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The Moncrable William XK. Reilly
Mrinistrator

Envircnmental Protection Agen.
401 ¥ fTrest, W .
Suite 1200-W

washington, D.C. 20460

Dear BL1L:

I would respectiully request that you perscrally intervene o p:went the
release Of a PCB rick essessment until it can be based on nev ard accurate

. saiartitis information, :

On Nay 18 your regionzl office {(n New York City Intends t0 release a
Preliminary Risk Assessmant for the Hudsen River, a dacurent vhich will be
besed on outdated and inadequate information, This risk assessmant cannot
possibly camply with EPA requlatiens reguiring that all xisk assessments be
based on specific facts which reflect the cuzent conditian of the site.

TFor soms uninown reason, this documant is baing sushed out in apparent
viclation of the National ecntingercy plans by the Regional Office stafl
only & few months aftexr the ptaxrt of overall Hudson River Reaescssment.
Tae document relies on dasa that is litarally ysdrs old, Rurther, 4t will
not conslder the beneficial effects of the recently cupleted $15 million
reediation projest for ths so called "remant deposits® of FCB's located
2long the barks ¢f thé upper Hudson, Consequantly the risk assessmint .wui.
Instead, it

rot reflact the changing ard {moreving conditions of the river,
will sezve the e ¢f spreading ;gsmm.ntion and alamm gmeng citizens

papos
and local govesmmernt officials whe have been assured that EPA will make
decisicns hased on good and defeneidle science, - -

Perhaps even werse, this document will lead to a loss of creditility for EPA

te erm ystsl 3 g Youit fven.

The publication of this flawed risk assessmart {3 only the latest in a
series of events wvhich indicats that decisicn making for the Hudson River is
critically in need of oversight from youxr office., For 19, I have been
told by repsesentatives of GT trat they aze able to meet only with the staff
of the Regioral Director to discuse rtant {ssueg = = puch as the risk
&ssesamanic, The Cdmpiex scientifle pablio policy issves which suwrround
the Hudson River project, make this lack of communication difficult to
wdsrstand. It is particularly puzzu.ni given your intexest and suppert for
bicdegradation and cthezr new technologies that might be better solutions for
hazardous waste sites acroess the oountry.
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Rill, as you may know, GE is ({nvesting some §50 million to develop
Eiodegredetion 65 a viahle reans of remedisting sedirents, In fast, a
danonstration of this techology is screduled to begin in the Hudson within
& fev weeks., Additiorally, extensive naturel biodegradation of FCE's is
wdngplace in ths Rudson, raducing the toxicity of the chemicals and
ectus Ing them, Tha condition of the Hudson sppears to be
improving dramatically, with further irprovements expectsed.

The risk acsasement relng rsleased next week oonsiders none of th.{.:.'
information, nox doss it consider ths emerging science vhich recognizes that
PCE's are a farily ©f over 200 chamicals with widely verying degrees of
texicity. '

Given your pelicy ¢f making decisions bassd on tha best science, I ask that
you detexming whether the publicetion of this risk essessméent is .
peilsy, and vhathar an cpen and fals process is deing followed wi. will
deed £o best decision for the Budsen,
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