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nation is present before considering those resi-
dences eligibie for clean up.
On October 16, 1996, W. Michael McCabe, EPA — —
Region IIT Regional Administrator, held a press Comumunity interest in the home clean-up pro-
conference at Stoney Ridge to update area resi- 8rem has been and remains high. By the end of
dents and local media about the most recent ac- 1996, EPA will have cleaned 141 homes in the
tivities occurring at the Palmerton Zinc Palmerton area. EPA expects 1997 to be the
Superfund Site, in Palmerton, Pennsylvania. fourth and final year for the interim action. Resi-
dents should contact EPA as soon as possible to
EPA discussed the completion of legal agree- Schedule testing.
ments with 32 area homeowners, and the status
of EPA's home clean-up program. These legal 11 1991, one of the PRPs agreed to clean 24 of
agreements provide residents with a strong de- the contaminated h(?mes in Palmerton. quever,
fense under Federal law from anyone who at- homeowners later informed EPA that this PRP
tempts to sue them for costs related to cleaning Stated it reserved the right to sue these
contaminated properties. Many Palmerton homeowners to reimburse clean-up costs, claim-
homeowners have been concerned that the po- 108 the zinc polluter had not caused the poilu-
tentially responsible parties (PRPs), those indi- tion in the homes. This PRP claimed the pollu-
viduals or companies EPA holds responsible for tion came from lead paint in the house; EPA later
contaminating the site, may sue them to recover disproved tl?ls allegation. Because of this threat
their costs. of legal action, many homeowners elected not
to have their homes cleaned.
* * % % *
EPA began its own clean-up program in April
Durlng the press conference, one individual al- 1994. Under an interim action agreement, EPA
leged that several residents who had accepted Sampled homes and properties for lead, cadmium,
EPA's interim clean-up action had deliberately and zinc. Next, EPA removed the contamina-
provided false information in order to qualify for tion from the homes and properties, as neces-
the cleanup. Intentionally deceiving the U.S. sary. However, participation in the clean-up pro-
Government is a crime. EPA's Office of Inspec- gram by residents was completely voluntary.
tor General in Region III investigates such alle- EPA was most concerned with homes where
gations. However, EPA has not seen evidence pregnant women and children under age six were
of this alleged fraud and does not believe it played  living, since they are especially vulnerable to lead
a part in or affected the clean-up process. peisoning.
The purpose of EPA's cleanup is to protect indi-
viduals especially vulnerable to lead exposure
(pregnant women and young children). Given EPA has received the draft Feasibility Study-foc®~< Y-y

any uncertainties, EPA has and will take action
to protect residents from current or potential ex-
posure to contaminants known to be at the site.
EPA has interviewed and has had personal con-
tact with hundreds of Palmerton citizens over the
years. EPA believes that, despite differing opin-
ions on the cleanup, Palmerton citizens are forth-
right and honest. EPA has sampled and contin-
ues to sample residences to determine if contami-

Operable Unit No. 3 from its contractor. Oper-
able Unit No. 3 addresses the contamination the
smelter caused during its operations. These
smelting operations emitted and deposited heavy
metals into off-site soils.

Currently, EPA is reviewing the results of this
study. EPA expects to complete this rev1c§/
the end of the year. Q‘%@
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