by 
$1 to $1.4 billion from 2001 to 2003, com-
pared to the study’s findings.  
 
The RFF study uses EPA data and interviews 
with federal and state officials to determine 
the expected future costs of Superfund.  The 

study projects a “low”, “baseline”, and 
“high” estimate of projected costs, conclud-
ing that the program needs $14 to $16.4 bil-
lion from 2000 to 2009, with annual needs of 
between $1.4 and $1.7 billion.     
 
B.  RFF Study Likely Underestimates 
Superfund’s Needs 
 

T he RFF study’s “high” estimate may ac-
tually underestimate the true financial 

needs of the program.  For example, the 
study assumes that EPA would annually list 
for cleanup between 23 and 49 sites under 
Superfund, from 2000 to 2009.  However, 
EPA officials have estimated that the agency 
would list from 49 to 63 sites per year during 
that time.  Resources for the Future chose not 
to use EPA’s estimates, arguing that EPA 
“did not give adequate weight to the political 
pressures” that may limit EPA’s willingness 
to list sites and that recent trends in listing 
argued for a lower number than EPA’s esti-
mates.  However, if EPA is correct, and there 
is a greater need to clean up more sites than 
the study assumed, then Superfund’s future 
financial needs also will be greater than the 
study concluded.   

 
Despite this difference in numbers, the RFF 
study and EPA both agree that the agency 
would list more Superfund sites on an annual 
basis in the future than the program had 
listed during the 1990s.  EPA officials cited 
three reasons for this expected increase in 
listings.  First, many officials noted that there 

“The irony is that we’re ready to do 
something here, and now we don’t 
have any money to do it.”  
 

Craig Zeller, The Post and Courier, EPA Cleanup Official in 
South Carolina, 2002. 
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is pent up demand to list sites because EPA 
has focused on increasing the pace of clean-
ups throughout the 1990s rather than listing 
new sites.   
 
Second, Superfund gives EPA two ways to 
clean up contaminated sites.  First, EPA can 
clean up contamination that immediately 
threatens public health using its authority to 
conduct “short-term removals.”   EPA nor-
mally uses this authority to clean up spills or 
severe contamination that presents an emer-
gency threat to the public.   
 
Under EPA’s second and better known au-
thority, the agency lists a site for clean up 
under Superfund.  For a number of years, 
EPA heavily relied on its short-term removal 
authority rather than listing sites. However, 
EPA recently stopped heavily relying on its 
removal authority to clean up sites, as this is 
inconsistent with Superfund’s requirement 
that EPA should generally use Superfund’s 
listing process, which ensures community 
input and other protections, to clean up sites.  
This means that EPA will likely need to list 
more sites for clean up under Superfund in 
the future.   
 
Third, EPA officials have noted that states 
have more confidence today in EPA’s ability 

to quickly clean up sites than during the 
1980s.  EPA has nurtured this confidence by 
building a solid track record of working 
closely with state officials to respond to their 
needs.  For example, state officials have of-
ten turned to EPA for help cleaning up sites 
when polluters refused to undertake such ac-
tions or when the state lacked sufficient re-
sources.  After a decade of building better 
relations based on cleaning up toxic waste 
sites, states are now more willing to have 
EPA list sites under Superfund.   
 
 
V.  The Bush Administration Op-

poses Reauthorization of Super-
fund’s Polluter Pays Taxes 

 

T he trust fund that gave Superfund its 
name is running out of money.  From a 

high of $3.6 billion of surplus in 1995, the 
fund will have only $28 million in surplus in 
1993.  Superfund’s surplus was fueled by 
polluter pays taxes.  Former Presidents 
Reagan, George H.W. Bush, and Clinton all 
collected and supported reauthorization of 
the taxes, which expired in 1995.  President 
Clinton called for their reauthorization of 
every year after they expired.   
 
However, at that time, the House and Senate 

Bush Administration Under-Funds Superfund 

Year Superfund 
Budget 

Study 
"Baseline" Est. 

Diff. Btw 
Budget & 

"Baseline" 
Est. 

Study "High" 
Est. 

Diff. Btw 
Budget & 

"High" Est. 

2001 $1,286,000,000 $1,502,098,076 $ -216,098,076 $1,574,612,059 $ -288,612,059 

2002 $1,330,000,000 $1,654,843,632 $ -324,842,632 $1,799,618,401 $ -469,618,401 

2003 $1,292,856,000 $1,704,814,441 $ -411,958,441 $1,929,263,867 $ -636,407,867 

2004  $1,577,474,135  $1,739,106,992  

            Under-Funding 2001-2003:  $ -952,899,149                           $ -1,394,638,327 
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2003

54%

46%

In 2003, Superfund's trust fund will hold only $28 million, while taxpayers 

will pay 54%  of Superfund's budget. 

Under the Bush Administration,  
Taxpayers are Paying More, and Polluters are Paying Less 

1995

18%

82%

Superfund's polluter pays taxes expired in 1995, when Superfund's trust 

fund had $3.6 billion in surplus, and taxpayers paid only 18% of 

Superfund's budget. 

Taxpayers 

Taxpayers 
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refused to work with then-President Clinton 
to reauthorize the taxes.  Of course, indus-
tries worked very hard to ensure that mem-
bers would not support any reauthorization of 
taxes.  Some members opposed reauthoriza-
tion unless the program was radically 
changed by weakening clean up standards 
and eliminating liability for polluters. Still 
other members wanted to ensure that EPA 
was efficiently managing cleanups at Super-
fund sites.  
 
Now, the Bush administration opposes reau-
thorization, despite being better able than 
previous administrations to work with the 
Republican-controlled House and rely on the 
Democratically-controlled Senate to largely 

back reauthorization of the taxes.  Instead, 
the Bush administration has increased the 
amount taken from regular taxpayers to pay 
for cleaning up toxic waste sites.  This means 
that taxpayers will pay 54 percent of Super-
fund’s budget in 2003, compared to 18 per-
cent in 1995, the last year of that Superfund’s 
polluter pays taxes were collected.  
 
A.  Superfund’s Dwindling Surplus 
Weakens Protections  
 

A  well-funded Superfund program is the 
lynchpin in America’s system for 

cleaning up the worst toxic waste sites and 
reducing the number of such sites in the fu-
ture.  Superfund’s effectiveness, and that of 
other federal and state clean up programs, is 
predicated on the EPA having resources to 

pay for cleanups.  With adequate resources, 
EPA can protect public health at Superfund 
sites, help other federal and state toxic waste 
cleanup programs protect public health, and 
provide a vital federal safety net when other 
cleanup programs fail to adequately protect 
public health.  It also can create an incentive 
for industry to responsibly manage its wastes 
and not create new toxic waste sites.   
 
By refusing to reauthorize the polluter pays 
taxes, the Bush administration is threatening 
to weaken all of these vital protections.  If 
EPA does not have a surplus in the fund to 
draw on in times of need, then the public will 
be threatened by toxic waste sites while pol-
luters benefit from inadequate enforcement 

of clean up laws.  This could undo 
the great strides that EPA has made 
in ensuring that Superfund expedi-
tiously cleans up contaminated 
sites.   
 
Under-funding the program can 
actually increase costs in the long 
run.  Because contamination can 

migrate, if EPA stops or dramatically slows 
down existing cleanups, the studies and 
cleanup plans that the agency created for 
these sites could become stale and require 
expensive and time-consuming revisions.  
Also, without adequate funding, EPA may 
not be able to quickly list new toxic waste 
sites for cleanup activities under Superfund.  
Contamination at these sites will continue to 
spread, poisoning ever-greater amounts of 
ground water and soil, increasing cleanup 
costs with each passing year.     
 
Superfund’s success in getting polluters to 
conduct 70 percent of all cleanups depends 
very heavily on EPA’s ability to pay for 
cleanups.  Under Superfund, EPA can issue 
an order to a polluter to clean up its contami-
nation.  If a polluter disobeys the order, EPA 

“The Administration’s proposal chokes 
off funding for the program and shifts 
the burden of financing cleanups from 
polluters to individual taxpayers.” 
 

Governor of New Hampshire, Jeanne Shaheen, Associated Press,  
Letter to New Hampshire’s Congressional Delegation, 2002. 
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 can—only if it has the money—clean up the 
site and then sue the polluter to recover up to 
three times the agency’s cleanup costs, plus 
penalties.  However, if EPA cannot pay for a 
cleanup, the agency cannot file suit to get the 
polluter to pay. 
 
The success of state toxic waste cleanup pro-
grams also heavily depends on the federal 
Superfund program providing a credible de-
terrent against polluters that refuse to clean 
up sites under state programs.  For example, 
polluters, particularly industries that are po-
litically powerful within a state, may negoti-
ate in bad faith with state officials over how 
to conduct a clean up.  With an effective 
Superfund program, the state officials can 
threaten to request that EPA list the site un-

der Superfund.  This threat can make pollut-
ers quickly negotiate in good faith with state 
officials.  Federal clean up programs other 
than Superfund, under the Resources Conser-
vation and Recovery Act for example, also 
rely on the threat of a Superfund listing to 
make intransigent polluters agree to clean up 
their contamination.  
 
Data on state programs also demonstrates 
that some states lack adequate financial re-
sources for, and assurances of public partici-
pation in, cleaning up hazardous waste sites.  
Additionally, state officials acknowledge that 
state programs need Superfund’s financial 
assistance, technical support, and program 
guidance.  Therefore, reducing the effective-
ness of Superfund adversely affects the abil-

ity of state programs to clean up contami-
nated sites.    
 
B.  The Bush Administration Should 
Reauthorize the Polluter Pays Taxes 
 

T he quickest and best way to replenish 
the fund is for the Bush administration 

to support reauthorization of Superfund’s 
polluter pays taxes.  If the administration 
fails to do so, then taxpayers will continue to 
foot the bill for higher percentages of these 
costly cleanups.  At the same time,  EPA will 
be forced to clean up fewer sites each year 
and will be unable to adequately supervise 
cleanups conducted by polluters.  This means 
that taxpayers could be paying close to $1.3 
billion per year starting in 2004, while the 

pace of cleanups declines by at least 
another 50 percent.   
 
Currently, the administration is 
refusing to reauthorize the 
Superfund taxes that created a 
surplus until Superfund is 
“reformed”.  In the past big, 
corporate polluters have often used 

the pretext of “reform” as a way to weaken 
Superfund’s liability structure and clean up 
standards.  This creates a false choice 
between protective clean up standards and a 
tough liability system or reauthorization of 
the polluter pays taxes.   
 
C.  Superfund: More Than 30 Reforms in 
Eight Years 
 

C ongress and EPA have already imple-
mented more than 30 reforms to Super-

fund in the last eight years.  Many of these 
reforms are strikingly similar to “reforms” 
supported by industry and opposed by citizen 
groups. However, it is clear that the legisla-
tive and executive branches have already cre-
ated a vastly different Superfund program 

“The very existence of the fund, in ad-
dition to financing cleanups, has 
given the E.P.A. crucial leverage in 
getting reluctant parties to move for-
ward with cleanups on their own.” 
 

Carol Browner, New York Times, Opinion Editorial, 2002. 
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  than existed less than a decade ago.  In fact, 
Congress passed some of the most sweeping 
changes to Superfund last year, which the 
current administration signed into law this 
year.  
 
1. Small Business Liability Relief and  
Brownfields Revitalization Act 
 
On January 11, 2002, the Bush administra-
tion signed into law the Small Business Li-
ability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization 
Act, which implemented wide-ranging re-
forms to Superfund’s liability system.  This 
legislation eliminated liability for people 
who had nothing to do with creating con-
tamination at both brownfields and Super-
fund sites.  It also eliminated liability for po-
tential purchasers of contaminated properties 
and exempted people and nonprofits from 
Superfund liability when they contribute 
small amounts of waste, including toxic 
waste and normal trash.  This law contains 
several provisions to reduce litigation, in-
cluding provisions that reduced settlement 
amounts, expedited the settlement process 
during litigation, and increased flexibility 
during settlements for polluters.  The law 
also protected people from being sued by big 
corporate polluters that have used such litiga-
tion to discredit Superfund as a program that 
hurts small businesses and individuals.   
 
2.  Financial Institutions and Recyclers 
 
Eight years ago Congress enacted other legis-
lation that reduced liability for banks and fi-
nancial institutions that were involved with 
facilities that became Superfund sites.  In 
1999, Congress also enacted legislation that 
exempted most recyclers from Superfund 
liability.  Similarly, EPA has enacted a num-
ber of reforms to Superfund that have in-
creased fairness, reduced litigation, and expe-
dited settlements and cleanups.   

 
3.  Three Rounds Of Administrative Re-
forms 
 
EPA also has undertaken three rounds of ad-
ministrative reforms that have modified al-
most every aspect of the program.  EPA has 
agreed to pay an increased percentage of 
cleanup costs at sites where the agency could 
find some polluters but not all.  EPA has in-
stituted a rigorous process for reviewing evi-
dence of the party’s liability, financial viabil-
ity, and contribution of toxic waste to a site 
prior to issuing a cleanup order. Since parties 
who receive such orders know that EPA has 
good cause for sending them out, this has 
reduced litigation and expedited settlements.   
 
EPA has implemented a policy of designat-
ing only one state or federal agency as the 
“lead agency” to oversee cleanup work at a 
site.  EPA also has increasingly relied on 
containing wastes and natural attenuation in 
cleanup plans, while only treating toxic sub-
stances that constitute the “principal threats” 
at a site.  This has reduced costs, while per-
haps increasing the long-term dangers that a 
site poses should containment fail or the 
agency misjudge the inherent safety risks. 
 
4.  The General Accounting Office Recog-
nizes Change in Superfund  
 
The General Accounting Office (GAO), 
which is charged with helping Congress to 
improve the performance and accountability 
of federal agencies, lists certain federal pro-
grams or activities as “high risk” for waste, 
fraud or abuse.  In 1990, the GAO listed the 
Superfund program as a “high risk” program 
for three main reasons.  First, GAO found 
that EPA was not giving prioritizing those 
sites that posed the highest risk to human 
health and the environment. Second, EPA 
was failing to recover costs from polluters.  
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Third, EPA was doing a poor job of control-
ling costs by contractors that the agency 
hired to conduct work.  
 
In 2001, GAO removed Superfund from the 
list of “high risk” government programs.  
GAO acknowledged that EPA has 
“demonstrated a commitment to improving 
their management of the Superfund program 
and have implemented a number of correc-
tive actions in response to [GAO’s] concerns 
and recommendations.  While acknowledg-
ing that EPA has “significantly reduced” un-
necessary costs, GAO stated that it would 
continue to monitor EPA’s cost-estimating 
practices.  Overall, the GAO found “that the 
significant progress achieved in solving the 
other problems we had identified, as well as 
the considerable changes in the program over 
the last decade, have reduced the risk that the 
program poses to the federal government.”  
 
D.  The Bush Administration Uses 
Industry’s Arguments Against 
Reauthorizing Taxes 
 

T he Bush administration has reiterated the 
need for Superfund reform before reau-

thorizing the taxes.  This trade-off mirrors 
demands made by polluting industries that 
want to weaken Superfund’s cleanup stan-
dards and liability provisions before they 
agree to support reauthorizing any one of 
Superfund’s polluters pay taxes.  The ad-
ministration’s statements also have ignored 
the vast changes that Superfund has under-

gone.  
 
When reporters have asked the Bush 
administration about the specific 
Superfund reforms it desires, it con-
sistently has listed reforms that al-
ready are law.  For example, on Feb-
ruary 24, 2002, a reporter asked the 
President, “There was a report over 

the weekend, Mr. President, that questioned 
the administration's commitment to the EPA 
Superfund.  Are you committed to fully fund-
ing the Superfund, sir?” The president re-
sponded: 
 
“I’m committed to cleaning up the environ-
ment without enriching lawyers.  I think 
there’s too much litigation when it comes to 
environmental cleanup.  What I want is ac-
tion and results.  And so we're looking at 
ways to make sure the Superfund fulfills its 
mission.  And you cannot sue your way to 
clean air and clean water and clean land.  It’s 
got to be a system that focuses on efficient, 
good ways to make sure we accomplish the 
mission.  And I think -- so, yes, we’re look-
ing at ways to reform the system to make 
sure it works, make sure it actually accom-
plishes what the Congress wants it to accom-
plish.” 
 
In a briefing the next day, Ari Fleischer, the 
press secretary for the President, clarified 
these statements by saying, “The President’s 
statement yesterday was addressed to the 
broad issue of the Superfund, which has 
failed to clean up as many sites as it was 
originally intended to clean up, because it’s 
become a haven for lawyers.  It’s a way for 
lawyers to end up in court, and not as a way 
for pollution sites to get cleaned up.”  Mr. 
Fleischer added, “The President wants to 
make certain that we have a system that is 
not unfair to a potential new purchaser, who 
had nothing to do with creating the pollution, 

“Because of the progress [EPA has 
made] in addressing the management 
problems we identified [in 1990], we 
are removing our designation of high 
risk for the Superfund program.” 
 

General Accounting Office, High Risk Series: An Update, 2001. 
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MYTH 
Superfund is broken because it allows EPA  

to drag regular people into litigation. 

FACT 
EPA sues big polluters, who then sue regular people 

to discredit Superfund and limit their liability. 

Keystone Superfund Site (PA) 
EPA sued 11 big polluters 

Other Superfund Sites 
 

♦   Laurel Park Site (CT): EPA sued 19 big polluters, who then tried to sue 1,100 small 
parties. 

♦   Peak Oil Site (FL): EPA identified 2,100 parties, protected 2,050 small parties from 
suit, and then sued the remaining 50 big polluters. 

Big Polluters Try To Increase Superfund Litigation 

Congress enacted legislation that protects small parties 
from big polluters and decreases litigation 

Examples of Big Polluters Suing Small Parties (Small Businesses and People) 
 To Discredit Superfund and Limit Their Liability 

Those 11 big polluters 
sued 168 small parties 

Those 168 parties sued 589 other parties 
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yet allows that site to be cleaned up.”  How-
ever, just over a month prior to these state-
ments, the President had signed into law a 
bill that accomplished both of these reforms.   
 
 
VI.  Conclusion 
 

T oxic waste sites threaten public and en-
vironmental health.  For more than 20 

years, the Superfund program has worked to 
protect the public from the dangers of con-
taminated sites.  The foundation for Super-
fund’s record of success lies in EPA’s vigor-
ous application of the polluter pays principle 
and in the law’s funding system that makes 
polluting industries and the users of danger-
ous products pay to clean up contamination 
when polluters refuse to undertake clean up 
activities, cannot be found, or cannot afford 
to pay.   
 
Today, the Bush administration has turned its 
back on the polluter pays principle by refus-
ing to reauthorize Superfund’s polluter pays 
taxes.  The administration’s refusal comes at 
time when Superfund’s surplus, which had 
enabled EPA to increase the pace of cleanups 
and make polluters responsible for cleaning 
up 70 percent of sites, has dwindled and the 
pace of cleanups has dramatically declined.  
At the same time, the administration has sig-
nificantly increased the amount of money it 
takes from regular taxpayers to fund the pro-
gram.   
 
The administration states that it opposes re-
authorization of Superfund’s polluter pays 
taxes unless the law is “reformed”.  But after 
more than 30 legislative and administrative 
reforms in eight years, the program is already 
fundamentally different that it was in the 
1980s or early 1990s.  Further reform would 
only weaken protections for public health or 
allow big, corporate polluters to escape from 

paying to clean up their contamination.  The 
Bush administration should stop catering to 
big, corporate polluters, reauthorize Super-
fund’s polluter pays taxes, increase the pace 
of cleanups, and decrease the amount paid by 
regular taxpayers.   
 
 
VII.  List of Sites Potentially  
Affected By Under-Funding of 
Superfund 
 

P IRG has compiled a list of sites in 17 
states that could be affected by a lack of 

resources in the Superfund program.  Only 
the Bush administration knows where 
cleanup could be slowed or oversight relaxed 
by under-funding the Superfund program.  
PIRG requested such a list from the Bush 
administration, which did not return phone 
calls or respond to this request.  PIRG en-
courages people living in neighborhoods near 
sites listed below to contact the Bush admini-
stration and ask if Superfund sites in their 
community will remain polluted because of a 
lack of resources.   
 
A.  Methodology 
 

P IRG has compiled lists of Superfund 
sites that are currently listed on Super-

fund’s National Priorities List of sites to be 
remediated, but which are not yet cleaned up; 
meaning, these sites have not yet reached the 
“construction complete” stage in the clean up 
process (Please see the next section for a 
definition of “construction complete.)  We 
then excluded all sites with contamination 
caused by federal agencies, called “federal 
facilities,” which are cleaned up using sepa-
rate funds.  Third, we only included sites 
with some funding component that is derived 
from trust fund resources.  Finally, we used 
EPA’s fact sheets on Superfund sites to make 
certain that each site was not yet at the 
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“construction complete” phase of clean up.  
We relied on EPA data that is publicly avail-
able (http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/
query/advquery.htm) to compile these lists.  
We compiled these lists for 17 states, which 
represent a broad cross-section of states 
across the country.  
 
B.  Definition of “Cleanup” 
 

E PA uses the term “cleanup” to refer to 
the point at which all of the physical 

construction necessary to remediate contami-
nation is completed.  EPA also refers to this 
point as the “construction complete” stage.  
This does not mean that all of the contamina-
tion at a site is gone.  For example, some 
sites with contaminated groundwater may 
take decades to clean up.  Once EPA or pol-
luters ensure that a site meets the clean up 
standards contained in the official clean up 
document (i.e.  “Record of Decision”), the 
agency declares the site cleaned up and de-
lists the site from Superfund’s National Pri-
orities List. 
 
C. Effects of Reduced Funding on Site 
Cleanups 
 
 

A  reduction in the amount of available 
funding can affect cleanups in two 

ways.  First, EPA can slow down the pace of 
clean up activities at a site that the agency is 
cleaning up.  Second, EPA can reduce its 
level of oversight of polluters that are clean-
ing up a site pursuant to an EPA order.   
Superfund requires EPA to conduct this over-
sight, since polluters have a built-in incentive 
to preserve profits rather than protect public 
health.  Also, EPA’s technical expertise and 
experience with cleanups help ensure that 
polluters conduct clean up activities cor-
rectly.   
 

A lack of funding could affect other aspects 
of Superfund and state toxic waste clean up 
programs. For example, Superfund’s success 
in getting polluters to conduct 70 percent of 
all cleanups is based on EPA’s ability to pay 
for cleanups.  The success of state toxic 
waste clean up programs also heavily de-
pends on the federal Superfund program pro-
viding a credible deterrent against polluters 
that refuse to clean up sites under state pro-
grams.  Federal cleanup officials in other 
programs also rely on Superfund to deter pol-
luters.  However, this deterrent effect is only 
credible if the Superfund program has money 
to conduct cleanups, because EPA must 
spend money on a cleanup before it can sue a 
polluter for redress.   
 
Data on state programs also demonstrates 
that numerous states lack adequate financial 
resources for, and assurances of public par-
ticipation in, cleaning up hazardous waste 
sites.  Additionally, state officials acknowl-
edge that state programs need Superfund’s 
financial assistance, technical support, and 
program guidance.  Therefore, reducing the 
effectiveness of Superfund adversely affects 
the ability of state programs to clean up con-
taminated sites.  A well-funded Superfund 
program also provides a vital federal safety 
net that can protect public health when states 
do not have the ability to protect communi-
ties from toxic waste sites.   
 
The following charts detail the Superfund 
sites in 17 states that could be affected by 
under-funding of the Superfund program.  
Again, these lists are an educated estimate 
and are representative of the types of sites 
that could be affected in states not reviewed 
in this report, based on detailed analysis of 
Superfund sites currently under remediation 
and their funding sources. 
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Key for Abbreviations of Contaminants of 
Concern in the State Charts: 

 
PAHs: Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons 
PCBs: Polychlorinated Biphenyls 
PCE: Perchloroethylene 
TCE: Trichloroethylene 
VOCs: Volatile Organic Compounds 
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Bs, Volatile O

r-
ganic C

om
pounds 

1270 N
W

 165 STR
EET 

17 
Final 

PEM
BR

O
KE PAR

K 
PETR

O
LEU

M
 PR

O
D

U
C

TS 
C

O
R

P. 
H

eavy M
etals, Volatile O

rganic 
C

om
pounds 

14000 BLO
C

K PEM
-

BR
O

KE R
O

AD
 

23, 20 
Final 

PEN
SAC

O
LA 

AM
ER

IC
AN

 C
R

EO
SO

TE 
W

O
R

KS, IN
C

. (PEN
SAC

O
LA 

PLAN
T) 

D
ioxins, H

eavy M
etals, Volatile O

r-
ganic C

om
pounds  

701 S J ST 
1 

Final 

PEN
SAC

O
LA 

ESC
AM

BIA W
O

O
D

 - PEN
SA-

C
O

LA 
D

ioxin, H
eavy M

etals, Polycyclic 
Arom

atic H
ydrocarbons 

3910 N
 PALAFO

X ST. 
1 

Final 

PO
R

T SALER
N

O
 

SO
LITR

O
N

 M
IC

R
O

W
AVE 

PC
E, TC

E, Trichloroethene, Xy-
lenes, Acetone, Vinyl C

hloride, M
e-

thylene C
hloride and 1,1-

C
O

VE R
O

AD
 

16 
Final 

TAM
PA 

ALAR
IC

 AR
EA G

W
 PLU

M
E 

Perchloroethene or (PC
E), Trichloro-

ethene (TC
E), C

is-1,2-
dichloroethene (D

C
E), Trans-1,2-

D
C

E, and Vinyl C
hloride.  

N
EAR

 N
. 71ST 

STR
EET AN

D
 14TH

 
AVEN

U
E 

11 
Final 

TAM
PA 

H
ELEN

A C
H

EM
IC

AL C
O

. 
(TAM

PA PLAN
T) 

H
eavy M

etals, Polycyclic Arom
atic 

H
ydrocarbons, Volatile O

rganic 
C

om
pounds, Pesticides 

2405 N
 71TH

 ST 
11 

Final 
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FLO
R

ID
A

 (continued) 

C
ity 

S
ite N

am
e 

C
o

n
tam
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an

ts o
f C

o
n

cern
  

A
d

d
ress 

C
o

n
g

. 
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

TAM
PA 

M
R

I C
O

R
P (TAM

PA) 
M

ercury, Zinc, and C
yanide 

9220 STAN
N

U
M

 
STR

EET 
11 

Final 

TAM
PA 

PEAK O
IL C

O
./BAY D

R
U

M
 

C
O

. 

PC
Bs, H

eavy M
etals, Polycyclic 

Arom
atic H

ydrocarbons, Volatile 
O

rganic C
om

pounds 
S.R

. 574 
11 

Final 

TAM
PA 

SO
U

TH
ER

N
 SO

LVEN
TS, IN

C
. Tetrachloroethylene, Trichloroethyl-
ene and 1,2-dichloroethane  

4109 LIN
EBAU

G
H

 
AVEN

U
E 

9 
Final 

TAR
PO

N
 SPR

IN
G

S 
STAU

FFER
 C

H
EM

IC
AL C

O
. 

(TAR
PO

N
 SPR

IN
G

S) 

D
ioxins, H

eavy M
etals, Volatile O

r-
ganic C

om
pounds, R

adioactive M
a-

terial, Polycyclic Arom
atic H

ydrocar-

AN
C

LO
TE BO

U
LE-

VAR
D

 
9 

Final 

W
H

ITEH
O

U
SE 

C
O

LEM
AN

-EVAN
S W

O
O

D
 

PR
ESER

VIN
G

 C
O

. 
D

ioxins, Polycyclic Arom
atic H

ydro-
carbons 

101 C
ELER

Y ST 
6 

Final 

W
H

ITEH
O

U
SE 

W
H

ITEH
O

U
SE O

IL PITS 
PC

Bs, H
eavy M

etals, Polycyclic 
Arom

atic H
ydrocarbons, Volatile 

O
rganic C

om
pounds 

O
N

E H
ALF M

ILE N
 O

F 
H

W
Y 90 

6 
Final 

ZELLW
O

O
D

 
ZELLW

O
O

D
 G

R
O

U
N

D
 W

A-
TER

 C
O

N
TAM

IN
ATIO

N
 

H
eavy M

etals, Polycyclic Arom
atic 

H
ydrocarbons, Volatile O

rganic 
C

om
pounds, Pesticides 

803 JO
N

ES AVE 
3, 7, 8 

Final 
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 ILLIN
O

IS
 

C
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S
ite N

am
e 

C
o

n
tam
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an

ts o
f 

C
o

n
cern

 
A

d
d

ress 
C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g

. 
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

BELVID
ER

E 
M

IG
/D

EW
AN

E LAN
D

FILL 
H

eavy M
etals 

BU
SIN

ESS R
TE 20E 

BO
O

N
E 

16 
Final 

BELVID
ER

E 
PAR

SO
N

S C
ASKET H

AR
D

-
W

AR
E C

O
. 

D
ioxins, H

eavy M
etals, 

PAH
s, Pesticides, VO

C
s 

424 FAIR
VIEW

 AVE-
N

U
E 

BO
O

N
E 

16 
Final 

D
EPU

E 
D

EPU
E/N

EW
 JER

SY ZIN
C

/
M

O
BIL C

H
EM

IC
AL C

O
R

P. 

H
eavy M

etals (cadm
ium

, 
lead, zinc, chrom

ium
, arse-

nic) 

D
EPO

T ST & M
AR

-
Q

U
ETTE ST 

BU
R

EAU
 

17 
Final 

D
U

PAG
E C

O
U

N
TY 

KER
R

-M
C

G
EE (KR

ESS 
C

R
EEK/W

EST BR
AN

C
H

 O
F 

D
U

PAG
E R

IVER
) 

R
adioactive M

aterials 
ALO

N
G

 R
R

 TR
KS S 

O
F R

O
O

SEVELT R
 

D
U

PAG
E 

14 
Final 

G
R

AN
ITE C

ITY 
JEN

N
ISO

N
-W

R
IG

H
T C

O
R

-
PO

R
ATIO

N
 

creosote and pentachloro-
phenol 

900 W
EST 22N

D
 ST 

M
AD

ISO
N

 
12 

Final 

JO
LIET 

AM
O

C
O

 C
H

EM
IC

ALS 
(JO

LIET LAN
D

FILL) 

H
eavy M

etals (cadm
ium

, 
copper, lead, and chro-
m

ium
) and VO

C
s 

(benzene, toluene, and 
xylene) 

R
O

U
TE 6 N

EAR
 

R
O

U
TE 66 

W
ILL 

11 
Final 

LAW
R

EN
C

EVILLE 
IN

D
IAN

 R
EFIN

ER
Y-TEXAC

O
 

LAW
R

EN
C

EVILLE 

PAH
s, VO

C
s (benzene, 

toluene, xylene, m
ethyl 

naphthalene, naphthalene, 
trim

ethylbenzene 1,3,5) 

SO
U

TH
 SEVEN

TH
 

STR
EET 

LAW
R

EN
C

E 
19 

Final 

LEM
O

N
T 

LEN
Z O

IL SER
VIC

E, IN
C

. 

PC
Bs, VO

C
s (benzene, 

tetrachloroethene, tri-
chloroethene, xylene, and 
vinyl chloride) 

R
TE 83 & JEAN

E R
D

 
D

U
PAG

E 
13 

Final 

O
TTAW

A 
O

TTAW
A R

AD
IATIO

N
 AR

-
EAS 

R
adioactive M

aterials 
R

TE 6 & R
TE 71, O

T-
TAW

A AR
EA 

LA SALLE 
11 

Final 

R
O

C
KFO

R
D

 
IN

TER
STATE PO

LLU
TIO

N
 

C
O

N
TR

O
L, IN

C
. 

H
eavy M

etals (lead), 
VO

C
s (trichloroethylene 

(TC
E)), Sem

i-VO
C

s (bis-
ethylhexyl phthalate)), and 
cyanide 

N
W

 O
F M

AG
N

O
LIA & 

PEO
PLES AVE 

W
IN

N
EBAG

O
 

16 
Final 
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ILLIN
O

IS
 (continued) 
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ite N
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C
o
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C
o

n
cern

 
A

d
d

ress 
C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g

. 
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

R
O

C
KFO

R
D

 
SO

U
TH

EAST R
O

C
KFO

R
D

 
G

R
O

U
N

D
 W

ATER
 C

O
N

-
TAM

IN
ATIO

N
 

VO
C

s 
2613 S 11TH

 ST 
W

IN
N

EBAG
O

 
16 

Final 

R
O

C
KTO

N
 

BELO
IT C

O
R

P. 
VO

C
s 

1165 PR
AIR

IE H
ILL 

R
D

 
W

IN
N

EBAG
O

 
16 

Final 

W
AU

KEG
AN

 
O

U
TBO

AR
D

 M
AR

IN
E 

C
O

R
P. 

PC
Bs, H

eavy M
etals 

(arsenic) 
200 SEA H

O
R

SE D
R

 
LAKE 

10 
Final 

W
AU

KEG
AN

 
YEO

M
AN

 C
R

EEK LAN
D

FILL PC
Bs, H

eavy M
etals (lead, 

chloride, and am
m

onia), 
VO

C
s. 

1011 W
ASH

IN
G

TO
N

 
ST 

LAKE 
10 

Final 

W
EST C

H
IC

AG
O

 
KER

R
-M

C
G

EE (R
EED

-
KEPPLER

 PAR
K) 

R
adioactive M

aterials 
N

EAR
 JC

T O
F YALE 

& N
ATIO

N
AL 

D
U

PAG
E 

14 
Final 

W
EST C

H
IC

AG
O

 
KER

R
-M

C
G

EE 
(R

ESID
EN

TIAL AR
EAS) 

R
adioactive M

aterials 
AD

JAC
EN

T TO
 PLT 

AT 258 AN
N

 STR
EET D

U
PAG

E 
14 

Final 

W
EST C

H
IC

AG
O

 
KER

R
-M

C
G

EE (SEW
AG

E 
TR

EATM
EN

T PLAN
T) 

R
adioactive M

aterials 
59TH

 ST & R
O

O
SE-

VELT R
D

 
D

U
PAG

E 
14 

Final 
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A

R
Y

LA
N

D
 

C
ity 

S
ite N

am
e 

C
o

n
tam
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an

ts o
f C

o
n

-
cern

 
A

d
d

ress 
C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g

.    
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

BALTIM
O

R
E 

KAN
E & LO

M
BAR

D
 

STR
EET D

R
U

M
S 

H
eavy M

etals, PAH
s, PC

Bs, 
Pesticides, VO

C
s 

KAN
E & LO

M
BAR

D
 

STS 
BALTIM

O
R

E C
ITY 

3 
Final 

C
EC

IL C
O

U
N

TY 
O

R
D

N
AN

C
E PR

O
D

-
U

C
TS, IN

C
. 

H
eavy M

etals (C
adm

ium
, 

C
hrom

ium
, and Zinc), 

VO
C

s. 

1079 M
EC

H
AN

IC
KS 

VALLEY R
D

 
C

EC
IL 

1 
Final 

ELKTO
N

 
SAN

D
, G

R
AVEL AN

D
 

STO
N

E 

VO
C

s (Benzene and Vinyl 
C

hloride), Pesticides, PC
Bs 

and H
eavy M

etals. 
R

TE 40 
C

EC
IL 

1 
Final 

ELKTO
N

 
SPEC

TR
O

N
, IN

C
. 

VO
C

s 
111 PR

O
VID

EN
C

E 
R

D
 

C
EC

IL 
1 

Final 

H
AG

ER
STO

W
N

 
C

EN
TR

AL C
H

EM
IC

AL 
(H

AG
ER

STO
W

N
) 

H
eavy M

etals (Arsenic, 
Lead, M

ercury), Benzene, 
Benzo(a)pyrene, and Pesti-
cides (aldrin, a- chlordane, 
g-chlordane, D

D
D

, D
D

E, 
D

D
T, D

ieldrin, and M
ethoxy-

chlor). 

M
ITC

H
ELL AVE 

W
ASH

IN
G

TO
N

 
6 

Final 



 

30 

C
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S
ite N

am
e 

C
o

n
tam

in
an

ts o
f 

C
o

n
cern

 
A

d
d

ress 
C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g

. 
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

ALLEG
AN

 
R

O
C

KW
ELL IN

TER
N

A-
TIO

N
AL C

O
R

P. (ALLEG
AN

 
PLAN

T) 
H

eavy M
etals and PAH

s. O
N

E G
LASS ST 

ALLEG
AN

 
2 

Final 

BEN
TO

N
 H

AR
-

BO
R

 
AIR

C
R

AFT C
O

M
PO

N
EN

TS 
(D

 & L SALES) 
R

adioactive M
aterial 

(R
adium

-226) 
671 N

O
R

TH
 SH

O
R

E 
D

R
IVE 

BER
R

IEN
 

6 
Final 

BR
O

N
SO

N
 

N
O

R
TH

 BR
O

N
SO

N
 IN

D
U

S-
TR

IAL AR
EA 

H
eavy M

etals, PAH
s, 

PC
Bs, Pesticides, and 

VO
C

s.  
135 IN

D
U

STR
IAL AVE 

BR
AN

C
H

 
7 

Final 

D
ALTO

N
 TO

W
N

-
SH

IP 
O

TT/STO
R

Y/C
O

R
D

O
VA 

C
H

EM
IC

AL C
O

. 

D
ioxins, H

eavy M
etals, 

PAH
s, PC

Bs, Pesticides, 
and VO

C
s.  

500 AG
AR

D
 R

D
 

M
U

SKEG
O

N
 

2 
Final 

G
R

AN
D

 R
APID

S STATE D
ISPO

SAL LAN
D

-
FILL, IN

C
. 

H
eavy M

etals (Lead, 
C

opper, C
yanide, and 

C
hrom

ium
), and VO

C
s 

(Tetrachloroethane, Tri-
chloroethane, 1,2,-
dichloroethane, D

ichloro-
ethane, 1,1-
dichloroethane, C

hloro-
ethane, Vinyl C

hloride, 
1,1,1-trichloroethane, 
C

hlorofluorocarbons, 
Benzene, Toluene and 
Xylene).  

EAST BELTLIN
E & 3 

M
ILE R

D
 N

E 
KEN

T 
3 

Final 

H
O

U
G

H
TO

N
 

C
O

U
N

TY 
TO

R
C

H
 LAKE 

H
eavy M

etals, PAH
s, 

and VO
C

s.  
STE R

TE 26 N
 O

F 
Q

U
IN

C
Y M

ILLS 
H

O
U

G
H

TO
N

 
1 

Final 

H
O

W
ELL 

SH
IAW

ASSEE R
IVER

 
PC

Bs 
M

59 TO
 STATE R

O
AD

 
LIVIN

G
STO

N
 C

O
U

 
LIVIN

G
STO

N
 

8 
Final 

M
IC

H
IG

A
N
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 M
IC
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IG

A
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 (continued) 

C
ity 

S
ite N

am
e 

C
o

n
tam
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an

ts o
f 

C
o

n
cern

 
A

d
d

ress 
C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g

. 
D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

KALAM
AZO

O
 

ALLIED
 PAPER

, IN
C

./
PO

R
TAG

E C
R

EEK/
KALAM

AZO
O

 R
IVER

 
PC

Bs 
511 EAST PATER

SO
N

 
STR

EET BO
X 2798 

KALAM
AZO

O
 

6 
Final 

LAN
SIN

G
 

BAR
R

ELS, IN
C

. 
H

eavy M
etals, VO

C
s, 

and PC
Bs. 

1404 N
O

R
TH

 LAR
C

H
 

STR
EET 

IN
G

H
AM

 
8 

Final 

M
AC

O
M

B 
TO

W
N

SH
IP 

SO
U

TH
 M

AC
O

M
B D

ISPO
SAL 

AU
TH

O
R

ITY (LAN
D

FILLS #9 
AN

D
 #9A) 

H
eavy M

etals, Pesticides 
and VO

C
s.  

20001 PLEASAN
T ST 

M
AC

O
M

B 
10 

Final 

M
AN

C
ELO

N
A 

TO
W

N
SH

IP 
TAR

 LAKE 
D

ioxins, PAH
s, and 

VO
C

s.  
N

E C
O

R
 SEC

30 T29N
 

R
6W

 
AN

TR
IM

 
1 

Final 

M
U

SKEG
O

N
 

BO
FO

R
S N

O
BEL, IN

C
. 

H
eavy M

etals, Pesticides 
and VO

C
s.  

5025 EVAN
STO

N
 AVE 

M
U

SKEG
O

N
 

2 
Final 

M
U

SKEG
O

N
 

KAYD
O

N
 C

O
R

P. 

H
eavy M

etals 
(C

hrom
ium

, C
opper, 

Lead, and N
ickel) and 

VO
C

s (1,2-
dichloroethane, cis-1,2-
dichloroethylene, Per-
chloroethylene Tetra-
chloroethylene, 1,1,1-
trichloroethane, 1,1-
dichloroethane, and Tri-
chloroethylene). 

2860 M
C

C
R

AC
KEN

 AVE 
M

U
SKEG

O
N

 
2 

Final 

M
U

SKEG
O

N
 

TH
ER

M
O

-C
H

EM
, IN

C
. 

H
eavy M

etals, PAH
s, 

PC
Bs, Pesticides, and 

VO
C

s.  

4331 EVAN
STO

N
 AVE-

N
U

E 
M

U
SKEG

O
N

 
2 

Final 
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 (continued) 
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S
ite N
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C
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C
o

n
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A

d
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C

o
u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g
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D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s

 

O
SH

TEM
O

 
TO

W
N

SH
IP 

K&L AVEN
U

E LAN
D

FILL 
D

ioxins, H
eavy M

etals, 
PAH

s, PC
Bs, and VO

C
s.  8606 W

EST K L AVE 
KALAM

AZO
O

 
6 

Final 

PLEASAN
T 

PLAIN
S TW

P 
W

ASH
 KIN

G
 LAU

N
D

R
Y 

H
eavy M

etals (lead and 
arsenic), PC

E, TC
E, and 

1,1-dichloroethylene, and 
pesticides. 

N
W

1/4 SEC
22 T17N

 
R

13W
 

LAKE 
2 

Final 

ST. LO
U

IS 
VELSIC

O
L C

H
EM

IC
AL 

C
O

R
P. (M

IC
H

IG
AN

) 

H
exabrom

obenzene 
(H

BB); 1,1,1-trichloro-
2,2-bis(p-chlorophenyl) 
ethane (ddt); Polybrom

i-
nated Biphenyl (pbb); 
and Tris(2,3-
dibrom

opropyl) phos-
phate (tris). 

500 N
 BAN

KSO
N

 
STR

EET 
G

R
ATIO

T 
4 

Final 

W
YO

M
IN

G
 

SPAR
TAN

 C
H

EM
IC

AL C
O

. 
H

eavy M
etals, PAH

s, 
and VO

C
s.  

2539 28TH
 STR

EET SW
 

KEN
T 

3 
Final 
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cern
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ress 
C
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u

n
ty 

C
o

n
g
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D

istrict 
N

P
L

 
S

tatu
s 

BR
ID

G
ETO

N
 

W
ESTLAKE LAN

D
FILL 

R
adioactive M

aterial. 
13570 ST C

H
AR

LES 
R

O
C

K R
O

AD
 

ST. LO
U

IS 
2 

Final 

D
ESLO

G
E 

BIG
 R

IVER
 M

IN
E TAIL-

IN
G

S/ST. JO
E M

IN
ER

-
ALS C

O
R

P. 

H
eavy M

etals (Lead, C
ad-

m
ium

, and Zinc). 
SEC

TIO
N

 25 26 35 & 36 
T37N

 R
4E 

ST. FR
AN

C
O

IS 
8 

Final 

JASPER
 

C
O

U
N

TY 
O

R
O

N
O

G
O

-D
U

EN
W

EG
 

M
IN

IN
G

 BELT 
H

eavy M
etals 

VAR
IO

U
S LO

C
ATIO

N
S 

JASPER
 

7 
Final 

JO
PLIN

 
N

EW
TO

N
 C

O
U

N
TY 

W
ELLS 

VO
C

s. 
3200 M

O
O

R
H

EAD
 

D
R

IVE 
N

EW
TO

N
 

7 
Final 

N
EO

SH
O

 
PO

O
LS PR

AIR
IE 

VO
C

s (Trichloroethylene 
and C
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