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M [20(2 oD IN REPLY REFER TO:
United LMo M, . P
nited States Department of the Interior A ”

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT
CALIFORNIA STATE OFFICE

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, California 95825
NOV 2 3 1987
Memorandum
To: Director, WO 509, Room 3061, MIB
From: State Director, California

Subject: AtTas Ashestos Mine

We recently discussed with Bernie Hyde and our Regional Solicitor's
office, our ongoing coordination with Region IX of the Environmental
Protection Agency regarding the Atlas Asbestos Mine. FEPA's Tetter of
October 13, 1987, copy attached, requests the Bureau take certain
actions, particularly an involvement in the ongoing Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) effort and in implementing
interim corrective measures. I request the following:

1. An opinion by either or both the DOI solicitor and/or the
Department of Justice concerning the Bureau's responsibility
as well as Tiability under the Comprehensive Environmental
Responce, Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, 42 USC 9601
et. seq (CERCLA) as it relates to the Atlas Mine superfund

site.

2. The Bureau's responsibility as well as liability if we are
found to be a principle responsible party on the Atlas Mine
site. :

Because of the Atlas and Coalinga Project Schedule (see enclosure 2}, it
is imperative the answer to the questions be resolved prior to EPA
completing the remedial investigation on April 29, 1988.

We plan to initiate a pre-120 agreement with Region IX of the EPA within
the next 30 days. A copy of that agreement will be forwarded to you upon
consummation. We also intend to continue implementing measures identi-
fied in the Hollister RMP (e.g., controlling access in order to further
minimize erosion).

g i
2 Attachments

1. EPA letter, October 13, 1987 (6 pp.)
2. Atlas and Coalinga Project Schedule (2 pp.)

cc:
DM, Bakersfield
AM, Hollister
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Mr} Ed Hastey

State Director ot

Bureau of Land Management v ¢

2800 Cottage Way, Room. E-2841 ,/Cazsfc7
Sacramento, CA 95825

Re: Atlas Asbestos Mine Site /7>/,§?

Property Owned by Bureau of Land Management
Coalinga, California

Dear Mr. Hastey:

I would like to express my appreciation for you and your
staff taking the time to meet with John Wise and EPA staff
on August 31. The meeting was very informative for both
BLM and EPA.

As we discussed, the Atlas Asbestos Mine (located near
Coalinga, California) has been designated as a Superfund site
by the U.S. Enviromnmental Protection Agency (EPA) under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability
Act of 1980, 42 U.S5.C. 9601 et. seq. (CERCLA). This letter
informs you about the Superfund process in general, EPA's
actions at the Atlas Asbestos mine, and BLM's status as a
responsible party. -

[

Once an area is designated a Superfund site, the following
process is implemented. First, the site is thoroughly investigated
in order to quantify the amount<of hazardous material at the
site and to quantify the risk that the material poses to the
community. Activities which eliminate or minimize the risk
will also be identified at that time. This activity is called
the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS). After

e L

the RI/FS 1s completed, EPA WITl decide-wiriTH cleanup remedy is
needed. Once the cleanup remedy has been chosen, it is designed
and implemented. The entire process may take several vyears,

so if an immediate health threat is discovered, emergency
response actions can also be taken to eliminate or minimize

the threat.,

A
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EPA is currently conducting the RI/FS at the Atlas Asbestos
site pursuant to Section 104 of CERCLA, and will continue
such activities unless we determine that a responsible
party will properly conduct the study in a manner consistent
with the National Contingency Plan (Title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 300) and EPA's RI/FS guidances.

Responsible parties under CERCLA include current and
past land owners and operators, as well as persons who generate
the hazardous substances or were involved in their transport,
treatment, or disposal. Based on public records concerning
ownership of the site, EPA believes that BLM may be a responsible
party. More specifically, these records show that the Bureau r
of Land Management owns the Atlas Asbestos site.

Under Section 106(a) and 107(a) of CERCLA, responsible /MMMﬁﬁféf
parties may be required to implement any needed response »Mwﬂ’“) T
to a release or threatened release.of a_ hazardeus—substahsd
to the environment, and be mag liable for expenditures for [
investigation, planning, cleanup of the site, and enforcement.
With the reauthorization and amendment of CERCLA on October

17, 1986, these requirements have taken on new significance.

For the first time, it is explicitly clear that Federal

Agencies are required to implement CERCLA programs at all NPL
sites in a manner consistent with all EPA guidelines, rules,
regulations and criteria (see CERCLA Section 120). By this
letter,~ERA--notifies BLM of potential liability with regard
t§:EEig:ﬁgLLgLﬂandfﬁgaaﬁﬁﬁaégmgﬁﬁiﬁﬁzggﬁi5£WE£Aw&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁgi@ahigg
gggwgléﬂﬁmandwpﬁepﬁggmﬁggmgggggga&¢ngm@&@anupmaqg;mLLngmp 'My
which will be overseen by EPA. )

———— e .,

EPA has determined that a release of hazardous substances,
as defined by Section 101{14) of CERCLA, has occurred at the
Atlas facility. At the present time, asbestos, chromium, and
other metals have been found in soil, air and surface water
samples at the site. The site has been identified as a
probable source of waterborne asbestos in the California
Aqueduct and as a source of ambient asbestos in air samples
taken near the site and in the town of Coalinga. As a result
of such contamination, users of surface waters of Los Gatos
Creek, California Aqueduct users, residents of Coalinga,
Huron and Avenol and wildlife in the area may potentially be
exposed to the contaminants in levels harmful to human health
or the environment. In addition, the potential exists for

CLL2h ) -2
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As we discussed, EPA would like to meet regarding these
issues with you or your staff so that EPA and BLM can have a
mutual understanding of how BLM will participate in future
investigations and cleanup activities. A commitment to
remain consistent with EPA RI/FS guidances and policies must
be made through an interagency agreement. To that end, my
staff will be sending you a draft interagency agreement in
October. ~ S

We would appreciate a response, in writing, within 20
calendar days from receipt of this letter, indicating BLM's
willingness to participate in the RI/FS. EPA may later
invite BLM to undertake the design and implementation of the
selected remedy upon our completion of the RI/FS.

. In your letter, please indicate the appropriate BIM
Project Manager name, address, and telephone number for
further contact. Your letter should be sent to:

Jennifer Decker

Toxics and Waste Management Division
Mail Code T-4-3

U.S. EPA, Region 9

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

In addition to this notification, EPA would like to obtain

certain information from you to assist us in the RI/FS.
We are interested in any information that you have on the
following:

l. The total volume of asbestos, in cubic meters, and
the methods used to generate, store, treat, dispose
of, or otherwise handle the asbestos, and when and
where this activity occurred. Please describe

locations as precisely as possible; e.g., for on-site

activities, specify where on the site the activity
took place. This information should include, but
not be limited to, information pertaining to ponds,

tanks or other units which were historically used to

store or dispose of hazardous substances but which

no longer exist, and information, including correspon-

dence between BLM, the Atlas Asbestos Company or
other parties, pertaining to any wastes which were
or are now being discharged from the mine facility
into a pond or other areas within the adjacent
property.

Aot ~5L
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2. Any photographs, maps, or diagrams, regardless of
their date, which are in the possession of BLM or
any of its divisions or contractors, which show the
mine facility, adjacent areas of the neighboring
mill, drainage patterns, or areas on which hazardous
substances have been or may be located including
transportation to off-site areas.

3. The identity of any other person or persons, as
defined in CERCLA Section 101(21), who you believe
may have any information, documents, or other materials
addressed in the preceeding three paragraphs, and a
brief description of the information you believe
they may have.

In responding to the above request, please describe the
types of records that were maintained by BLM, including the
date of the reccords, the author of the records, the current
location of the records, and the current custodian and all
efforts that were taken to identify these records. If, in
responding to the above request, information was obtained through
employee interviews, indicate so in your letter and provide
the names of the employees interviewed. We would appreciate
receiving your response to this request for additional information

as soon as possible, but within 30 days would be very helpful
to us. ' e

We look foward to working closely with the BLM staff
in the future. Should you have any questions regarding the
site or this letter, please feel free to contact Jennifer
Decker, the Remedial Project Manager, at (415) 974-8161 or
myself at (415) 974-7460,

Sincerely,

7)) G

Jeff Zelikson
Acting Director
Toxics & Waste Management Division

Cr s )-S5



cc:

=6~

John Wise, Deputy Regional Administrator _

Jon Wactor, Office of Regional Counsel, EPA Region 9
Jennifer Decker, Remedial Project Manager, EPA Region 9
Director, Office of Waste Programs Enforcement, EPA
Jeanine Jones, California Department of Health Services
Gary Carozza, Fresno County Health Department/APCD
Lonnie Wass, Regional Water Quality Control Board

Cedetn )
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The following table lists the significant project milestones and project

ATLAS AND COALINGA
PROJECT SCHEDULE

deliverables for the remainder of the RI/FS. .
Milestone Dawe

EPA approval of expanded air SAPP 813187
Begin intensive air sampling, 9/14/87
Submit inventory of potential ashestos '

sources reporl 10 EPA 9/18/87
Complete air sampling 1042/87
Compicte soil sampling _ 10/9/87
Submit streamwater sampling data report 10/15/87
Remove/move met station from site 11/6/87
Submit air sampling (8/86 and 3/87) data report to EPA 11/20/87
Reccive draft Population and Pathway Characterization
~ Report from Risk Assessmen{ Subcontractor 12/1/87
Receive air data from CLP 12/4/87
Receive soil data from CLP : 12/11/87
Submit meteorological data report to EPA - i2731/87 .7
Receive final Population and Pathway Characterization

Report from Risk Assessment Subcontractor 1/4/88
‘Submit soil sampling data report to EPA 1/15/88
Submit updated air sampling (8/86, 3/87 and 9/87) data S

report to EPA 1/22/88
Reccive draft Endangerment Assessment Report

from Risk Assessment Subcontractor 215188
Submit site characterization report to EPA _ 3/4/88
Receive final Endangerment Assessment Report

from Risk Assessment Subcontractor | ‘ 3/4/88
Submit Draft Rl Report to EPA 4/29/88
Receive EPA comments on Rl Report 5/20/88
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Submit Final RI Report to EPA
Submit Draft FS Report to EPA
Reecive T4 EPA Commenis on FS
Revised Draft IS

Receive EPA/State Comments on FS
Final Draft FS

Start Public Comment Period
Complele Pl.‘lh‘lic Comment Period
Draft ROD

ROD Comments

Final ROD

6/17/88
7/1/88
7/15/88
871188
9/1/88
9/30/88
10/15/88
11/15/88
12/1/88
02/01/89
02/28/89

g




United States Regional Administrator Region 8
- Environmantal Protection 215 Fremont Street Arizona, California
Agency San Francisco CA 94105 Hawaii. Nevada
Pacific islangs

2 EPA November 12, 1987
Y4

In Reply
Refer To: T-4-3

Dear Base Commanding Officer/Environmental Coordinators:

RE: EPA Region 9 Guidance on Federal Facility
Requirements Under CERCLA Section 120

The purpose of this letter is to summarize some of the
1986 amendments to the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA) and to describe
how they may apply to your facility and/or Federal agency.
Section 120 (copy enclosed), which was added to CERCLA by the
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA),
states that each department, agency, and instrumentality of the
United States (including the executive, legislative, and judicial
branches of government) must comply with CERCLA in the same
manner and to the same extent, both procedurally and substantively,
as any nongovernmental entity. To the extent our resouxces
allow, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region 9 office
is interested in working with your facility (or facilities) to
ensure that all responses to hazardous substance releases (see
CERCLA Section 101 for definitions?} are performed in compliance
with the Congressional mandate.

Congress included Federal facilities in its amendments to
the Superfund law because it recognized that hazardous substance
releases at some Federal facilities pose significant threats to
human health and the environment. In addition, past Federal
facility responses to these threats have not always been as
timely or as thorough as desired. Hence, a major component of
the CERCLA amendments was the inclusion of the far reaching
requirements contained in Section 120. Some of these requirements
mandate actions for EPA and some mandate action by Federal
facilities. However, all require extensive cooperation and
coordination between Federal facilities and EPA. Congress intended
for us to work very closely in achieving the goal of environmental
protection, and we look forward to working with you in that regard.

Partly in response to the CERCLA amendments, EPA formally
included 32 Federal facilities on the final Naticnal Priorities
List (NPL) on July 21, 1987.. Eight of those facilities are
located in the jurisdiction of the EPA Region 9 office. Since
the enactment of CERCLA in 1980, EPA has directed its resources
to oversight and remediation of those sites on the NPL. This is
also true for our Federal facility program.



Many Federal facilities in EPA Region 9 have worked with us
to ensure the consistency of their program with EPA's by submitting
documents for our review. Although our limited resources have
often prevented our direct involvement at non-NPL sites, Federal
facilities are, nevertheless, required to conduct their responses
to all hazardous substance releases in a manner that is fully
consistent with EPA guidelines, rules, regulations, and criteria.
In lieu of EPA's active involvement at non-NPL sites, this letter
is intended to provide guidance on actions necessary to implement
a response program that is consistent with CERCLA.

The first "action item" mandated in CERCLA Section 120 is
the requirement for EPA to establish a special Federal Agency
Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket. EPA Headquarters, in conjunction
with your Headquarters, is completing compilation of the initial
Docket. This Docket identifies Federal facilities that may have
releases or substantial threats of releases of hazardous substances
into the environment which may ultimately present a danger to
public health, welfare or the environment. Your facility has
been included on this initial Docket of facilities potentially
having had, or presenting a threat of, such a release.

In order to ensure the thoroughness of the Docket, EPA may
be reguesting all Federal Agencies to survey their property
holdings, pursuant to CERCLA Sections 103(C) and 120 and RCRA .
3016, for identification of additional potential sites. Once the
initial Docket is final, EPA plans on requesting Federal Agencies
to submit a brief narrative describing the physical nature of the
Facilities on the Docket in order for the public to better
understand the facilities which have been included on the Docket.
CERCLA Section 120 requires that EPA revise the Docket every six
months. It would be prudent for you to initiate this survey and
to prepare this narrative now.

The summary contained in Enclosure 2 further describes CERCLA
Section 120 and EPA Region 9 policy and requirements and applies to
all Federal facilities, whether or not they are on the NPL.

Please review these requirements carefully (Note: time-frames
apply only to those facillties included on the initial Docket).

Enclosure 3 is a partial description of other applicable
CERCLA requirements which you must comply with. Finally,
Enclosure 4 is a partial list of some of the more critical
EPA guidances and documents which must be incorporated into your
environmental restoration efforts.,



I hope this letter has been helpful to your understanding
of the PFederal facility requirements of CERCLA, The compliance
of PFederal agencies with environmental laws is one of EPA's top
priorities, and we look forward to working closely with you in

achieving this goal. Please feel free to contact either
Amy Zimpfer, Chief, Federal Response Section, at 415/974-7414 or

Nicholas Morgan, Superfund Federal Facilities Coordinator at
415/974-8603 should you or your staff have any questions regarding

this letter.

Sincerely,
S AY
R

egional Administrator

Enclosures
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99th Congress ]
2d Session

S. Prr.

COMMITTEE PRINT [ 99-217

THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL
RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND LIABIL-

ITY ACT OF 1980 (SUPERFUND) (P.L. 96-
510)

AS AMENDED BY

THE SUPERFUND AMENDMENTS AND REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 1986 (P.L. 99-499)

Printed for the use of the Senate Committee
on Environment and Public Works

U.8. GOYERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
65-708 O WASHINGTON | 1987

For sale by the Superintendent of Documents, Congressional Sales Office
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, DC 20402




78

be selected in accordance with title IX of the Federal Property and
Administrative Services Act of 1949. The Federal selection proce-
dures shall apply to appropriate contracts negotiated by all Federal
governmental agencies involved in carrying out this Act. Such proce-

dures shall be followed by response action contractors and subcon-
tractors.

SEC. 120. FEDERAL FACILITIES.

(a) APPLICATION OF ACT TO FEDERAL GOVERNMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Each department, agency, and instrumental-
ity of the United States (including the executive, legislative,
and judicial branches of government) shall be subject to, and
comply with, this Act in the same manner and to the same
extent, both procedurally and substantively, as any nongovern-
mental entity, including liability under section 107 of this Act.
Nothing in this section shall be construed to affect the liability
of any person or entity under sections 106 and 107.

(2) APPLICATION OF REQUIREMENTS TO FEDERAL FACILITIES.—
All guidelines, rules, regulations, and criteria which are appli-
cable to preliminary assessments carried out under this Act for
facilities at which hazardous substances are located, applicable
to evaluations of such facilities under the National Contingency
Plan, applicable to inclusion on the National Priorities List, or
applicable to remedial actions at such facilities shall also be
applicable to facilities which are owned or operated by a de-
partment, agency, or instrumentality of the United States in the
same manner and lo the extent as such guidelines, rules, regu-
lations, and criteria are applicable to other facilities. No de-
partment, agency, or instrumentality of the United States may

 adopt or utilize any such guidelines, rules, regulations, or crite-

ria which are inconsistent with the guidelines, rules, regula-

fqions, and criteria established by the Administrator under this
cl.

() ExcepTiONS.—This subsection shall not apply to the extent
otherwise provided in this section with respect to applicable
time periods. This subsection shall also not apply to any re-
quirements relating to bonding, insurance, or financial respon-
sibility. Nothing in this Act shall be construed to require a
State to comply with section 104(cX3) in the case of a facility
which is owned or operated by any department, agency, or in-
strumentality of the United States.

(4) STATE LAWS.—State laws concerning removal and remedi-
al action, including State laws regarding enforcement, shall
apply to removal and remedial action at facilities owned or op-
erated a department, agency, or instrumentality of the
United States when such facilities are not included on the Na-
tional Priorities List. The preceding sentence shall not apply to
the extent a State law would apply any standard or require-
ment to such facilities which is more siringent than the stand-
ards and requirements applicable to facilities which are not
owned or operated by any such department, agency, or instru-
mentality.

(b) Notice.—Each department, agency, and instrumentality of the
United States shall add to the inventory of Federal agency hazard-
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ous waste facilities required to be submitted under section 3016 of
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (in addition to the information re-
quired under section 3016(aX3) of such Act) information on contami-
nation from each facility owned or operated by the department,
agency, or instrumentality if such contamination affects contiguous
or adjacent property owned by the depariment, agency, or insirumen-
tality or by any other person, including a description of the monttor-
ing data obtained. -

(c) FEDERAL AGENCY HazZArRDOUS WasTe ComPLIANCE DOCKET.—
. The Administrator shall establish a special Federal Agency Hazard-
ous Waste Compliance Docket (hereinafter in this section referred to
as the “docket’) which shall contain each of the following: '

(1) All information submitted under section 3016 of the Solid
Waste Disposal Act and subsection (b) of this section regarding
any Federal facility and notice of each subsequent action taken
under this Act with respect to the facility.

(2) Information submitted by each department, agency, or in-
strumentality of the United States under section 3005 or 3010 of
such Act. '

(3) Information submitted by the department, agency, or in-

- strumentality under section 103 of this Act.

The docket shall be available for public inspection at reasonable
times. Six months after establishment of the docket and every 6
months thereafter, the Administrator shall publish in the Federal
Register a list of the Federal fucilities which have been included in
the docket during the immediately preceding 6-month period. Such
publication shall also indicate where in the apgropnate regional
office of the Environmenial Protection Agency additional informa-
tion may be obtained with respect to any facility on the docket. The
Administrator shall establish a program to provide information to
the public with respect to facilities which are included in the docket
under this subsection.

(d) ASSESSMENT AND Evaruvarion.—Not later than 18 months
after the enactment of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthor-
ization Act of 1986, the Administrator shall take steps to assure
that a preliminary assessment is conducted for each facility on the
docket.” Following such preliminary assessment, the Administrator
shall, where appropriate—

(1) evaluate such facilities in accordance with the criteria es-
tablished in accordance with section 105 under the National
sztingency Plan for determining priorities among releases;
a

(2) include such facilities on the National Priorities List
maintained under such plan if the facility meets such criteria.
Such criteria shall be applied in the same manner as the criteria
are a;laglied to facilities which are owned or operated by other per-
sons. Kvaluation and listing under this subsection shall be complet-
. ed not later than 30 months after such date of enactment. Upon the
receipt of a petition hfrom the Governor of any State, the Administra-
:,g; ghall make such an evaluation of any facility included in the
el.
(e) REQUIRED ACTION BY DEPARTMENT.—
(1) RIFS.—Not later than 6 months after the inclusion of any
facility on the National Priorities List, the department, agency,
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or instrumentality which owns or operates such facility shall,
. in consultation with the Administrator and appropriate State
authorities, commence a remedial investigation and feasibility
study for such facility. In the case of any facility which is listed
on such list before the date of the enactment of this section, the
department, agency, or instrumentality which owns or operates
such facility shall, in consultation with the Administrator and
appropriate State authorities, commence such an investigation
and study for such facility within one year after such date of
enactment. The Administrator and appropriate State authort-
ties shall publish a timetable and deadlines for expeditious
completion of such investigation and study.

(2) COMMENCEMENT OF REMEDIAL ACTION; INTERAGENCY
AGREEMENT.—The Administrator shall review the results of
each investigation and study conducted as provided in para-
graph (1). Within 180 days thereafier, the head of the depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality concerned shall enter into an
interagency agreement with the Administrator for the expedi-
tious completion by such department, agency, or instrumentality
of all necessary remedial action at such facility. Substantial
continuous physical onsite remedial action shall be commenced
at each facility not later than 15 months after completion of the
investigation and study. All such interagency agreements, in-
cluding review of alternative remedial action plans and selec-
tion of remedial action, shall comply with the public participa-
tion requirements of section 117.

(3) COMPLETION OF REMEDIAL ACTIONS.—Remedial actions at
facilities subject to interagency agreements under this section
- shall be completed as expeditiously as practicable. Each agency
shall include in its annual budget submissions to the Congress
a review of alternative agency funding which could be used to
provide for the costs of remedial action. The budget submission
shall also include a statement of the hazard posed by the facili-
ty to human health, welfare, and the environment and identify
the specific consequences of failure to begin and complete reme-
dial action.

(4) CONTENTS OF AGREEMENT.—Each interagency agreement
under this subsection shall include, but shall not be limited to,
each of the following:

(A) A review of alternative remedial actions and selection
of a remedial action by the head of the relevant depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality and the Adminisirator or,
if unable to reach agreement on selection of a remedial
action, selection by the Administrator.

(B) A schedule for the completion of each such remedial
action.

(C) Arrangements for long-term operation and mainte-
nance of the facility.

(5) ANNUAL REPORT.—Each department, agency, or instrumen-
tality responsible for compliance with this section shall furnish
an annual report to the Congress concerning its progress in im-
plementing the requirements of this section. Such reports shall
include, but shall not be limited to, each of the following items:
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(A) A report on the progress in reaching interagency
agreements under this section.
(B) The spec%'w cost estimates and budgetary proposals
involved in each interagency agreement. o
(C) A brief summary of the public comments regarding
each proposed interagency agreement.
(D) A description of the instances in which no agreement
wa(% )regched. J J
report on progress in conducting investigations an
studies under paragraph (1). -
(F) A report on progress in conducting remedial actions.
(G) A report on progress in conducting remedial action at
iacilities which are not listed on the National Priorities
ist.
With respect to instances in which no agreement was reached
within the required time period, the deﬂartment, agency, or in-
strumentality filing the report under this paragraph shall in-
clude in such report an explanation of the reasons why no
agreement was reached. The annual report required by this
. ragraph shall also contain a detailed description on o State-

.State basis of the status of each facility subject to this sec-
tion, including a description of the hazard presented by each fa-
cility, plans and schedules for initiating and completing re-
sponse action, enforcement status (where appropriate), and an
explanation of any postponements or failure to com lete re-
sponse action. Such reports shall also be submitted to the affect-

 ed States. :

(6) SETTLEMENTS WITH OTHER PARTIES.—If the Administrator,
in consultation with the head of the relevant department,
agency, or instrumentality of the United States, determines that
remedial investigations and feasibility studies or remedial
action will be done properly at the Federal facility by another
potentially responsible party within the deadlines rovided in
paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of this subsection, the Administrator
may enter into an agreement with such party under section 122
(relating to settlements). Following approval by the Attorney
General of any such agreement relating to a remedial action,
the agreement shall be entered in the appropriate United States
district court as a consent decree under section 106 of this Act.

() Stare AND LocAL PARTICIPATION.—The Administrator and
each department, agency, or instrumentalily res nsibl;zdfor compli-
ance with this section shall afford to relevant State and local offi-
cials the opportunity to participate in the planning and selection o
the remedial action, including but not limited to the review of all
applicable data as it becomes available and the development of
studies, reports, and action plans. In the case of State officials, the
(t)ppor}té}nity to participate shall be provided in accordance with sec-

ton 121,

(ﬁ) TRANSFER OF AUTHORITIES.—Except for authorities which are
delegated by the Administrator to an officer or em loyee of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency, no authority vested in the Adminis-
trator under this section may be transferred, by executive order of
the President or otherwise, to any other officer or employee of the
United States or to any other person.
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(h) PROPERTY TRANSFERRED BY FEDERAL AGENCIES.—

(1) Norice.—After the last day of the 6-month period begin-
ning on the effective date of rffulations under paragraph (2) of
this subsection, whenever any department, agency, or instrumen-
tality of the United States enters into any contract for the sale
or other transfer of real proferty which is owned by the United
States and on which any hazardous substance was stored for
one year or more, known to have been released, or disposed of),
the head of such department, agency, or instrumentality shall
include in such contract notice of the type and quantily o{ such
hazardous substance and notice of the time at which such stor-
age, release, or disposal took place, to the extent such informa-
;‘_z?er; is available on the basis of a complete search of agency

iles.

(2) ForM OF NOTICE; REGULATIONS.—Notice under this subsec-
tion shall be provided in such form and manner as may be pro-
vided in regulations tpromulgated by the Administrator. As
promptly as practicable after the enactment t;f this subsection
but not later than 18 months after the date of such enactment,
and after consultation with the Administrator of the General
Services Administration, the Administrator shall promulgate
regulations regarding the notice required to be provided under
this subsection. .

(3) CONTENTS OF CERTAIN DEEDS.—Afler the last day of the 6-
month period beginning on the effective date of regulations

- under paragraph (2) of this subsection, in the case of any real
property owned. by the United States on which any hazardous
substance was stored for one year or more, known to have been

~ released, or disposed of, each deed entered into for the transfer
of such property by the United States to any other person or
entity shall contain—
(A) to the extent such information is available on the
basis of a complete search of agency files—

(i) a notice of the type and quantity of such hazard-
ous substances,

(ii) notice of the time at which such storage, release,
or disposal took place, and

(iii)?g description of the remedial action taken, if
any, a :

(B) a covenant warranting thai—

(i) all remedial action necessary to protect human
health and the environment with respect to any such
substance remaining on the property has been taken
before the date of such transfer, and

(ii) any additional remedial action found to be neces-
sary after the date of such transfer shall be conducted
by the United States.

The requirements of subparagraph (B) shall not apply in any
case in which the person or entity to whom the property is
transferred is a potentially responsible party with respect to
such real property.

(i) OBLIGATIONS UNDER SoLiD WASTE DisposaL Acr.—Nothing in

this section shall affect or impair the obligation of any department,
agency, or instrumentality of the United gtates to comply with any
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requirement of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (including corrective
action requirements).
(i) NATIONAL SECURITY.—

(1) SITE SPECIFIC PRESIDENTIAL ORDERS.—The President may
issue such orders regarding response actions at any specified
site or facility of the Department of Energy or the Department
of Defense as may be necessary to protect the national security
interests of the United States at that site or facility. Such
orders may include, where necessary to protect such interests, an
exemption from any requirement contained in this title or under
title III of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization
Act of 1986 with respect to the site or facility concerned. The
President shall notify the Congress within 30 days of the issu-
ance of an order under this paragraph providing for any such
exemption. Such notification shall include a statement of the
reasons for the granting of the exemption. An exemption under
this paragraph shall be for a specified period which may not
exceed one year. Additional exemptions may be granted, each
upon the President’s issuance of a new order under this para-
graph for the site or facility concerned. Each such additional
exemption shall be for a specified period which may not exceed
one year. It is the intention of the Congress that whenever an
exemption is issued under this paragraph the response action
shall geroceed as expeditiously as practicable. The Congress
shall notified periodically of the progress of any response
action with respect to which an exemption has been issued
under this paragraph. No exemption shall be granted under
this paragraph due to lack of appropriation unless the Presi-

~dent shall have specifically requested such appropriation as a
part of the budgetary process and the Congress shall have failed
to make available such requested appropriation.

(2) CLASSIFIED INFORMATION.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, all requirements of the Atomic Energy Act
and all Executive orders concerning the handling of restricted
data and national security information, including ‘“need to
know” requirements, shall be applicable to any grant of access
to classified information under the provisions of this Act or
under title III of the Superfund Amendments and Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 1986.

SEC. 121, CLEANUP STANDARDS.,

(a) SELECTION OF REMEDIAL ACTION.—The President shall select
appropriate remedial actions determined to be necessary to be car-
ried out under section 10} or secured under section 106 which are in
accordance with this section and, to the extent practicable, the na-
tional contingency plan, and which provide for cost-effective re-
sponse. In evaluating the cost effectiveness of proposed alternative
_remedial actions, the President shall take into account the total
short- and long-term costs of such actions, including the costs of op-
eration and maintenance for the entire period during which such
activities will be required. :

(b) GENERAL Rures.—(1) Remedial actions in which treatment
which permanently and significantly reduces the volume, toxicity or
mobility of the hazardous substances, pollutants, and contaminants



ENCLOSURE 2

SUMMARY OF CERCLA SECTION 120 AND
EPA REGION 9 POLICY AND REQUIREMENTS

Facility must respond to all releases of hazardous substances
in a manner consistent with all guidelines, rules, regulations,
and criteria established by EPA pursuant to CERCLA, including,
but not limited to, CERCLA Sections 104, 105, 106, 107, 113,

117, 120, 121, and the National Contigency Plan (see Enclosures
1, 3, and 4)

Facility must submit a preliminary assessment (PA) to EPA and
implement that PA (ie; conduct follow-up Site Inspection)
within 18 months of enactment of SARA (date of enactment

was October 17, 1986, hence date of compliance is April 17,
1988). The PA should be submitted to EPA sufficiently in
advance of April, 1988 to allow time for EPA's review and
your revision, as needed. Region 9 recommends that all PA's
be submitted no later than January 30, 1988.

EPA must evaluate and list the facility on the National
Priorities List (NPL) within 30 months of enactment of SARA
(April 17, 1989). Pursuant to recent EPA guidance (see
Selected Guidances #1, Enclosure 4), Federal Agencies and
facilities were required to submit sufficient documentation
to EPA for Hazard Ranking System (HRS) evaluation by

October 15, 1987 if the subject facility was to be considered
for NPL inclusion on the basis of the existing HRS. 1If a
facility failed to submit sufficient information for EPA to
evaluate the facility under the existing HRS by October 15,
1987, then sufficient information for EPA to evaluate the
facility with the revised draft HRS (to be published shortly)
must be submitted by April, 1988.

Should your facility be included on the NPL, a Regional
Project Manager (RPM) from EPA will work with you to
explain additional requirements such as timeframes for
initiation of a Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study
(RI/FS), execution of an Interagency Agreement (IAG), and
establishment of an administrative record.

Pacility must coordinate reviews of all documents, including
work plans, Quality Assurance Project Plans (QAPPs), sample
plans, and draft documents, with relevant EPA, State, and
local officials. The Congressional Record indicates that
CERCLA Section 120({f) was intended to ensure that EPA,
state, and local regulatory officials have the opportunity
to review such documents, as well as all data relating to
any cleanup, as these documents and data become available.

Facility must establish an administrative record containing all
information pertinent to the selection of any response action,

as required by CERCLA Section 113(k) and as described in Selected

Guidances #4 (Enclosure 4).



Facility must implement the public participation requirements
described in CERCLA Section 117 for all remedial actions.
Additional community relations activities should be implemented
in accordance with *"Community Relations in Superfund: A
Handbook," EPA, March 1986, Selected Guidances #8 (Enclosure i#4).

Pursuant -to Section 211 of SARA, each Department of Defense
facility shall establish a Technical Review Committee whenever
possible and practical.

To evaluate the adequacy and appropriateness of all response
activities, per 40 CFR Part 300.68(d) and (e), EPA requests
that all Federal facilities prepare the following for each
distinct RI/FS effort:

° A Work Plan encompassing all phases of any planned RI/FS
activities.

° An event-specific Sample Plan to provide specific
guidance for all field work (see Selected Guidances #12,
$14, and #15, Enclosure 4).

° A project-specific QAPP to assure that the data produced is
appropriate, relevant, reproduceable and defensible (see
Selected Guidances #12, #13, #16 and #17, Enclosure 4). EPA
Region 9 expects that the QAPP will be used to assure that
all data generated during the RI/FS will attain analytical
support Level III, IV or V, as described in Selected
Guidance #12, Enclosure 4).

Specifically, the QAPP must ensure that quality assurance/
quality control (QA/QC) protocols utilized will be equivalent
to those used by the EPA Contract Lab Program (CLP).
Sufficient QA/QC documentation must also be collected and
maintained to allow for complete data validation.

All raw data, instrument printouts, instrument calibration
standards, QC check data,... must be maintained. It is
recommended that Federal agencies develop data validation
capabilities and validate all data generated during the RI/FS.



ENCLOSURE 3

PARTIAL DESCRIPTION OF APPLICABLE CERCLA REQUIREMENTS

CERCLA §104: Requires response to all hazardous substance
releases as necessary to protect public health or
welfare or the environment. All such responses
must be consistent with the National 0il and
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan,
40 CFR Part 300 (NCP}).

CERCLA §105: Requires EPA to develop the NCP, which is EPA's
fundamental guidance for responding to releases
of hazardous substances. The draft revised NCP,
to be released this fall, requires cleanup and
remediation activities to meet applicable or
relevant and appropriate requirements of Federal
and state cleanup standards. The current NCP further
states that Federal Agencies (l) should coordinate
planning and response action with state and local
government and private entities, and (2) rely on
other Federal Agencies for the appropriate expertise.

CERCLA §106: Authorizes response to situations where there is an
imminent and substantial endangerment to public
health or welfare or to the environment.

CERCLA §113: Requires compilation of an Administrative Record.
All remedial or-removal response decisions must be
based on material contained in this record.

CERCLA §117: Describes public participation reguirements for
selection of any remedial action.

CERCLA §120: Describes the Federal facility program as mandated
bt the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
of 1986.

CERCLA §121: Describes cleanup standards and states the strong
preference of Congress for permanent remedial responses,
with offsite transport and disposal being the least
preferred remedy.

Executive Order 12580: Delegates portions of CERCLA to various
Federal Agencies and Departments.
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11.

12.

13'

14.

15.
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17.

please contact your Headquarters or EPA Region 9, Toxics and Waste

ENCLOSURE 4

SELECTED EPA GUIDANCES AND DOCUMENTS

Pre-Remedial Activities at Federal Facilities, Memorandum,
September 8, 1987.

Additional Interim Guidance for FY87 Records of Decisions,
July 24, 1987.

Interim Guidance on Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate
Requirements (ARARs), July 9, 1987.

Administrative Records for Decisions on Selection of CERCLA
Response Actions, May 29, 1987.

Interim Guidance on Remedy Selection, Decembexr 24, 1986.
Superfund Public Health Evaluation Manual, Octobef, 198e6.

RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Technical Enforcement Guidance
Document, September, 1986.

Community Relations in Superfund: A Handbook, March 1986.

Guidance on Feasibility Studies Conducted Under CERCLA,
June, 1985,

Guidance on Remedial Investigations Conducted Under CERCLA,
May, 1985.

Superfund Remedial Design and Remedial Action Guidance,
February, 1985.

Data Quality Objectives For Remedial Response Activities,
March, 1987.

Preparation of a U.S. EPA Quality Assurance Project Plan,

January, 1986 (supplement to Interim Guidelines..., cited below)

Preparation of a U.S. EPA Region 9 PRP Sample Plan,
Qctober, 1987.

Region IX Example Sample Plan for PRP's, to be available
January, 1988.

Interim Guidelines and Specifications for Preparing Quality
Assurance Project Plang, December 29, 1980,

QC/0A Requirements for Reviewing the Data Generated by Res-
sponsible Parties, March 1986.

Should you need copies of any of the guidances cited above,

Management Division, Federal Response Section.
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

United States Department of the Interior 1703
CA-932
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

CALIFORNIA STATE OFFICE
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, California 95825

NOY 29 1987

Mr. John Wise ,

Deputy Regional Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency
215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Mr. Wise:

Since our meeting with you on August 30th of this year, I feel we have
continued to improve coordination between our agencies regarding EPA's
work at the Atlas Mine site. We agreed at that meeting to develop
mutually agreed upon procedures to address coordination needed between
our agencies between now and when the RI/FS is completed. These goals
were reiterated in our September 9th letter to you and in your letter of
October T3th to us.

We feel it is now essential to have an agreement between our agencies.
We have found from past experience with this issue that both agencies,
even with the best of intentions, have difficulty maintaining adequate
communication when it occurs on an informal and sporadic basis. Mis-
understandings have occurred due to the complexity of the issue, the
number of related actions taken by EPA which could affect the BLM, and
uncertainties about the responsibilities each agency has in this area.
Both of our agencies have important public trust responsibilities and
these can be conducted more smoothly and effectively within the context
of an agreement.,

We recognize EPA's authority, under CERCLA and SARA, to take actions at
the Atlas Superfund Site. As land manager for much of the valley, BLM
has responsibilities to protect resources and public health under legis-
lative mandates as well as under specific land use plans developed for
the area. In summary, the efforts of both agencies would be more pro-
ductive and more fully coordinated if conducted within an agreement.
Progress in these areas would provide a more cooperative framework for
discussions at the completion of the RI/FS.

We are unable to enter into a more specific agreement because a legal
review of BLM's potential responsibility is being conducted by the DOI
Office of the Solicitor and the Department of Justice. BLM is giving
high priority to resolving legal questions, but we do not know when this
will be completed. Until resolution, however, we cannot enter into any



agreement which assigns Tiability nor can we commit funds for actions
completed or planned by EPA. Therefore, we have not included any issues
in this agreement which will ultimately be considered in determining
Tiability. We propose instead to limit this agreement to items that
would facilitate interagency coordination for the immediate future.

First, I designate a project manager for BLM who will be the primary
contact between the California State Office and Region IX of EPA.

Second, BLM will participate actively in the development and evaluation
of alternative remedial actions during the feasibility study. For this
purpose, BLM will assign an individual the responsibility for partici-
pating on EPA's study team. In support of this participation, EPA will
provide BLM with data and models used in the Remedial Investigation upon
BLM's request.

Third, BLM will participate in implementing EPA's Community Relations
Plan. For this purpose BLM will assign a public affairs specialist to
work with EPA's staff in the preparation of fact sheets, in the organ-
ization and conduct of agency and public meetings, and in the conduct of
related actions. '

Fourth, BLM will assist EPA in investigating the identities of poten-
tially responsible parties associated with the Atlas Mine site and EPA
will periodically inform the BLM.project manager on the progress of this
effort.

Fifth, BLM will continue to implement actions to minimize soil erosion
and adverse pubtic health impacts in the region of the Atlas Mine site in
accordance with the Hollister Resource Management Plan (8/6/84) and the
Clear Creek Management Plan {3/19/86). 1In addition, BLM will proceed to
implement, through its normal annual work planning process, the specific
measures identified in the attached Appendix.

Sixth, EPA will periodically inform the BLM Project Manager on the
progress of the King City Asbestos Company Mine Preliminary Assessment
and will provide a 1isting of additional mine sites in the valley that
are of concern to EPA.

As an overall point about the RI/FS activities for the Atlas Mine site, I
want to re-emphasize BLM's concern that the evaluation of potential
remedial actions should take fully into account the regional setting of
this site and the downstream management actions of other government
agencies. The wide distribution of asbestos in the soils of this region,
the historical and continuing natural erosion in this region, as well as
historical mining activities throughout the region are circumstances
indicating that an areawide approach to remedial actions will be neces-
sary to protect public health in a cost effective manner. Accordingly,
any remedial actions must address the problem on an areawide basis. This
approach would involve other concerned government agencies, including the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, the California Department of Water Resources
and the California Regional Water Quality Control Board (Central Valley
Region) and would be consistent with the view of these agencies that the
ashestos-related problems in the Arroyo Pasajero need to be addressed on
a coordinated, areawide basis.



In closing, 1 request your concurrence on the above proposal. Please
return a copy of this letter with your signature. I have designated
David Howell, Hollister Area Manager, as the Project Manager for BLM. He
will remain in close contact with EPA's Project Manager to coordinate the
future actions of our agencies. '

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact me. I am
optimistic that we can reach agreement on how best to achieve the mutual
goals of our agencies with respect to the Atlas Mine site and the broader
ashestos-related problems in that area.

Sinc

'éggié%%%ﬁ%§§£‘

1 Enclosure
Appendix (1 p.)

cC:

DM, Bakersfield

AM, Hollister

WO 509, Room 3061, MIB

I concur:

John Wise, Deputy Regional Administrator



APPENDIX

ATLAS ASBESTOS MINE
PROPOSED MEASURES

The following measures are proposed for implementation. The primary
objective of these measures s to 1imit pubiic exposure to concentrated
airborne asbestos dust in the vicinity of the mine site.

Current Situation - The mine site area is currently closed to off-road-
vehicle (ORY) use. There is not public access to the south side of White
Creek Road. There are approximately ten standard BLM "closed to off-road-
vehicle" signs in the mine site area. There are no signs indicating any
health hazard. Numerous fresh vehicle tracks exist throughout the mine
site indicating widespread violation of existing ORV restrictions. Where
vehicle use has occurred recently, there is a fine powder asbestos dust
surface.

Proposed Action - The Proposed Action is to install barriers and increase
patrolling activity to make the existing closure against ORV use more
effective. The White Creek Road which bisects the site would remain open
to vehicle use. Additionally signing would be installed and maintained to
assure that all individuals entering the area are aware of the potential
health hazards. The following actions are necessary to successfully
implement the Proposed Action:

1) Construct a fence on both sides of the White Creek Road in
areas where there are no physical or vegetative barriers to keep
vehicles out of the mine site.

2} Install signs in the vicinity of Spanish Lake and at the lower
gate on White Creek Road warning visitors of the potential health
hazards. ‘

3) Install physical barriers and signs explaining closure at
approximately 39 vehicle routes which provide access to the mine site
(includes helicopter flight to assure that all vehicular access
routes are identified).

4} Install hazard warning signs every 150 feet around the
perimeter of the mine hazard area (approximately 94 signs).

5) Increase law enforcement and use monitoring patrols. Patrols
would be conducted by BLM Park Rangers.

6) Deny any Special Recreation Permit applications for events that
transect this area.

7) Maintain signs and fences on an ongoing basis.

Enc? 1
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2800 Cottage Way, Room, E-2841 /’6}45Q:
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Ret Atlas Asbestos Mine Site /7}/'57

Property Owned by Bureau of Land Management
Coalinga, California

Dear Mr. Hastey:

I would like to express my appreciation for you and your
staff taking the time to meet with John Wise and EPA staff

on August 31, The meeting was very informative for both
BLM and EPA.

As we discuased, the Atlas Asbestos Mine (located near
Coalinga, California) has been designated as a Superfund site
by the U.S., Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability
Act of 1980, 42 U.5.C, 9601 et, seq. (CERCLA)., This letter
informs you about the Superfund process in general, EPA's
actions at the Atlas Asbestos mine, and BLM's status as a
rasponsible party.

Once an_ area is designated a Superfund.site,.the following. ... .. ...
in order to quantify the amount of hazardous material at the
site and to quantify the risk that the material poses to the
community. Activities which eliminate or minimize the risk

will also be identified at that time. This activity is called
the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS). After

the RI/FS is completed, EPA will decide which cleanup remedy is
needed. Once the cleanup remedy has been chosen, 1t is designed
and Ilmplemented. The contire process may take several years,

s0 if an immediate health threat is discovered, emergency
response actions can also be taken to eliminate or minimize

the threat.

JATRCAMENT &/
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EPA is currently conducting the RI/FS at.the Atlas Asbestos
site pursuant to Section 104 of CERCLA, and will continue
such activities unless we determine that a responsible
party will properly conduct the study in a manner consistent
with the National Contingency Plan (Title 40, Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 300) and EPA's RI/FS guidances,

Responsible parties under CERCLA include current and
past land owners and operators, as well as persons who generate
the hazardous substances or were involved in their transport,
treatment, or disposal. Based on . public records qoncerning
ownership of the site, EPA believes that BLM may be a responsible
party. More specifically, these records show that the Bureau
of Land Management owns the Atlas Asbestos site.

Under Section 106(a) and 107(a) of CERCLA, responsible
parties may be required to implement any needed response
to a release or threatenad release of a hazardous substance
to the environment, and be may liable for expenditures for
investigation, planning, cleanup of the site, and enforcement.
With the reauthorization and amendment of CERCLA on October
17, 1986, these requirements have taken on new significance.
For the first time, {t is explicitly clear that Federal
Agencies are required to implement CERCLA programs at all NPL
g8ltes in a manner consistent with all EPA guidelinee, rules,
regulationse and criteria (see CERCLA Section 120). By this
letter, EPA notifies BLM of potential liability with regard
to this matter and encourages BLM to assist EPA in undertaking
the RI/FS and prepare for undertaking cleanup activities
which will be overseen by EPA,

EPA has determined that a release of hazardous substances,
as defined by Section 101(14) of CERCLA, has occurred at the
Atlas facility. At the present time, asbestos, chromium, and
other metals have been found in soil, air and surface water
samples at the s{te. The site has been identified as a
probable source of waterborne asbestos in the California
Aqueduct and as a source of ambient asbestos in air Bamples
taken near the site and in the town of Coalinga. As a result
of such contamination, users of surface waters of Los Gatos
Creek, Callfornia Aqueduct users, residents of Coalinga,
Huron and Avenol and wildlife {n the area may potentially be
exposed to the contaminants in levels harmful to human health
or the environment. In addition, the potential exists for

ATrACHMEN et
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direct public exposure to highly contaminated soils and/or
‘surface waters in unsecured areas of the asite,

-~ EPA 18 now considering further response actions in the area.
This letter invites BILM to participate in these activities by
AgAiating FPA. Studies whioh muge be condyestad to address

the situation at the Atlas Asbestos site include:

1. FPurther investigations to identify the local
meterological and geological characteristics and

to define the nature and extent of soil, air and
surface water contamination at the g8lites and,

2. Feasibllity studies to evaluate possible remedial
agtions to remove or contain hazardous substances,
pollutants, and contaminants at the site.

During and/or after completion of the above studies, BLM
may be asked to undertake, or may be liable for, implementation
of corrective measures necessary to protect the public health,
welfare, or the environment. Such measures may include, but are
not limited to:

l. Divorting streams around the mining overburden and
tailings piles to reduce erosion;

2. Designing and implementing the EPA-approved
final remedy; and

3. Providing any monitoring and maintenance
necessary after remedial measures are com-
pleted,

In addition, EPA would lilte «& disczuss havivg BLM lLipdement
interim corrective measures to secure the site in order to |
prevent any contact with any hazardous substances that may he
present at the site. Specifically, EPA would like BIM to
ingtall at least a 6-foot high locked pipe panel gate across
all access roads, set deep in concrete during November, 1987,
To further reduce the potential for unauthorized people to
galn access to the site, signs should be posted on the road
Teading to the site that give a warning ef ths asbastes waale
per EPA's specifications. These signs should be at least 4 by
3 feet in size and should be in English and Spanish.

AT‘I’HQHN\E”T b-3
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As we discussed, EPA would like to meet regarding these
issues with you or your staff so that EPA and BLM can have a
mutual understanding of how BLM will participate {n future
investigations and cleanup activities. A commitment to
remaln consistent with EPA RI/FS5 guidances and policies must
be made through an interagency agreement. To that end, my

staff will be sending you a draft lnteragency agr nt in
October.

We would appreciate a response, in writing, within 20
calendar days from receipt of this letter, indicating BLM's
willingnesa to partlcipate in the RI/FS. EPA may later
invite BLM to undertake the design and implementation of the
selected remedy upon our completion of the RI/FS.

In your letter, please indicate the appropriate BIM
Project Manager name, address, and telephone number for
further contact. Your letter should be gsent to:

Jennifer Decker

Toxlcs and Waste Management Division
Mail Code T—-4-3

U.8. EPA, Region 9

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

In addition to this notification, EPA would like to obtain
certaln Information from {ou to assist us in the RI/FS.
We are interesled Llu any lnformaction that you have on the
following:

1. The total volume of asbestos, in cubic meters, and
the methods used to generate, atore, treat, dispose
of, or otherwlse handle the ashestos, and when and
where thig activity nnmnrred, Please demaribo
locations as preclsely as possible; e.g., for on-site
activities, specify where on the site the activity
took place. This information should inglude, hut
not be limited to, information pertaining to ponds,
tanks or other unitas which were historically used to
store or dispose of hazardous substances but which
no longer exist, and information, in¢luding correspon-
dence hetween BIM, tho Aklan Asbastss Company wu:
other parties, pertaining to any wastes which wers
or are now being discharged from the mine facility
ints & pund ve other areas within the adjacent
property.
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2. “Any photographs, maps, ¢r diagrams, regardless of
" their date, which are in the possession of BLM or
any of its divislions or contractors, which show the
mine facillty, adjacent areas of the neighboring
mill, drainage patterns, or areas on which hazardous
substances have been or may be located including
transportation to off~site areas.

3. The ldentity of any other person or persons, as
defined in CERCLA Section 101(21), who you believe
may have any information, documents, or other materials
addressed in the preceeding three paragraphs, and a
brief description of the information you believe
they may have,

In responding to the above request, please describe the
types of records that were maintained by BLM, including the
date of the records, the author of the records, the current
location of the records, and the current custodian and all
efforts that were taken to identify these records. 1If, in
responding to the above request, information was obtained through
employee interviews, indicate so in your letter and provide
the names of the employees interviewed. We would appreciate
receiving your response to this request for additional information

as soon as poesible, but within 30 days would be very helpful
to us. p——

We look foward to working closely with the BLM staff
in the future. Should you have any questionsg regarding the
site or this letter, please feel free to contact Jennifer
Decker, the Remedial Project Manager, at (415) 974-8161 or
myself at (415) 974=7460.

Sincerely.,

747 enumn

Jeff Zelikson
Acting Director
Toxlcs & Waste Management Division
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John Wise, Deputy Regional Administrator

Jon Wactor, QOffice of Regional Counsel, EPA Reglon 9
Jennifer Decker, Remedial Project Manager, EPA Region 9
Dixector, Qffice of Waste Programs Enforcement, EPA
Jeanine Jones, California Department of Health Services
Gary Carozza, Fresno County Health Department/APCD
Lonnie Wass, Regional Water Quality Control Board
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