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NOTES FROM_MEETING WITH EPA, 3/15/90, ON_ ATLAS MINE ISSUE

on Thursday, March 15, 1990, State Director Hastey, Hollister
Area Manager Bob Beehler and I met with EPA in San Francisco.

EPA was represented by McGovern, Wise, Zelikson, Baker, Meers and
an attorney.

We discussed various points related to EPA's draft remediation
plan, including:

The need to pave the road around the Atlas Mine site. While
EPA said paving was legally required undexr NSHAP, they would
relook at that recommendation.

EPA cannot consider the area-wide problem as a separate
operable unit without producing a RI/FS for that unit. They
are unwilling to consider that.

EPA was agreeable to the Bureau using its planning process
to determine the extent of public use in the Clear Creek
(area-wide)} area. EPA needs to know the start and end dates
of our planning process so there is a firm commitment to
complete a plan. Dick J. and Bob B. will get together to
discuss this and get dates to be used by EPA in its draft
remediation plan. Dick will pass this on to Greg Baker
ASAP. ’ '

Hastey discussed the possibility of emergency closure .of the
Clear Creek area, but was reluctant to use this authority
because it would not have public involvement as would the
BLM's planning process.

EPA reviewed its current schedule for release of documents:
the RI/FS probably will be out by 3/23.
the draft plan will probably be out the week of 3/26.
two public hearing will be held - 5/8 or 9 or 10 -~ in both
Coalinga and Hollister.
the ROD should be issued by $/30/90.
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¢ Atlas Asbestos Co. Superfund Site

EPA Fresno County, CA

April 1890

EPA ANNOUNCES PROPOSED CLEAN-UP PLAN

The US. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has determined its preferred alternative for
controlling the asbestos contarnination at the Atlas Asbestos Company Superfund site (the Atlas Mine
Site). EPA’s proposed plan involves control of asbestos in three separate areas:

IN THIS FACT SHEET 1) Atlas Mine Area: Stream diversions and sediment trapping dams are

‘ PAGE proposed to minimize the release of asbestos into local creeks. Revegetation

+ Sile Background o | isproposed to stabilize the area and minimize erosion and future releases of

asbestos. The road through the Atlas Mine Area would be paved to reduce

airborne asbestos emissions. The current access restrictions to the Atlas Mine
Area would be improved.

+ Results of Initial 3
Investigation

+ Public Health . 3

Evaluation Results 2) Clear Creek Management Area: EPA is proposing no action at this time
+ Summary of 4 | because of actions being taken by the U. S. Bureau of Land Max}agement
Clean-up Options (BLM). BLM will revise its Clear Creek Management Plan to minimize asbes-

tos exposure. This decision is discussed in greater detail under the Proposal

+ EPA'sProposed 4\ {51 the Clear Creek Management Area on page 7.

Clean-up Plan

3) Ponding Basin: EPA is proposing no action at this time in the California
Aqueduct ponding basin near Gale Avenue (see figure 1) because of actions being taken by the U.S. Bu-
reau of Reclamation and the California Departiment of Water Resources. One possible action being con-
sidered by BLM is restriction of land use in an expanded ponding basin. This decision is discussed in
morte detail under Proposal for Clean-up in the Ponding Basin section on page 7.

EPA’s preferred alternative for the mine area and several other clean-up alternatives are described
in detail in the Feasibility Study (FS) now available at the informationrepositories listed on page 9. EPA
encourages you to review the FS and other site-related documents and provide your comments on the
alternatives described in this fact sheet. A document containing a more detailed explanation of certain
aspects of the proposed plan (the Atlas Mine Proposed Plan Addendum) is also available. If you are
interested in receiving this document, call Debbie Lowe at 1-800-231-3075.

Traduccion en Espanol Adentro (Spanish Translation Available)

Este folleto contiene informacion acerca de la plan de accion que la Agencia para la Proteccion Ambiental
ha propuesto para controlar el peligro de contaminacion por asbesto(s) en el local de la Compania de Atlas
Asbesto(s}. Si Usted guiere recibir una traduccion de este folleto en espanol, por favor, deja una mensaje con
la maquina para Debbie Lowe en el numéro telefonico ‘Toll Free’: 1-800-231-3075.
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GREATER COALINGA AREA

SITE BACKGROUND

The Atlas Mine is approximately 18 miles northwest of Coalinga, Californja, located on land owned
by the federal government, the State of California, and private parties (see figure 1), ltis located within
a 48 square mile area of serpentine rock (the New Idria Formation) lhat contains large amounts of
naturally occurring asbestos. The Atlas Mine is within an area managed by the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment (BL.M) designated as the Clear Creek Mana gement Area (CCMA, see figure 4). The Atlas Mine
includes three open pit asbestos mine surfaces, stockpiles of asbestos waste material, an abandened mill
building, and debris (see figure 2). :

Asbestos mining and milling at the Atlas Mine occurred from 1967 to 1979. In 1980, elevated levels.
of asbestos were detected in water samples from the California Aqueduct near Los Angeles. Subsequent
investigations identified the Atlas Mine as a source of waterborne asbestos in the California Aqueduct
and as a probable source of airborne asbestos in the surrounding area. In September 1983, the Atlas Mine
site was proposed for the Superfund National Priorities List, a list of the nation’s most serious hazard-
ous waste sites. (see What is Superfund? on page 8.)
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INVESTIGATION

RESULTS

In 1985, EPA began an in-
depth investigation (called the
Remedial Investigation or RI)
to study the nature and extent
of the asbestos contamination.
This study found large quan-
tities of uncontained chrysotile
asbestos in the Atlas Mine area.
This asbestos is found in the
open mine surfaces and tail-
ings piles, The tailings and ore
piles are estimated to contain

three million cubic yards of
highly concentrated asbestos.
The tailings piles have devel-
oped deep gullies over time,
as a result of local streams drain-

. . -0 500 1000 1500
ing the Atlas Mine area. it )

teet

Figure 2

High winds and driving

vehicles over the area can cause

Figure 2: Detailed Map of the Atias Mine Area

the asbestos to bereleased into
the air. Inhalation of airboine
asbestos can cause cancer in
humans (see Public Health
Evaluationbelow). Over time,
a protective crust has formed
on the tailings piles that ap-
pears to reduce wind erosion
if left undisturbed.

During the Rl, a public health evaluation (also
called a risk assessment) was conducted to estimate

- health risks if the asbestos contamination at the Atlas

Minesite is not cleaned up. A public health evaluation
is a study in which facts and assumptions are used to
estimate the potential for adverse effects on human
health that may result from exposure to specific pol-
lutants. Potential risk is expressed in terms of proba-
bilities (e.g., 1 in 10,000).

Elevated health risks were found for people who
drive vehicles over contaminated soils and breath the
asbestos-laden air. These elevated health risks were
calculated using conservative assumptions. For ex-
ample, the risk assessment showed thatdriving a truck
over the Atlas Mine area for 3hours/day, 1 day/week,
16 weeks/year for 5 years could result in an additional
five people in ten thousand developing cancer. For a
person who drives a truck over the Atlas Mine area for

'PUBLIC HEALTH EVALUATION:

The RI also showed that during heavy rains, significant amounts of asbes-
tos can be transported from the Atlas Mine area down White Creek and
eventually onto the Arroyo Pasajero. During very heavy flooding, asbestos-

“laden water fills the ponding basin and can be released into the California Aque-
duct (see the discussion on the Ponding Basin on page 7).

5 hours/day, 1 day/week, 32 weeks/year for 5 years,
the risk assessment showed that an additional two
people in oné thousand could develop cancer. A sce-
nario consxdermg less frequent use was not consid-
ered. )

People living near the Atlas Mine area (near White
Creek, for example) are also at some additional risk
from airborne asbestos. EPA found that for people
living near the Atlas mine, an additional four in ten
thousand may be at risk of developing cancer under
current conditions.

In regards to asbestos in the California Aqueduct,
the risk assessment has shown that drinking unfreated
water from the Aqueduct presents a cancer risk of four
in one hundred thousand. However, release of asbes-
tos-laden water into the aqueduct does not occur often
and nunicipalities are required to filter drinking water
thereby preventing exposure. '



Wha_t is Asbestos?

CLEAN-UP ALTERNATIVES

Asbestos is a naturally occur-
ring mineral which has a fibrous
crystalline structure. Asbestos is
known to cause lung cancer, meso-
thelioma, and other serious respi-
ratory diseases such as asbestosis
in humans.

Breathing airborne asbestos
fibersisthe primaryroute of expo-

ARlernative

sure and poses the greatesthealth 1

risk, because once fibers enter the R

hings, the fibers can be trapped in
the body. Asbestos fibers may

also be swallowed in food and

water.

EPA’s Proposed

@~

Clean-up Plan

CLEAN-UP ALTERNATIVES

The purpose of the Feasibility Study (FS) is to de-
velop and screen potential clean-up alternatives based
on the findings of the Remedial Investigation. Arange
of clean-up options were considered to address the
asbestos contamination at the Atlas Mine site. These
options are summarized above and described in detail
selow. EPA uses nine criteria to evaluate these clean-
1p options and select its preferred alternative. These
riteria are explained in detail on page 9.

ALTERNATIVE 1: NO ACTION

The Superfund program requires that the “No
Action” alternative be evaluated at every site to estab-
ish a baseline for comparison. Under this alternative,
10 clean-up action would be taken, but a regular pro-
srarn of site monitoring would be started. This moni-
oring program would include periodic sampling of
urface water and airborne asbestos levels in the Atlas
Ainve area, as well as aerial monitoring,.

‘The “No Action’”” alternative is not protective of
muman health and the environment and is not consid-
red an acceptable option for this site.

\LTERNATIVE 2: ACCESS RESTRICTION

"The mines and stockpile areas would be fenced to
estrict access and prevent disturbance by off road ve-

hicles. Signs would be'posted throughout the mine
area to warn of an asbestos hazard. The U.S. Bureau of
Land Management has already undertaken a portion
of this fencing and sign-posting.

This alternative would be protective of human
health for persons attempting to drive vehicles across
the Atlas Mine Area but would not address the prob-
lem of asbestos being eroded from the mine area, trans-
ported to nearby creeks and deposited on the Arroyo
Pasajero.

ALTERNATIVE 3: STREAM DIVERSION/SEDI-
MENT RETENTION DAMS; ACCESS RESTRIC-
TION; REVEGETATION

{EPA’S PREFERRED CLEAN-UP PLAN]

Inaddition to the access restriction described in Alterna-
tive 2, surface waters would be diverted around contami-
nated soils with perimeter dikes and lined diversion ditches
(see figure 3). These stream diversions would minimize ero-
sion of the mine surfaces and tailings piles. Sediment reten-
tion dams would be built to reduce the transport of sedi-
ments. Minor regrading would improve the surface drain-
age and stability of the mines and stockpile areas. These ac-
tions would minimize the release of asbestos from the Atlas
Mine into local creeks. The road through the Atlas Mine
Aren would be paved to reduce airborne asbestos emis-

sions.




jo ;sple/( JIqND WO DI

Vs0dsia -

AL15440 L IALLYNHIALTY

" ymsal
PMmoMm 18y} RIBLIUCIAUS 3Y) pue
e wewmy o3 voroajord yeuonip
-pe ay} Juriapisuod Asod 0o} pare
-PISUOD ST NG ‘)18 Y} Ju 9}SEM SO}
-saqse ayp adueyo AeorsAyd ppnom
1eys aapewaie Auo a stspyg,
‘uoisora Jupnpax Aqarayy
‘Tediewr paxy Suiurejuod seage
puUnoIE PIaLIBAIP 3G PNOM JJO-UMI
Wesa)G “2}2I0U0D O} IR[IUIS SSew
paxyy e OJul udpIRY pnom Armis
3Y] -eaae pajeaedxa Apsnorard
pue saut )1d uado ayy o3 uadey
aqudy) pmom Axmis spyp Armyse
uLIoy 03 Jajem pue sjuade Jungusurad
M PIXTW 3G PROM  $0)53q5e
g querd agy 1y Juerd Supaur
2req 3)1s -uo ue 03 pajprodsuen pue
B2JE SURW Y] WOIj PIJRARIXD 3]
| DRIOM [eLIRIEW S0)S3qSE By [, "spuade
duguawad ym paxy Apesiwayd
) P[NOM S[RLIBJRUL 3JSEM SOISAqSe
0 spred diqnd uorw Jaay,

NOISHIAIQ WYIHLS ‘NOLL
-J1HLS3H SSIADOV INOLLYXIA
TVIINIHO 9 JAILYNHIAL Y

"BAIS
uadxa {paniqyord aq pmom vare
AU DY} 12400 0} PAPAU {108 I[1113J
0 jurnowe a3 produwr o1 18400 pos
1} HO paYsIGRISa aq W) pnom
onepdap (‘(IA0D (108 sH apnP
U S30p ¢ 2anBwIR)Y i jesodord
OR824 2] ) "I9A0D JIOS I[HIAY
ISIYDULZ] 01 9 Y3Im saidpogs pue
aurua ayy Juiaaod uay pue sapd
Pois oy Jurdeysas ysiy £4q payonns
100 aq pmom ded os pajeyafon
YL -sepdypors pue sadepms sunur
0 12400 [105 pajeadan e Jo uon
TIISUOD Y} SIPNIUL § SARLUID)
V ‘€ PANBWIBY JO JUWID UOIS
SALP WEaNs 34} O] UoRIppe uj

NOISHIAIQ WVIHLS ‘NOIL
-01H.LS3H SSIDIV dVD HOS
IF1Y1393A S JAILYNYHILY

G

©"E8IE BUIW BY} WO SOJS8qse Jo jrod

-sue} ay) Bumols Aqassy) sjusunpes Bupesq-sojsagse 00|00 pInom suiseq
Buynes ‘vonippe ut ease suu sy} woy papodsues Buiaq so)seqse jo Junowse
U} 80Npal PINom sejid S}SEM UDPEI-SOISB(SE PUNOIE SWILBLS JO UDISIaA pay)

HWva
ONIddY L
ANIWIO3IS

STINNYHO
NOISHIAa
WYEH1S

weg Buiddesy luawipag/sjouueyn
UOISJOAIQ Weallg jOo melp peoaytsnp
£ aInbig

T

vvvvv

/
& Wy3y1s

‘5SoU

-9ARDAJIR i Juawaacxdwr ajqem

-seaws 3urpiaoad noyim ¢ aanews)

~Iy uey aatsuadx@ asows Ajjueoyna ;

-d1s 39 08[e PINoOM ] “sadejms sunu
BU} U0 pauLIo) seY jeyy 1snid 2An
-d9301d a3 qISIp pom sanewd)
-[e ST, 'JJO-UTLL 0} 30P UOISOI3 pue
asde[[od aznurunu o} pauriojaad aq
pmosm spuswasoxdun sarsusyard
-wod ‘patsaurdus Amy -seate apd
-P0Js pue sauna Jo adeureap pue A1
-ftqeis a0} syuswaaoadunr zofew
SPPe § sANRUIN[Y ‘C sAnewIdy
JO SIS [[B 0} uonippe uf

€ FAILVNHA LY
SM'ld S37d 3LSVYM 40
ONIAYHO3H ¥ JALLYNHIL Y

201}
-BUia] {0 421410 Auv upiy) Apaiyaaffa -1s00
puv Appmb aiout sysie yippay 2onpad
pinom und sy vaaw g sopy
oy woyf sopsagsv fo asvapad ayy Su
~ZIUIULL PUD SOIS2GS D 24 1] 110 19D 1100
Uty Suyziuiunu g sysia yuary oygnd
AONPa4 prom saljuLale suy g suotydo
dn-uvap appnppas of sasn yqq vi
121142 dutu 3y o 1oadsas ypm soaly
~UI2Y0 21t) Suouty sffoapuy fo 2ausjvg
1529 2y sapraoid aanypa sy
a|qrsvaf Appmiisgay aq oy punof st 1 fi
potiauzdiy aq pm poafoud voyjaSaaa
v ‘1108 doj Jo sarpjunnb a8y 1iodii o)
Suavy pnoypm svav pagingsip ayy o
paNs1quysa ag pirod wonw)a8aa aa1jou
§1 aypnpvaa prnom Apms jopd v



would be excavated and transported to an off-site
* landfill designed to hold asbestos waste. Nearly all
contaminants would be excavated and the need for -
long term monitoring and maintenance of the mines
and stockpile areas would be eliminated.

In addition to being prohibitively expensive, there
would be risks associated with transport of asbestos

from the mine area.

ALTERNATIVE 8: CONSTRUCTION OF A DAM
ON WHITE CREEK

A dam with an approximate reservoir capacity of
7500 acre- feet and an aerial extent of about 200 acres
would be constructed. It would most likely be located
Just below the intersection of White Creek and Diaz
Canyon, approximately seven miles down from the
Atlas Mine area. This dam would address the trans-
port of waterborne asbestos from the entire White
Creek watershed, however, this alternative would not
address the health threats at the Atlas Mine.

Comparison of Clean-Up Alternatives

Repuces Toxierry,

Lona-Tenm
ErFecTivENESS MosiLiry, VoLume OvERALL Cost Months o

ALTERNATIVE & PERMANENCE (TMV) ProTECTION (PreEsent WoRtH) implement

1. No Action Not a permanent | No reduction in No Protection $ 830,000 3
solution TMV

2. Restrict Not a permanent | No reduction Limited $ 560,000 2

Access to solution Protection

Atlas site

PA’S PREFERRED CLEAN-UP PLAN

4. Comprehen-
sive improve-
ments to site
drainage and
stability

5. Vegelated soil
cap

6. Complete
chemical
fixation of site
wasles

7. Removal of
site wastes o
off-site Class |
Landfill

White Creek
Dam

Not a permanent
solution

Not a permanent
solution

Virtuaily
permanert

Permanemnt
solution

Does not address
problem at Atlas
Mine

No reduction

No reduction

Reduces toxicity
and mobility

No reduction

No reduction

Adequate $ 9,400,000 6
Protection

Adequate $ 15,000,000 6
Protection

Most $ 103,000,000 48
Protection

Most $ 243,000,000 120
Protection

Limited $ 16,500,000 unknown
Protection

* This cost represents the cost of monitoring. Aternatives 2-5 do not Include the cost of monitering
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Proposal for the Clear Creek
Management Area (CCMA)

The CCMA contains a 36 square mile
area which has been designated a Haz-
ardous Asbestos Area by U.S. Bureau of
Land Management (BLM). BLM will
revise the current land use plan for the
- CCMA so that airborne asbestos emis-
sfons are minimized and the threat to
public health represented by the Haz-
ardous Asbestos Area is addressed.

- Thisrevisionis expected to take 18 to
24 months to complete after EPA issues

its Record of Decision. Thisrevisionmay

entail future prohibition of access to the
" Hazardous Asbestos Area of the CCMA
for recreational and other public uses.

In QOctober 1992, EPA will evaluate
whether the BLM actions regarding the
public health threat in the CCMA are
consistent with Superfund objectives. If
BLM’s actions are not consistent with.
Superfund objectives, EPA will use Su-
perfund authority to plan and imple-
ment the necessary protective action at
thattime and provide an opportunity for
public input. This protective action would
include: 1) minimizing exposure to air-
borne asbestos; and 2) developing land
use practices that minimize the discharge
of visible emissions.

Proposal for Clean-up in the Ponding Basin

During heavy rains, asbestos bearing sediments are washed
down the creeks near the site into Los Gatos Creek and into the
Arroyo Pasajero drainage basin to an area near the California Aque-
ductthat was designed to manage floodwater (see figure 1). This area
is referred to as the ponding basin.

During very heavy flooding, asbestos laden water has filled the
ponding basin (and other nearby areas) and been released into the
California Aqueduct. Also, disturbance of the soil in the ponding
basin (through activities such as tilling) may release asbestos into the
air.

The ponding basin area is managed by the U.S. Bureau of Recla-
mation (USBR) and the California Department of Water Resources
(DWR). USBR and DWR are currently developing plans to address
the flooding problems and the impacts on the California Aqueduct.

‘They are also considering restricting activities on the land to reduce

airborhe emissions of asbestos and improve its value as a wildlife
habitat, :

EPA will not pursue further independent studies of this area at
this time. The USBR and DWR will describe their plans in a joint En-
vironmental Impact Report/Statement to be available for public re-
view and comment toward the end 0f 1990. EPA willreview and com-
ment on the plans and actions of the USBR and PWR to ensure con-
sistency with human health and environmental objectives. Should
EPA determine that USBR and DWR are not acting consistently with
Superfund objectives, EPA will use Superfund authority to ensure
protection of human health and the environment. When EPA makes
such a determination, a public notice will be issued concerﬁing the
tentativedecisionon whatactions will be taken. EPA’s determination
will occur by mid- 1992,

01 2 -

=1 HAZARDOUS
ol e I ]ASBESTOS
MILES [+ + +| AREA

Clear Creek
Management

Coalinga

1

Figure 4:

Clear Creek Management Area
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The Superfund Process

Site NPL Remedial |: ibitity | | Public | | Recordof || Remedial | | Remedial
Discovery Ranking/ Investliga- Study Comment Decision Design Aclion
Listing tiagn (RI) Period (ROD)

LETED "TO BE COMPLETED

EPA issusd

Elevated EFA nitfated EPA Issued in Apnit 1990, Inlate 1990, Detaifed A qualitied
levels of Superfund the FRemedial the Feasibility ihe publie will EPA will specifications contractor will
asbestos activitles In Investigation Study report have the document the for the be selected to
were first October report on on March 19, opportunily to sefoctod selected begin the
datected In 1983. The site March 19, 1980. The FS comment on remedy for remedy will be cleanup

1980. The was listed on 1990, ineludes a EPA's the Atlas according lo
State of the EPA detailed prefarred Asbestos specifications.
California Natlonal evaluation of alternative Company scheduled to Cleanup js
initfated Prioritles List the alterna- during a Superfund be completed scheduled to
Investigations on September tives public site, in the in 1991, begin before
to jocate the 1, 1584. presented in comment Record of Enforcement the end of
source of the this fact peried, EFA Dsacisjon. activittes with 1991,
asbestos, sheet. will consider potentially

these
comments
and respond
to them in
writing.

responsible
parties will be
pursued,

Community Relations Aclivities Occur Throughout the Superfund Pracess

What is Superfund?

Superfund is the commonly referred name of the law clean-up alternatives {the Feasibility Study). During the
called the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Com- Remnedial Investigation (R1), information is gathered to de-
pensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), a federal law  terminethe general nature, extent, and sources of contami-
enacted in 1980 and amended in 1986. CERCLA enables  natjon at a site. The Feasibility Study (FS) evaluates differ-
EPAtorespond tohazardous wastesites that threaten pub-  ent clean-up alternatives for the site based on information
lic health and the environment. Two major steps in the  collected during the R1. Based on the FS and public com-

Superfund process are to conduct an investigation of asite  ments submitted on EPA’s preferred remedy, EPA selects
(called a Remedial Investigation) and evaluate possible  a clean-up plan.

RELATED CLEAN-UP ACTIVITIES

CITY OF COALINGA :

During theinvestigations of the Atlas Mine site, asbestos was discovered in the city of Coalinga. This asbestos
had been shipped from the Atlas Mine site and other sources to a depot in Coalinga for eventual shipment out
of Coalinga by rail and truck. This asbestos is concentrated in a 17 acre parcel of Jand in the southern part of Co-
alinga. Cleanup of the asbestos in Coalinga began inFebruary 1990 and is currently underway as a separate clean-
up action and is scheduled to be completed by September 1990.

JOHNS-MANVILLE COALINGA ASBESTOS MILL SITE

The Johns-Manville Coalinga Asbestos Mill Site is Jocated approximately 3 miles from the Atlas Mine. It is
a separate Superfund site and EPA is currently evaluating the possible clean- up alternatives for this site. EPA
anticipates announcing its proposed clean-up plan for the Johns-Manville Mill site in the next several months.
EPA will provide a thirty day public comment period to solicit comments on this proposed plan.
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EvaLvaTion CRITERIA

EPA will select a clean-up alter-
native for the site based on nine crite-
ria used to evaluate the alternatives.
The evaluation criteria have been de-
veloped to address legal requirements,
as well as technical and policy con-
siderations that have proven to be
important for selecting clean-up al-
ternatives.

Each alternative is assessed against
the nine evaluation criteria described
below. The results of this assessment
are used to compare the alternatives
and identify the key tradeoffs among
the alternatives. This approach is de-
signed to provide dedsionmakers with
sufficient information to adequately
compare the alternatives, select an
appropriate remedy for a site and
satisfy legal requirements. The nine
criteria are summarized below:

Short Term Effectiveness

Addresses the period of time
needed to complete the remedy, and
any adverse impacts on human health
and the environment that may be
posed during the construction and
implementation period, until the dean-
up goals are achieved. ‘

Long-term Effectiveness |
and Permanence

Refers to the ability of a rernedy
to maintain reliable protection of
human health and the envircnment
over time, once clean-up goals have
been met.

Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility
and Volume Through Treatment
{TMV)

Refers to the anticipated ability
of a remedy to reduce the toxicity,
mobility, and volume of the hazard-
ous components present at the site.

implementability

Refers to the technical and ad-
ministrative feasibility of a remedy,
including the availability of materials
and services needed to carry out a
particular option.

Cost

Evaluates the estimated capital
and operation and matntenance costs
of each alternative.

Overall Protection of Human
Health and the Environiment

Addresses whether or not a rem-
edy provides adequate protection and

describes how risks posed through
each pathway are eliminated, reduced,
or controlled through treatment, en-
gineering controls, or institutional
controls.

Compliance with Applicable or
Relevant and Appropriate
Requirements (ARARs)

Addresses whether or not arem-
edy will meet all ARARs of federal
and state enviroiumental statutes and/
or provide grounds for invoking a
waiver.

State Acceptance

Indicates whether, based on its
review of the information, the state
concurs with, opposes, or has no com-
ment on the preferred alternative.

Community Acceplance

Indicates whether community
concerns are addressed by the rem-
edy and whether or no the commut-
nity has a preference for a remedy.
Although public comment is an im-
portant partof the final decision, EPA
is compelled by law to balance com-
munity concerns withall of the previ-
ously mentioned criteria.

INFORMATION REPOSITORIES

EPA maintains four information repositories in the greater Coalinga area that contain project docu-
ments, fact sheets, and other reference materials. Inaddition, the Coalinga District Library holds the Ad-
ministrative Record file for the site, which is a file containing the documents relied on by EIPA in selection
of a clean-up plan for the site. EPA encourages you to review these documents to gain a more complete
understanding of the site and the Superfund aclivities that have been conducted.

Coalinga District Library ~ Avenal Public Library

305 N. 4th Street
Coalinga, CA 93210
{209) 935-1676

{209) 386-5741

(209) 945-2241

Huron City }iall Kings County Library
501 East Kings 36311 Lassen Ave. 401 North Douty
Avenal, CA 93204 Huron, CA 93234 Hanford, CA 93230

(209) 582-0261




OPPORTUNITIES FOR PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

{ Communiry MEETFNG

You are invited to an upcoming meeting regarding
the investigation and control of asbestos contamina-
tion at the Atlas Mine Superfund site. EPA represen-
tatives will report on the clean-up-alternatives, in-
cluding EPA’s preferred alternative.

DATE: May 9, 1990
- TIME: 7:00 PM
PLACE: Coalinga City Council Chambers

You wili have the opportunity to ask questions-and
comment on the clean-up alternatives at the meeting,.
If this meeting place is not convenient for you, you
should contact Debbie Lowe at 1-800-231-3075 by
April 25, 1990 and EPA will consider conducting a
 second meeting in another location.

PusLic CoMMENT PEstob:
| APRIL 11 THROUGH JUNE 11, 1990

A 60 day public comment period begins on April
11, 1990. EPA requests your comments on the pro-
posed plan as well as other clean-up alternatives for
the site. Written comments should be post-marked no
later than June 11, 1990 and sent to:

Dan Meer H-6-2 -
Remedial Project Manager
U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
1236 Mission Street
San Francisco, CA 94103

For More Information

Contact: Debbie Lowe, Community Relalions Coordinator
LS. Environmental Protection Agency
1235 Mission Street (H-1-1}, San Francisco, CA 94103
EPA's Superfund Toll-Free Message Line: 1-800-231-3075
TRADUCCION EN ESPANOL ADENTRO

Unlted States
Environmental Protection Agency

Reglon 9 Attn: Debble Lows

1235 Misslon Street {H-1-1)
San Franclsco, CA 94103

Officlal Business
Penalty for Private Use,
$300
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