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INTRODUCTION 
 

  This section describes the purpose of this 
Community Involvement Plan and gives an 
overview of the Superfund program. 

The Community Involvement Plan is a 
working document that will evolve as the 
investigation and cleanup process continues 
and input is received from the community. It 
is intended to be flexible, adaptable and 
used as a guideline for our communication 
with the community. 

 

The Federated Metals Corporation Whiting 
Superfund Site is currently on the National 
Priorities List, and community involvement for 
the site is covered under the Superfund 
Program. See Page 4 for more information on 
Superfund. 
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Community Involvement Plan Overview 
On September 5, 2023, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency added the Federated Metals 
Corporation, or FMC, Whiting site to the Superfund National Priorities List, or NPL. The NPL is a list of the 
nation’s most hazardous waste sites eligible for federal funding under the Superfund law. The FMC site, 
located on the border of Hammond and Whiting, Indiana, is a former metal smelting, refining, recovery, 
and recycling facility that operated from 1937 to 1983. Contamination from the site includes lead and 
arsenic.  A brief site history and description are provided in “The Site” section on page 7. 

EPA prepared this Community Involvement Plan, or CIP, to inform, engage and support the communities 
near the FMC site in Hammond and Whiting, Indiana. Our community involvement effort is committed 
to promoting effective and meaningful communication between the public and EPA. We want to make 
sure that members of the affected communities know and understand when and how they can participate 
in decision-making during the cleanup activities at this site and the communities’ concerns and 
information needs are considered and addressed as activities at the site progress. 

This CIP was prepared to support environmental and cleanup activities at and near the FMC site. We used 
several information sources to develop this plan, including research, discussions with community 
members and information gathered at community interviews. EPA scheduled in-person interviews with 
community members at the Whiting Public Library located at 1735 Oliver Street in Whiting, Indiana. EPA 
interviewed 16 individuals from December 5 to 19, 2023. Interviewees included local residents, 
local officials, members of local community groups and other parties interested in activities and cleanup 
efforts. 

This CIP describes EPA’s plan for addressing concerns and keeping residents informed and involved in 
investigation and cleanup activities at the site. We will use this document as a guide to involve 
and communicate with residents, businesses and the local government in the cities of Hammond and 
Whiting. 

(Words in bold are defined in Appendix A.) 

If you are interested in submitting comments or have questions or suggestions concerning this CIP, please 
contact: 

Adrian Palomeque  
Community Involvement Coordinator 
EPA Region 5 
440-250-1715
palomeque.adrian@epa.gov

EPA’s Community Outreach Objectives: 

• Assist the public in understanding the decision-making process and the community’s role in that process
during site investigation and cleanup.

• Give the public accessible, accurate, timely and understandable information about the project as it moves
forward.

• Ensure adequate time and opportunity for the public to give informed and meaningful input.
• Respect and fully consider public input throughout the entire process.
• Reflect community concerns, questions and information needs.

mailto:palomeque.adrian@epa.gov
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Superfund Program 
What is the Superfund Program?  
Superfund is an environmental cleanup program enabled by a federal law enacted in 1980 known as the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, or CERCLA, also called 
Superfund. In 1986, another law, the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act, or SARA, 
reauthorized CERCLA to continue Superfund cleanup activities. EPA requires those responsible for 
contaminating Superfund sites, known as potentially responsible parties, or PRPs, to clean up those 
sites or reimburse the government if EPA conducts the cleanup at the site. If EPA and the PRP can’t reach 
a cleanup agreement, EPA can order the PRP to do the work or have the Department of Justice require 
the PRP to do the work through the federal court system. If a PRP is not complying with a cleanup 
agreement or order, EPA’s enforcement program takes action to correct the situation. If a PRP is not 
found or the company no longer exists, EPA uses money from Congress to fund investigations and 
cleanups. Superfund site identification, monitoring and response activities are coordinated with state, 
tribal and territorial environmental protection and waste management agencies. FMC and its parent 
corporation ASARCO are considered the PRP for the FMC site. While FMC and ASARCO entered into a 
federal consent decree to perform Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, or RCRA, corrective action 
across the entire 36-acre smelter property in 1992, ASARCO declared bankruptcy before the corrective 
action work was complete. In 2009, a bankruptcy settlement agreement established a Trust that took 
over the property and conducted cleanup activities (see the Site History section beginning on page 9 for 
more details). However, no Trust funds remained to investigate potential contamination in the 
surrounding neighborhoods, so EPA’s Superfund program took over investigation and cleanup activities.    

Once EPA has been made aware of a site by individuals, local and state agencies or others, EPA follows 
a step-by-step process to determine the best way to clean it up and protect human health and the 
environment. If the site poses an immediate threat to public health or the environment, EPA can 
intervene with an emergency response action. The goal of EPA’s Emergency Response and Removal 
Program is to protect the public and the environment from immediate threats posed by the release or 
discharge of hazardous substances. From 2018 to 2019, EPA performed a short-term emergency 
response action excavating lead-contaminated soils at 33 priority residential properties in Whiting and 
Hammond. For further information about this emergency response, please see the Site History section 
beginning on Page 9. 
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The Superfund program encourages active dialogue between communities affected by the release of 
hazardous substances and all the agencies responsible for carrying out or overseeing cleanup actions. 
EPA considers community involvement to be an important part of the Superfund program, and 
opportunities for community involvement occur throughout the process. At each step in the process, 
there are opportunities for various levels of community involvement; see the graphic in the Community 
Engagement in Superfund Cleanups section below. 

 
Community Engagement in Superfund Cleanups  
Ongoing input and involvement by the community are essential to our efforts to provide effective 
community engagement. We have learned that EPA’s decision-making ability is enhanced by actively 
seeking input and information from the community. Community members need to be involved in all 
phases of the investigation and cleanup so that the contamination is addressed in a way that protects 
people and the environment – now and in the future.  

Residents, business owners and local government officials may be able to provide valuable information 
about a hazardous site that can help us determine the best way to clean it up. Information can help 
determine the location of contamination, how people may be exposed to the contamination and perhaps 
sources of the contamination. 

Local residents educated EPA about their community and told EPA about their concerns, which are 
provided in the Community Interviews section beginning on page 24. 

Visit these EPA websites for more information on  
the Superfund process.  

Superfund: www.epa.gov/superfund   
Cleanup Process: https://www.epa.gov/superfund/cleaning-
superfund-sites  
Community Involvement: 
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-community-
involvement 

 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/cleaning-superfund-sites
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/cleaning-superfund-sites
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-community-involvement
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-community-involvement
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THE SITE 
  

  

  

This section presents a description and history 
of activities at the site, as well as the next steps. 
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Site Description and Location 
The FMC site is at 2230 Indianapolis Boulevard in Whiting, Lake County, Indiana, adjacent to George Lake, 
sometimes referred to as Lake George. The 19-acre site consists of two land parcels, a 9-acre former 
smelter and a 10-acre landfill near the shore of George Lake. The property is in a residential and 
commercial area. The parcel is bounded to the north by George Lake Trail, vacant land and residences; to 
the east by a commercial building and New York Avenue; to the south by vacant land and Calumet College 
of St. Joseph; and to the west by vacant land and George Lake.  Lake Michigan is located approximately 
0.7 miles northeast of the parcel.   

In 2023, EPA finalized the FMC site’s placement on the NPL. Placement on the NPL makes the site eligible 
for federal money to investigate and clean up the site under EPA’s Superfund program. The EPA is 
investing money from the Bipartisan Infrastructure Law, or BIL, to clean up the site. Contamination at the 
site and surrounding area includes lead and arsenic in soil. During EPA’s site investigation and evaluation 
of the site for the NPL, George Lake sediments were found to have elevated lead concentrations, which 
may impact wildlife. EPA has confirmed that approximately 130 residential properties have lead-
contaminated soil, and an estimated 700 residential properties still need to be sampled. Most of the 
information in this section is taken from the EPA FMC site website under the “Cleanup Activities” tab: 
www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals. 

 

  

Federated Metals Corporation site layout map. The site is outlined in yellow. 

 

 

 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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Site History  
From 1937 until 1983, FMC operated 
a 36-acre metal smelting, refining, 
recovery and recycling facility along 
the border of Hammond and Whiting, 
Indiana. In 1985, FMC sold the 17-
acre smelter manufacturing facilities 
to HBR Partnership.  Subsequently, 
other businesses, including Northern 
Indiana Metals and Whiting Metals, 
purchased the 17-acre parcel and 
continued to conduct smelting 
operations off and on until 
2020. Historically, smelter operations 
often emitted lead and other heavy 
metals from the facilities’ stack, 
baghouse and waste piles. 

In 1939, residents near FMC were 
alarmed by the fumes and smoke from the plant, as people began feeling ill once the plant began 
operating. The Hammond Health Board gave FMC 60 days to eliminate the noxious fumes and smoke from 
its plants; however, FMC did not comply. By 1940, about a year after the smoke was first noticed by 
residents, FMC constructed a taller smokestack to solve the smoke problem. Over the following years, 
FMC accumulated numerous environmental complaints (Whiting-Robertsdale Historical Society).  

In January 1949, a train deposited 49 
unsealed, steel drums of raw material at 
FMC. Each drum contained 700 to 1,000 
pounds of metal dross containing 
aluminum arsenide. Workers unloaded 
the drums and dumped their contents on 
the concrete floor of the receiving 
department. The workers mixed the 
material, some of it wet with rain, and 
made separate piles for production and 
lab samples. Within four days, four men 
died and 19 men had become sick. When 
aluminum arsenide comes into contact 
with water it decomposes in a chemical 
reaction that creates deadly arsine gas. 
The deputy Lake County coroner 
concluded that safeguards against arsenic 
poisoning were not in place at the plant; 
these safeguards could have saved the 
lives of workers. After learning about this 

The Federated Metals facility. Source: 
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2018/12/17/federated-
metals-was-a-pollution-problem-from-the-start  

Photo from the Hammond Times of the drum shipment at the 
Federated Metals facility. Source: 
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/tragedy-at-federated-
metals-in-1949  

https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2018/12/17/federated-metals-was-a-pollution-problem-from-the-start
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2018/12/17/federated-metals-was-a-pollution-problem-from-the-start
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2018/12/17/federated-metals-was-a-pollution-problem-from-the-start
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/tragedy-at-federated-metals-in-1949
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/tragedy-at-federated-metals-in-1949
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incident, the U.S. Interstate Commerce Commission ordered new regulations governing containers and 
hazardous material identification for dross shipments across state lines as well as implementing safety 
training for employees who handle dross (Whiting-Robertsdale Historical Society). 

In 1992, FMC and its parent corporation, ASARCO, entered into a federal consent decree to settle an EPA 
lawsuit alleging RCRA hazardous waste violations and agreed to perform RCRA corrective action across 
the entire 36-acre smelter property, not just the 19 acres that FMC still owned. From 2001 to 2006, the 
smelter property was subject to a $3.35 million federal RCRA corrective action and Indiana State RCRA 
closure project that is nearly complete. The corrective action involved demolishing an onsite baghouse 
and consolidating slag dredged from adjacent George Lake with contaminated soils excavated from facility 
production areas and non-hazardous baghouse demolition debris into an existing on-site landfill on the 
property. The landfill included a “phyto-cap” feature designed to use plants and trees to reduce landfill 
contaminants from leaching into the groundwater. 

In December 2005, ASARCO declared bankruptcy and abandoned the site before the RCRA corrective 
action was completed. In 2009, a federal bankruptcy court allocated $1.2 million to a federal trustee to 
complete the corrective action at the 10-acre landfill and 9-acre area undergoing corrective action. The 
trustee has spent about half of the funds originally given by the bankruptcy court to complete the RCRA 
corrective action at the FMC landfill. The trust completed the landfill cover, installed additional 
groundwater monitoring wells, and conducted several rounds of on-site and off-site groundwater 
sampling to confirm that the landfill cap was preventing groundwater contamination. This RCRA corrective 
action work is still ongoing; however, no trust funds remain to investigate potential releases of 
contaminants to the surrounding neighborhood.  Consequently, EPA’s Superfund program initiated an 
investigation of the neighborhood yards and excavated those yards that were most heavily contaminated 
with lead.  

At the request of EPA’s RCRA 
program, in late 2016 and early 
2017, EPA’s Superfund Division 
sampled soils at city-owned 
properties and rights-of-way in 
Hammond and Whiting to 
determine if heavy metals from the 
former FMC facility had 
contaminated the surrounding 
residential areas. The results 
showed some lead and arsenic 
contamination at unoccupied 
properties in the community. 

EPA residential yard cleanup. Air monitoring equipment in the 
bottom left of the photo is used to monitor air quality and dust.  

https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/tragedy-at-federated-metals-in-1949
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In May 2017, EPA sampled the former facility’s landfill to determine whether contamination found in the 
community was from the former smelter.  The analysis showed a link between materials found in the 
landfill and the soils to the north of the site. These combined endeavors led EPA to define a new soil 
sampling area that included occupied residential properties. 

In October 2017, EPA and the cities of Hammond and Whiting informed local residents of a sampling study 
taking place at residential properties to better understand the levels of arsenic and lead in the soil. The 
results showed soil at some of the sampled properties had lead above EPA’s Removal Management 
Levels, or RMLs. RMLs help identify areas, contaminants and conditions where a removal action may be 
appropriate. 

EPA collected soil samples from 242 properties near the former FMC facility to determine the extent of 
historical lead contamination in the area. The assessment found 163 residential yards that had soil lead 
levels above EPA’s health standard.  

In May 2018, EPA began excavating 
soil at priority properties within the 
sampling area. From 2018 to 2019, 
EPA performed a short-term removal 
emergency response action 
excavating lead-contaminated soils 
at 33 priority residential properties in 
Whiting and Hammond. These 
priority properties were properties 
where surface lead levels were equal 
to or exceeded 1,200 parts lead per 
million parts soil and where sensitive 
populations lived. For this project, 
the sensitive population was defined 
as pregnant women and children 
under seven.  

In August of 2021, the city of 
Hammond began a project to 
remove and dispose of lead-
contaminated soil in Hammond 
properties affected by the site. In 
early 2023, the city of Hammond 
informed EPA that 47 residential 
yards were cleaned up. 

On September 6, 2023, EPA issued a press release announcing the addition of the FMC site to the 
Superfund NPL. In that press release, EPA confirmed that approximately 130 residential properties had 
lead-contaminated soil, and an estimated 700 residential properties still needed to be sampled. To read 
the press release, please visit: https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-adds-federated-metals-corp-
whiting-site-hammond-indiana-superfund-national  

Areas near the Federated Metals facility sampled in the EPA 2018 short-term 
removal action outlined in blue. EPA plans to conduct soil sampling at additional 
properties in these areas and may include additional areas outside the blue 
boundary for sampling as part of the upcoming investigation. 

https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-adds-federated-metals-corp-whiting-site-hammond-indiana-superfund-national
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/epa-adds-federated-metals-corp-whiting-site-hammond-indiana-superfund-national
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Next Steps 
EPA is currently in the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study, or RI/FS, stage of the Superfund process 
at the site. This stage involves evaluating the nature and extent of contamination at a site and surrounding 
area and assessing potential threats to human health and the environment. Activities also include 
evaluating the potential performance and cost of the treatment options identified for a site. The FMC site 
has been divided into to operable units, or OUs to aid in the investigation and cleanup process: OU 1, 
includes residential exposure and OU 2 includes George Lake and the FMC site. 

The RI/FS may include the following activities:  

• Investigate the source of contamination at the site by sampling soil, sediments, surface water and 
groundwater in areas that may be affected by site-related contamination. 

• Investigate contamination at residences surrounding the site by sampling soil. 
• Use the results of the first round of soil, sediments, surface water, and groundwater sampling to 

guide additional sampling efforts and broaden the study area until the full extent of the 
contamination is defined.  

• Evaluate potential options to clean up the source of contamination once the RI is complete. These 
options will be documented in the FS. 

• Hold a local meeting to present all options, including a recommended option, for addressing the 
contamination. 

• Provide updates to the community on its website, through public meetings, and mailings 
throughout the investigation.  

The steps throughout the Superfund process. The site is currently in the RI/FS stage. 
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This section provides information about the 
cities of Hammond and Whiting communities, 
including their histories, governments and 
demographics.  

 

THE COMMUNITY 
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Community History  

Hammond 
The city of Hammond is in Lake County, Indiana, and is one of the oldest cities in northern Lake County. 
Hammond was named in honor of George Hammond, who established a slaughterhouse in the area in 
1869, which was the first industrial facility in the region. The city originated as a modest community of 
German farmers who arrived to the area around 1847. With the founding of George Hammond's 
slaughterhouse and beef packaging facility, the town witnessed transformative growth. Proximity to Lake 
Michigan played a pivotal role in fostering the town's development and industrial expansion. Officially 
incorporated as a city on April 21, 1884, with Marcus Towle as its inaugural mayor, Hammond underwent 
substantial expansion post-incorporation, reaching a peak population of 111,698 in 1960 (History of 
Hammond, Indiana u-s-history.com). 

Hammond, an innovator in utilizing refrigerated railcars for transporting 
fresh meat, pioneered this method with his small packing enterprise in 
Detroit, Mich. In 1868, Hammond secured a patent for his refrigerator 
car design. He established a new facility in Northern Indiana alongside 
the Michigan Central Railroad tracks. By 1873, the George H. Hammond 
Co. achieved annual meat sales of $1 million, a figure that rose to nearly 
$2 million by 1875. The company's expansive packing house in Hammond 
rivaled those at the Union Stock Yard in Chicago. Following Hammond's 
death in 1886, the company diminished in significance and eventually 
succumbed to the dominance of Chicago's major packers (Hammond 
(George H.) Co. chicagohistory.org). 

Hammond was initially characterized as a German, working-class city 
boasting a considerable percentage of homeowners. The city played a 

significant role in the Pullman Strike of 1894, where local workers, backed by city officials, refused to 
handle Pullman cars. City officials initially backed the strikers, but the situation escalated into violence, 
leading to the occupation of Hammond by federal troops. On July 7, 1894, during this occupation, the 
troops fatally shot a local carpenter. In response, citizens expressed outrage and condemned President 
Grover Cleveland for deploying the troops. 

After 1901, the need for labor diminished following a fire that ravaged the Hammond Company, resulting 
in the loss of 1,500 jobs and posing a significant crisis for the city. Hammond authorities attempted to lure 
new industries, leading to the establishment of the Standard Steel Car Company, which employed 3,500 
individuals. However, Hammond never attained the same level of industrialization as neighboring cities 
like Whiting, East Chicago and Gary. Instead, Hammond developed a robust regional downtown with 
department stores, office blocks and movie palaces. The downtown Hammond shopping district included 
major chains like Sears and J.C. Penney.  

In 1966, the new River Oaks Mall in Calumet City generated adversity for Hammond’s 70-year-old retailing 
center. Long-established businesses began to close throughout the 1970s and early 1980s. The area’s 

George Hammond.  

https://www.u-s-history.com/pages/h2275.html
https://www.u-s-history.com/pages/h2275.html
http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/2690.html
http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/2690.html
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industries began to close as well, such as American Steel Foundries in 1973, Pullman-Standard in 1981, 
and Rand McNally in 1981.  

Between 1970 and 1990, Hammond experienced a 22 percent decrease in population, declining from 
107,983 to 84,236. In 1980, the workforce composition included 47 percent in manufacturing occupations, 
40 percent in technical sales and service and 13 percent in managerial and professional roles.  

Notable manufacturing companies in Hammond today include Cargill Food Processing, Muster Steel and 
Dover Chemical. ExxonMobil and Marathon have large oil storage facilities in Hammond. In 1996, Empress 
Casino opened in Hammond, which was replaced by Horseshoe Casino in 2001 (Hammond, IN 
chicagohistory.org). 

Today, Hammond has a diverse range of entertainment and recreational activities to enjoy. The Towle 
Theater offers live performances, while the Horseshoe Casino provides gaming and dining experiences. 
Shoppers can explore unique antique and furnishing stores, as well as the expansive 185,000-square-foot 
Cabela's retail showroom catering to outdoor enthusiasts. Hammond is also home to the Lost Marsh 
Environmental Recreation area, which includes a 330-acre golf course and nature preserve. Hammond’s 
Festival of the Lakes provides five days of fun and entertainment every July.  

  

Top: George Lake Pedestrian Bridge. 

 

Right: George Lake with a swan and ducks. The 
Pavilion at Wolf Lake Memorial Park is seen in the 
background. The Pavilion hosts concerts and 
outdoor activities, including Festival of the Lakes.  

http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/562.html
http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/562.html
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Whiting 
The city of Whiting is in Lake County, Indiana, located on the southern shore of Lake Michigan, 
approximately 16 miles from downtown Chicago. Whiting has a rich history shaped by industrial 
development and key land acquisitions. In the mid-19th century (1850 to 1855), original landowners, 
George W. Clarke and George M. Roberts acquired extensive swamp lands in the northwestern Calumet 
region. Following Clarke's death in 1866, his property passed to his sister and her husband, Jacob Forsythe, 
who expanded the holdings. Over the next two decades, Forsythe gained ownership of present-day East 
Chicago and substantial tracts of land that would later be developed as Whiting in 1889 (A standard history 
of Lake County, Indiana, and the Calumet region archive.org).  

Herbert Whiting played a significant role in the history of 
Whiting. Beginning as a farmer and laborer, he transitioned to 
a career in railroading, eventually becoming a conductor for 
the New York and Boston Railway. In 1852, Whiting assumed a 
role with the Michigan Southern Railway as it began 
operations in Chicago. For another 15 years, Whiting 
continued as a conductor for the Michigan Southern, which 
later became the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern.  

In 1868, a railroad siding, a secondary track off the main line, 
in northwest Indiana was named in Whiting’s honor: Whiting’s 
Siding.  The railroad’s reasoning for naming the siding after 
Whiting is unclear, as Whiting often passed through the area 
but never lived or owned property there. One existing theory 
stems from an 1894 newspaper article that stated a "gray-haired conductor," dubbed "Pap Whiting," 
allegedly ran his train off the track, leading to the area being called "Pap Whiting’s Siding." Over time, the 
name “Pap Whiting's Siding” changed to “Pop Whiting’s Siding.” Regardless of the story’s truth, the name 
“Pop” Whiting would be remembered for generations.  

Whiting's legacy grew into a colorful legend, with stories of his fearless or reckless nature as a conductor 
and engineer. Despite conflicting accounts about the city's naming, Whiting stood out as a working man 
who earned respect over his forty-year career. Herbert Whiting passed away in 1897, leaving a lasting 
impact on the city that bears his name. He spent 45 years with the Lake Shore Railroad and continued 
working until his death (Pop Whiting: How Whiting Got Its Name — Whiting-Robertsdale Historical Society 
wrhistoricalsociety.com). 

Henry Schrage was another important figure in Whiting’s history. Schrage arrived in Whiting in 1854 at 
the age of 10. After serving in the Union Army during the Civil War, participating in significant battles, and 
accompanying General William Tecumseh Sherman on his March to the Sea, Schrage returned to Whiting. 
In 1868, he married Caroline Wuesenfeld and opened the city's first retail business, a general store near 
the railroad tracks. 

Herbert Whiting. 

https://ia800203.us.archive.org/34/items/standardhistoryo01howa/standardhistoryo01howa.pdf
https://ia800203.us.archive.org/34/items/standardhistoryo01howa/standardhistoryo01howa.pdf
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/how-whiting-got-its-name#:%7E:text=Here%E2%80%99s%20what%20we%20know%20for%20certain%3A%20The%20city,after%20Herbert%20Lloyd%20%E2%80%9CPop%E2%80%9D%20Whiting%2C%20a%20railroad%20conductor.
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/how-whiting-got-its-name#:%7E:text=Here%E2%80%99s%20what%20we%20know%20for%20certain%3A%20The%20city,after%20Herbert%20Lloyd%20%E2%80%9CPop%E2%80%9D%20Whiting%2C%20a%20railroad%20conductor.


17 

In 1871, Schrage became the city's first postmaster, using his store as 
the post office. When Schrage became postmaster, the name of the 
community was shortened from Pop Whiting’s Siding to Whiting. He 
went on to serve as a town alderman and township trustee in the 
community's early days. 

In 1880, the population of Whiting was 115. In March and April of 1889, 
the Standard Oil Company arrived along the lakefront in Whiting. 
Schrage sold Standard Oil part of his land and helped the company 
acquire other land needed for building a refinery. He invested his 
profits in real estate and opened the Bank of Whiting on April 21, 1895. 
In 1911, the bank relocated to its present site at 119th Street and New 
York Avenue (Schrage Family History is Early Whiting History — 

Whiting-Robertsdale Historical Society wrhistoricalsociety.com).  

By 1895, 2,500 people resided around Standard Oil, leading to the incorporation of Whiting as a town. 
Whiting achieved city status in early 1903, and the first officers were elected in May of that year. New city 
services came with incorporation, including a public library and a lakefront park 
(https://www.whitingindiana.com/about-the-city/history/). W. E. Warwick served as mayor from May 
1903 to May 1906, overseeing initial efforts to enhance the streets, including replacing wooden sidewalks 
with cement. Later, major thoroughfares were paved with brick and Westrumite, an asphalt cement 
produced by a local plant (A standard history of Lake County, Indiana, and the Calumet region archive.org). 

Throughout the twentieth century, Standard Oil was a 
major influence on the city. The Industrial Relations 
Plan, initiated in 1919, provided workers with stock-
purchase plans, health insurance, and retirement 
programs. In 1923, Standard Oil provided land and 
funding for the Memorial Community Center, which 
became central to city life with its social and athletic 
facilities. By 1923, Standard Oil employed over 4,000 
workers, and the city population was approximately 
10,000 (https://www.whitingindiana.com/about-the-
city/history/).  

In 1955, a massive explosion and fire at the Standard Oil 
plant prompted the company to modernize its facility. 
This modernization, however, reduced the demand for 
employees, leading to layoffs in the early 1960s. 
Families accustomed to favorable benefits and job 
stability turned their support to a union outside the 
company's control for the first time—the Oil, Chemical 
and Atomic Workers. Despite this, employment levels 
continued to decline, and the population dwindled from 
10,880 in 1930 to 5,137 by 2000, with most of the loss 

Henry Schrage. 

The August 1955 fire at Standard Oil. The fire lasted 
8 days and killed two people. Another 40 people 
were injured, and 1,500 were evacuated. Source: 
https://pophistorydig.com/topics/whiting-refinery-
fire-1955/  

https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2019/9/21/schrage-family-history-is-early-whiting-history
https://www.wrhistoricalsociety.com/news/2019/9/21/schrage-family-history-is-early-whiting-history
https://www.whitingindiana.com/about-the-city/history/
https://ia800203.us.archive.org/34/items/standardhistoryo01howa/standardhistoryo01howa.pdf
https://www.whitingindiana.com/about-the-city/history/
https://www.whitingindiana.com/about-the-city/history/
https://pophistorydig.com/topics/whiting-refinery-fire-1955/
https://pophistorydig.com/topics/whiting-refinery-fire-1955/
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occurring after 1950. In 1951, Calumet College of St. Joseph was founded. The college remains an 
important facet of the community, with 685 undergraduates and 95 graduate students enrolled as of fall 
2022 (Whiting, IN chicagohistory.org). 

Today, Whiting is still home to varying industries and businesses. The Downtown Whiting Business District 
is known for its many unique shops, restaurants and bars. Pierogi Fest, an annual event celebrating the 
eastern European heritage prominent in Whiting residents, is a perfect example of the vibrancy and 
culture expressed by Whiting’s community. Whiting is also home to Whiting Lakefront Park, which 
features a boardwalk, bike trail, formal garden and 300-foot pier. Adjacent to Whiting Lakefront Park is 
Whihala Beach. 

 

 

  

Whiting Lakefront Park, located along the shoreline of Lake Michigan. 
Source: https://www.southshorecva.com/listing/whiting-lakefront-
park/1723/  

Whiting Lakefront Trail. 

http://www.encyclopedia.chicagohistory.org/pages/1353.html
https://www.southshorecva.com/listing/whiting-lakefront-park/1723/
https://www.southshorecva.com/listing/whiting-lakefront-park/1723/
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Government Structure 
The city of Hammond is governed by a mayor-council form of government, with a mayor and nine council 
members – three at-large members and six members representing six wards. Every four years, Hammond 
residents vote to elect City Council members for their districts and Council members at Large to serve on 
the council for the next four years. Hammond City Council meetings are held on the second and fourth 
Monday of each month at 6:00 p.m. A contact list including the current mayor and city council is included 
in Appendix B. 

The city of Whiting is governed by a mayor-council form of government, with a mayor and five council 
members – two at large members and three members representing three wards. Whiting City Council 
meetings are held on the first and third Tuesday of each month at 6:30 p.m. A contact list, including the 
current mayor and city council, is included in Appendix B.  

Community  
Demographics 

The following demographic information was 
obtained from the U.S. Census Bureau data 
tables and an EPA mapping and screening tool 
called EJScreen for the cities of Hammond and 
Whiting. Specific demographic information from 
EJScreen within a 3-mile radius of the former 
Federated Metals facility is available in Appendix 
E of this plan. EJScreen provides users with a 
nationally consistent dataset and approach for 
combining environmental and demographic 
indicators. According to the U.S. Decennial 
Census, 77,879 people live in 27,940 housing 
units in Hammond, Indiana, and 4,559 people 
live in 1,580 housing units in Whiting, Indiana. Of 
the population aged 18 and over in Hammond, 
77.1 percent speak only English at home. Of the 
population aged 18 and over in Whiting, 74.1 
percent speak only English at home.  

  

 Hammond Whiting Indiana 

Median Age 35.3 years 34.6 years 38.2 years 
One Race 87.3% 88.5% 93.0% 

White 34.0% 56.7% 77.5% 
Black or 
African 
American 

24.7% 4.7% 9.3% 

Asian 0.9% 0.5% 2.5% 
American Indian 
and Alaska 
Native 

1.4% 2.9% 0.3% 

Native Hawaiian 
and Other Pacific 
Islander 

0% 0% 0% 

Other Race 26.3% 23.8% 3.2% 

Hispanic or Latino 43.1% 50.5% 7.8% 

Two or More Races 12.7% 11.5% 7.0% 



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
  

 
 

Breakdown by Age 

Age in Hammond and Whiting 

14.7 
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Whiting Hammond 

Household Income 

50 

45 

40 31.4% 
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14.3% 19.2% 
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Median income in Indiana: $66,785 
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Housing in Hammond and Whiting 

Owner Occupied, 
Hammond: 63.8% 

Owner Occupied, Whiting: 
57.4% 

Median Home Value, Median Home Value, 
Hammond: $163,900 Whiting: $221,300 

Education Levels (Aged 25+) 

Education Levels (Aged 25+) 
60 

Total Surveyed, 
Hammond: 3,205 50 
Total Surveyed, 

Hammond Whiting 

No High School Diploma High School Graduate Some College 

Associate's Degree Bachelor's Degree or Higher 
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COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT 
  

This section summarizes the EPA community 
interviews that occurred in December 2023, 
highlights EPA’s community involvement 
activities and provides information on 
Environmental Justice. 
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When establishing the objectives for a 
site-specific community involvement 
program, we consider several factors, 
including federal requirements and EPA 
policy that assess the nature and extent of 
known or perceived site contaminants 
and known community concerns and 
requests. 

To be effective, our community involvement program is designed to meet the community’s need to know, 
give information in a timely manner and accommodate the community’s interests and its willingness to 
participate in decision-making processes. We must also share information in a language the public can 
understand. In May 2018, EPA held a public meeting at the Whiting Family YMCA to share with community 
members the activities taking place near the FMC site.  

 From 2018 to 2019 EPA conducted recurring door to door canvassing efforts to keep residents up to date 
throughout the short-term soil cleanup of 33 priority properties in Whiting and Hammond under EPA’s 
Superfund removal authority.   From March 27 to May 30, 2023, EPA conducted a 60-day public comment 
period proposing to add the FMC site to the NPL and published a support document with responses to 
the public comments received. EPA then announced the addition of the site to the NPL on September 6, 
2023. 

To announce the placement of the FMC site on the NPL, EPA held a public meeting at Whiting High School 
on October 18, 2023. On November 15, 2023, EPA hosted a Superfund Process Training and Open House 
at Whiting High School to help community members understand the Superfund process and keep them 
involved and updated on activities at the FMC site. To view the public meeting presentation and the 
Superfund Process Training presentation, please click on the “Site Documents & Data” tab on the site 
website at: www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals. 

To meet the needs of the community and respond to information obtained during discussions and 
community interviews conducted with residents and other community members in December 2023 and 
to meet federal requirements, we have established the following objectives for our community 
involvement efforts:  

• Enlist the support, coordination and involvement of the cities of Hammond and Whiting-
Robertsdale officials and community leaders. 

• Monitor community interest in the site and respond accordingly. 
• Keep the community well informed of ongoing and planned site activities. 
• Explain technical site activities and findings in an understandable format for community members. 
• Get public input on key decisions.  
• Change planned activities, where warranted, based on community input. 
• Update EPA’s website regularly and provide useful information on it for the community. 
• Update the cities of Hammond and Whiting-Robertsdale officials periodically even if no activities 

are occurring at the site. 
• Hold public meetings, when necessary, within the community to give all residents an opportunity 

to attend.  

Community involvement is the process of engaging in 
dialogue and collaboration with community members. 
The goal of Superfund community involvement is to 
advocate and strengthen early and meaningful 
community participation during Superfund cleanups. 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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The following section summarizes community concerns, questions asked and what the community told 
EPA during the December 2023 community interviews. 

Community Interviews 
On Dec. 3, 2023, EPA placed a public notice in The Times of Northwest Indiana to announce community 
interview sessions to the community surrounding the FMC site. EPA conducted in-person interviews 
between Dec. 5 and 7, 2023, at the Whiting Public Library. EPA also conducted virtual interviews from 
Dec. 12 to 19, 2023. EPA Community Involvement Coordinators Adrian Palomeque and Caitlin McIntyre 
and EPA Remedial Project Manager Leslie Patterson conducted the interviews. On Dec. 5, 2023, two 
Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry representatives joined an afternoon interview. 

EPA spoke with 16 people, 11 of whom were in person and five of whom were virtual. All interviewees 
live or own properties or businesses in Hammond or Whiting. Some specifically stated they live in 
the Robertsdale neighborhood. Four interviewees are active in Hammond or Whiting-
Robertsdale environmental organizations, including Saving Whiting and Neighbors, or 
S.W.A.N., Southeast Environmental Task Force, and the Hammond Department of Environmental 
Management. Another interviewee is a bird migration expert, and a few other interviewees are well-
versed in the wildlife issues in the area. Responses to the full list of 33 interview questions were not 
received from all interviewees.   

Overview 
Everyone interviewed is either a resident of Hammond or Whiting, works in the area, or is a 
former resident. About half of the interviewees have lived in the area for over 20 years. Most 
residents stated they own their own homes. All interviewees spoke English, though many people 
stated that Spanish communication would be beneficial for the community. Most interviewees said 
they are or were active in the community in some capacity. 

All interviewees asked about their awareness of the FMC site stated they knew of the site and its 
issues before attending the interviews. Of those same individuals, many had always known about the 
Federated Metals facility but became more concerned during EPA’s initial emergency action in 2018. 
Additionally, most interviewees know that the main contaminant of concern from the FMC site is lead.  

During the interviews, the interviewees educated EPA on their community and told us about 
their concerns. A summary of what we heard is below. 
 
Note: This summary intends to faithfully record and reflect the issues and concerns expressed to EPA 
by residents and officials interviewed during our community interviews. By necessity, this is a collection 
and summary of thoughts and observations, and, in some cases, opinions. Please be cautioned that the 
statements contained in this section may or may not be factual and that the opinions/concerns 
expressed may or may not be valid. 
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Communication 
All the respondents have internet access either through high-speed internet at their homes or cellular 
devices. Many interviewees expressed interest in receiving information in the mail and said they received 
informational mailers from EPA about the site for public meetings. One interviewee mentioned EPA 
should inform residents before sending mail. A few residents stated their discontent with the Federated 
Metals mailings because information about EPA meetings arrived last minute or after the meeting 
occurred. Overall, opinions on mail were mixed, with a small number of interviewees expressing concern 
about timeliness and efficiency. Many interviewees mentioned email as a means of communication with 
the community. Others mentioned social media as an outlet for communication, although a few 
mentioned that social media is more accessible and useful for younger audiences. Other recommended 
forms of sharing information with Hammond and Whiting residents include: 

• City Facebook pages
• Continued EPA meetings
• Door-to-door outreach
• EPA website
• Fact sheets
• FDR Democratic Club
• Fliers
• Local radio stations, including WJOB
• The Times of Northwest Indiana newspaper
• S.W.A.N. Facebook page
• Whiting-Robertsdale Chamber of Commerce: WRite Stuff
• Wild Ones Gibson Woods Chapter

Most interviewees asked about public meetings said they were willing to attend. A few more people 
favored in-person meetings over virtual meetings. Many interviewees said that hosting the meetings at 6 
p.m. on Wednesdays at Whiting High School is an appropriate time and accessible location to have the
meetings. However, a few interviewees offered alternative meeting locations including Whiting YMCA,
Franklin Elementary School, Mascot Hall of Fame, St. John the Baptist, Whiting-Robertsdale Historical
Society, Lost Marsh Golf Course and Calumet College of St. Joseph.

Many residents expressed the need for a variety of informational meeting types. Interviewees said open 
house meetings are nice because they can direct questions to organizations and resources that attend the 
meeting outside of the EPA. People also said there is value in hearing other community members’ opinions 
in an open forum format, although some people expressed a concern that the format lends itself to 
grandstanding by a few vocal individuals. Less than one-third of the interviewees prefer virtual meetings, 
but those individuals also expressed willingness to attend in-person meetings. A little over one-third of 
individuals who prefer in-person meetings expressed a willingness to attend virtual meetings if needed. 
The rest of the interviewees either stated they were not interested in attending a public meeting or did 
not specifically mention a meeting preference.  
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Concerns 
Many of the interviewees expressed concerns related to the following topics at the site:  

• Accuracy of EPA drawn boundaries  
• Site cleanup plans 
• Groundwater monitoring processes 
• Community health 
• Environmental justice 
• City plans for Clark Athletic Field 
• Communication and site education 
• George Lake 
• Wildlife impacts 
• EPA’s remediation plan 
• Property values 

Common concerns mentioned by area residents are provided in more detail below. Complementary 
information related to some of these concerns can be found in the Questions section.   

Federated Metals Corporation Whiting Site 

Some of the interviewees raised concerns about the status of the current buildings located at the old 
Federated Metals facility. Specifically, a business at that location collects donations, and a few people 
were concerned there might be persisting contaminants affecting the donations dispersed to unknowing 
people. There is a general concern regarding the fact that the building in which Federated Metals operated 
has not been knocked down. The overall status and plan for the old Federated Metals building and 
surrounding commercial properties were of particular concern for select interviewees.  

Communication and Site Education 

An overarching theme of concern among interviewees was communication and efforts to raise awareness 
of the site's plans and status. Some interviewees mentioned communication and transparency between 
the local government entities and the residents have been lacking in the past. Of the interviewees asked, 
all but one stated that they had felt adequately informed by the EPA. However, some interviewees 
mentioned a frustration with the timeliness of information sent by mail. Several people, including, but not 
limited to, some of those interviewed, reported receiving letters about the EPA public meetings either the 
day of or the day after they occurred.  

One interviewee felt important information was being omitted, such as relevant political history. The 
same interviewee suggested recording public meetings and making them available to people to increase 
the accessibility of the information being shared. Others echoed arguments in favor of increased 
accessibility, as not everyone may be willing or able to attend meetings or want to speak about the 
problem publicly. 
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Site Cleanup Plans 

Interviewees had questions and concerns 
about the logistics and plans for the testing 
and remediation of their properties. A 
couple of interviewees raised questions 
about the borders that designate which 
properties will be tested. Said interviewees 
questioned why certain locations were not 
included within the boundaries despite 
specific reasons supporting their inclusion. 
In some instances, interviewees had 
questions about the process of testing and 
remediating their properties that had 
already been tested at some point by the 
EPA during the emergency response stage, 
by another organization or government 
entity or by self-testing performed by residents. Other interviewees raised concerns about the EPA’s 
operable units and the order of the cleanup steps; a few interviewees worried that cleaning the Federated 
Metals property after the residential areas could lead to recontamination.  

Health and Safety Concerns  

One of the biggest areas of concern discussed during the interviews was the health and safety of residents 
threatened by past and present contamination. Some interviewees mentioned the health of those who 
worked at the FMC site or near the property. Other interviewees mentioned their concern about soil in 
their yards that was played in and had food grown in it. Multiple interviewees mentioned a high rate of 
cancer in the area and cancer clusters in areas more closely located to either the Federated Metals 
property or other sites of contamination. One interviewee even mentioned noticing the sickness rate 
among dog breeds that like to dig in yards versus dogs or other pets that do not tend to dig.  

A few interviewees expressed concern about the need for remediating nonresidential areas in addition to 
residential ones. As lead is dangerous for human health, especially among children, interviewees were 
concerned about recreational areas and how few are left for kids to play in. For example, multiple 
interviewees discussed their concern with the local golf course, which was built on top of a landfill 
unrelated to Federated Metals. Additionally, concerns were raised regarding the popular bike path along 
the lake. Another interviewee thought it was concerning that there could be contamination near colleges, 
unaware students and families.  

Residential soil excavation as part of EPA’s 2018 short-term cleanup.  
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George Lake and Wildlife 

Many interviewees had concerns relating 
to the local wildlife and ecosystems 
surrounding the site. There has been an 
increasingly worrisome dying of birds in 
and around George Lake. Interviewees 
seemed split on the cause, with some 
saying that these birds are being affected 
by contamination in the lake and others 
wondering if the cause is related to a 
parasite found in the lake. One interviewee 
expressed a combination of these two 
ideas, stating, “Lead led to suppressed 
immune systems for wildlife and is the 
reason why parasites may have become a 
lot more deadly.” Regardless of the cause, 
the concern for these animals and the 
lake's prosperity was evident throughout the interviews. Many interviewees also had concerns about the 
diminishing green spaces in the community. The recent development in the Clark Fields area used to be a 
natural space and was changed to create more housing, much to the dismay of some residents.  

Environmental Justice 

The topic of Environmental Justice, or EJ, was viewed with mixed results. Of the interviewees asked, only 
one had not heard of EJ, and slightly more than half of those who had heard of it said that there are EJ 
concerns in the community. A few interviewees raised EJ concerns, one of whom stated, "Lower economic 
people tend not to say anything but are often the victims of polluters and contamination." A couple of 
interviewees also mentioned concern that EPA has not properly considered EJ concerns in the past and 
hopes that the EPA will do so this time around.  

Other Potential Contamination 

Interviewees discussed a few other instances of potential contamination in the area. The first and most 
prominent example discussed was PolyJohn Corporation’s potential contribution to contamination in the 
area. A few interviewees wanted to know what PolyJohn’s role in the cleanup might be or how potential 
contamination from PolyJohn will be handled during the FMC cleanup processes. Another example of 
contamination provided by residents relates to BP’s operations.  

A few interviewees also mentioned specific substances of concern. One of those substances is an airborne 
material called kish that looks like glitter and can be found on surfaces of outdoor property as quickly and 
randomly as overnight. Another interviewee mentioned an unidentified black crumble flying off passing 
trains, and no one had been able to find answers about it.    

George Lake. 
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Questions 
The following questions were posed during the interviews:  

General 

 Who are EPA’s primary stakeholders in this process? 

EPA’s primary stakeholders generally include the following: 

• State agencies, in this case the Indiana Department of Environmental Management, or IDEM. 
• Federal, state and county health agencies, including the Agency for Toxic Substances and 

Disease Registry. 
• Residents and other community members. 
• Municipal and county governments. 
• Site property owners. 
• Federal and state natural resource trustees, such as the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service. 
• Any parties identified as being potentially responsible for cleanup. 

 What is EPA’s timeline and next steps? 

EPA is currently acquiring contractors to perform the investigations and remedial designs needed to 
support additional residential cleanup at the site. EPA and its contractors will begin developing specific 
plans for these activities in the summer of 2024. 

 Is EPA partnering with academics, such as those taking soil samples of George Lake? 

As of the date of this publication, EPA has not been contacted by any academics doing work at or near 
the site and is not coordinating or partnering with any academics on site work. However, EPA always 
invites input from members of academia.   

 Is there anything that community members can do to improve the level of communication between 
EPA and the community? 

Community members are welcome to call or email EPA staff with any concerns or questions.  

 Are there upcoming community meetings? 

No additional community meetings are planned at this time, but any future meetings will be announced 
in advance using multiple outlets and resources. 

 How was the open house style of meeting received? What was the feedback? 

People who participated in the community interviews said that open house meetings are nice because 
they can direct questions to organizations and resources that attend the meeting outside of the EPA. 
People also said there is value in hearing other community members’ opinions in an open forum format, 
although some people expressed a concern that the format lends itself to grandstanding by a few vocal 
individuals. This feedback has also been included in the CIP within the Communication section of 
Community Involvement. 
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 Were EPA presentations made available? Can the presentations and more information be found on 
the website? 

Yes. Presentations shared with the public during EPA’s public meetings for the site, along with EPA’s 
Superfund Process training, are available on the site’s webpage at www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-
metals within the “Web Content” weblink of the Site Documents & Data section. 

 Can EPA send a warning out to residents with kids or grandkids who play on their properties?  

EPA has conducted extensive outreach to inform residents about the site and the potential contamination 
associated with the site. EPA will continue using tools and resources available to ensure residents with 
kids or grandkids are aware of the potential risks in the area. 

 Was it the EPA or Hammond that ran meetings in 2018? 

EPA was the primary organization that prepared and facilitated the May 2018 public meeting at the 
Whiting Family YMCA. EPA coordinated closely with the cities of Hammond and Whiting and with state 
agencies to make site information widely available to residents and businesses.     

Soil Testing and Remediation 

 Will there be additional soil testing?  

Yes. Properties that have not yet been tested will be sampled, and some properties that have already 
been sampled may need to be resampled. 

 How will you sample residential properties going forward?  

Details of the residential soil sampling process EPA will use going forward will be outlined in the 
sampling plan to be developed in the summer and fall of 2024. EPA will share details when they are 
available. 

 What happens when people refuse or ignore sampling of their property? 

It is not uncommon for some property owners to deny access for sampling or remediation. In those 
instances, EPA makes repeated attempts to communicate the potential risks of not addressing soil 
contamination and to request access. 

 What is the difference between X-ray fluorescence, or XRF, soil testing and lab soil testing? Is there 
a lot of variances in results? 

XRF is a technique uses the interaction of X-rays with a material to determine what chemical elements it 
contains. Because XRF can be done with a hand-held tool, it has the advantage of providing fast characterization. 
The results may be quantitative, but individual XRF machines typically have a bias, either high or low, when 
compared with laboratory results. A study to understand the bias of a specific machine is typically undertaken so 
that XRF results can be adjusted to account for the bias. 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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Laboratory soil testing uses rigorous preparation and analytic procedures to quantify the concentration of 
constituents in a sample. EPA typically bases excavation decisions on laboratory testing but can use XRF for 
screening purposes and to evaluate the base of excavation concentrations. 

 Who pays for the remediation process and what happens to things in the yard? Will digging be done 
in backyards by machinery? How do you get machines in backyards? Do fences come down and get 
paid for? 

EPA has an “enforcement first” policy in which EPA seeks to find liable parties to perform and pay for 
cleanup. To date, EPA has not identified any such parties for FMC. Unless that changes, the remedial 
investigation, feasibility study, and remedial design phases will be paid for by EPA. EPA would pay 90 
percent of remedial action itself, with the State of Indiana funding the remaining 10 percent. 

Before excavating, EPA prepares a diagram and photolog of the property that documents the presence 
of fences, plants, paved areas, etc. Large trees are typically manually excavated and not removed.  All 
other landscape plants would be removed, and the soil mechanically excavated. A gate or portion of a 
fence may also need to be removed. Removed items such as fences and plants are replaced with the 
same material or plant as was removed.  

 When soil is remediated, is it completely replaced? What happens to the trees? Do the mature trees 
tolerate the remediation?  

Large trees are typically manually excavated and not removed.  All other landscape plants would be 
removed, and the soil mechanically excavated. Excavated soil is disposed of in a licensed landfill and 
new, clean soil brought in before sod and/or landscape plants are placed. New vegetation must be 
watered regularly until established. 

 The lead testing threshold is 400 parts per million, or ppm, right?  

EPA’s removal program excavated soil used a threshold of 1,200 ppm, combined with the presence of 
sensitive populations, to identify properties for background. EPA has not established a cleanup level for 
additional excavations. 

 Who does the actual remediation?  

Contractors and sub-contractors to EPA. 

 Why are grids used in the boundaries for EPA testing?  

EPA identified an area of interest for sampling, which was subsequently enlarged. EPA may present data 
using grids so that the concentrations on specific properties cannot be identified. 

 Will remediation deal with hotspots along the bike path? 

The bike path directly north of the former FMC facility has been partially excavated.  If additional areas 
are determined to be above a cleanup level, the remediation will address it. 
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Federated Metals Site 

 Do the employees at the business currently operating on the FMC site know about the potential 
contamination there? 

Because of the diverse outreach EPA has done over the past few years, it is our understanding that a 
number of employees at the businesses located at the site are aware of the potential contamination. EPA 
will continue conducting outreach to businesses and residents in the area to increase awareness about 
the site and potential contamination associated with it. 

 Will Federated Metals be cleaned up after the residential areas? Are buildings going to be blown up 
in the process?  

The former facility area and George Lake are part of Operable Unit, or OU, 2, which will be addressed 
once a remedy for OU1 is underway. The Superfund program addresses releases of contamination into 
the environment. This may include indoor dust if it migrated there from the environment. However, the 
Superfund program does not address contaminants that are part of the buildings themselves, and 
removal of buildings is generally not necessary to protect human health and the environment. 

 Does the EPA think the buildings can be reused? 

Risks to persons working in the buildings on the former facility have not been evaluated.  

 What are the plans for the Federated Metals site itself? Will the businesses there continue 
operating? 

The former facility and the risks it may pose have not been fully evaluated. After that evaluation, EPA 
will consider measures that may be necessary to protect human health and the environment. 

 How can you clean up the site and not re-contaminate the neighborhood? 

The potential for recontamination is considered as a factor in remedy selection. EPA cleanups regularly 
take measures to ensure that airborne dust and run-off from areas undergoing remediation do not 
migrate elsewhere. These measures include things like air monitoring, dust suppression and proper 
management of waste. 

 Why is the onsite landfill not mentioned as a part of the history in any EPA documents? 

The landfill is referenced numerous places in EPA’s Hazard Ranking System (HRS) Documentation 
Record, available at https://semspub.epa.gov/src/document/HQ/404023, as well as other documents. 
See pages 33 to 34 specifically. 

George Lake 

 Is EPA going to drain George Lake? 

Lake sediment and surface water, and the risks they may pose, have not been fully evaluated. After that 
evaluation, EPA will consider measures that may be necessary to protect human health and the 
environment. 

https://semspub.epa.gov/src/document/HQ/404023
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 What would you do with the lake if you found contamination? 

Most sediment and surface water remedies involve dredging and/or capping sediment. The type, 
source, magnitude, and extent of contamination would all be considered in developing a protective 
remedy. 

 Is there any way to remove invasive species from the lake if it is remediated?  

The Superfund program addresses releases of contamination into the environment. However, the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife or Indiana Department of Natural Resources may have the ability to address invasive species. 

Other Concerns 

 How does PolyJohn play into this cleanup? 

EPA is addressing releases from smelting operations from the Federated Metals facility.  EPA does not 
have information that PolyJohn has responsibility for releases associated with the FMC site.  

 What is the long-term proposal for groundwater monitoring? 

EPA Superfund has not investigated or selected a remedy for groundwater and does not have a long-
term groundwater monitoring proposal. However, groundwater monitoring is being performed in 
relation to a Corrective Action under RCRA. You may contact Monica Onyszko at 
onyszko.monica@epa.gov or (312) 353-5139 for additional information. 

 Is the information from the city of Hammond reliable information? How was testing done, and is it 
reliable?  

Please see information above on the difference between XRF and laboratory data. XRF data are generally 
reliable for some purposes when the bias of the XRF machine has been evaluated. 

 Was testing done at the playpark that used to be behind the lakeview strip?  

Testing was performed along much of the strip between the bike path and Lakeview Street. 

 Did Lost Marsh Golf Course used to be a landfill? 

EPA understands that the Lost March Golf Course is the result of a Brownfields cleanup of a slag pile 
unrelated to the Federated Metals facility. 

 How did the smokestack demolition impact pollution and contamination in the area? 

EPA has not yet begun a full investigation of the site.  

 What exactly is going to happen to the residences around the site? 

Although the cleanup plan has not yet been developed, EPA anticipates excavating soil on contaminated 
properties, backfilling with clean soil, and restoring to pre-excavation conditions. 

mailto:onyszko.monica@epa.gov
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General Comments 
 It would be something to get the schools involved. Get the kids involved so they can understand a 

little bit more. Highschool is when you start getting into some politics in school with council and 
such. Thinks age is a part of the inclusivity aspect that EPA mentioned and that kids should be 
involved. 

 I didn’t like interview meetings being held at the library because of parking issues. 
 There is potential for bioremediation in natural spaces around the site. Ability of sunflowers to treat 

contamination, for example. 
 I realized that the anger and trauma experienced by communities affected by contamination is not 

unique to Whiting and Hammond. 
 The lack of responses to participation could be from townspeople being used to having their issues 

pushed to the side. 
 We would like meetings to be recorded and posted on the website. Interaction between the 

community and officials is the important part of meetings. 
 There are not many areas left for kids to play. 

Community Involvement Activities 
To meet federal requirements and address community concerns and questions described in the 
Community Interviews section, EPA has conducted (or will conduct) the activities described below. 
Through these activities, it is our goal to inform, involve and engage the community during site cleanup 
decisions and efforts. As the needs of the community change, we will modify the community involvement 
strategies to address them. The following plan is intended as an opportunity for communication between 
the community and EPA and to address key concerns and questions raised during the discussions and 
community interviews conducted in December 2023. 

Maintain a Point of Contact and Toll-free Number 
Adrian Palomeque is the primary liaison between EPA and the community. Palomeque serves as the point 
of contact for community members and fields general questions about the site. For technical site issues, 
he coordinates with EPA’s RPM for the site, Leslie Patterson. 

We will include current contact information for the project staff on all written and electronic information 
and will notify the community of any contact information changes. The next page includes site contact 
information. 
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EPA has designated the following people as primary site contacts for local residents: 

Adrian Palomeque 
Community Involvement Coordinator 

 440-250-1715 
 Toll-free Ext.: 61715  

palomeque.adrian@epa.gov  

Leslie Patterson 
Remedial Project Manager 
312-886-4904 
Toll-free Ext.: 64904 
patterson.leslie@epa.gov  

Adrian Palomeque is located in the Cleveland office and Leslie Patterson is located in the Chicago office. 
Both can be reached using the toll-free number listed in the box above. Ask for them by name or use the 
telephone extensions listed above. Residents can call these numbers as questions or concerns arise 
instead of waiting for a public meeting or to receive written information. We will provide the toll-free 
number periodically in local newspaper advertisements and include the toll-free number in all fact sheets 
and all our other communications with the public. 

Share Information on the Internet 
We will provide information on activities and post communications on the following EPA website. The 
website will be updated as events occur. www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals    

Community members interviewed 
recommended that EPA use email, 
mail, the local newspaper, and local 
Facebook pages to reach people as 
well as communicating with the cities 
of Hammond and Whiting. See 
Appendix B for a list of interested 
parties EPA will provide information 
to post on their sites and/or distribute 
to their members electronically. 

 

Update the Site Mailing List 
We have established a mailing list of local community members, organizations, businesses and officials 
for the site. This list will be used for mailing fact sheets, site updates, invitations to public meetings and 
events and other site-related information mailed to the community. We will update the list regularly to 
reflect address changes and changes in elected officials and to add new people interested in site activities. 

They can also be reached weekdays toll-
free at 800-621-8431 from 8:00 a.m. to 
4:30 p.m. 

mailto:palomeque.adrian@epa.gov
mailto:patterson.leslie@epa.gov
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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We use the site mailing list to distribute written information such as fact sheets and meeting notifications. 
This is a way to ensure that those who do not have access to the internet or other information sources 
still have a way to receive information directly about the site and are notified about important meetings. 
The mailing list is for EPA use only and is not shared with outside entities. If a community member is 
interested in being placed on the mailing list, they can contact Adrian Palomeque. 

Prepare and Distribute Fact Sheets, News Releases, and Public 
Notices  
We will prepare and distribute fact sheets, letters and site updates to those on the site mailing and e-mail 
lists summarizing current information about the site and describing upcoming activities. These documents 
are written in non-technical language and are typically published to coincide with important site activities. 
These fact sheets and other communications will be posted on EPA’s website and will be printed and 
distributed to locations in the community. People interviewed provided EPA with numerous locations 
throughout the neighborhoods to distribute written materials including local organizations, community 
centers, churches, schools, libraries, etc. Those locations are listed under neighborhood organizations in 
Appendix B.  

EPA will prepare and release announcements to the local newspaper, such as The Times of Northwest 
Indiana, to share information about events such as significant site investigation findings, public comment 
periods, public meetings and completion of major milestones, such as the proposal of a cleanup plan. We 
will also provide this information to the city officials for posting on the city website as well as publishing 
in any community newsletters and social media platforms. 

We use these types of documents to give the community detailed information in a relatively quick, simple 
and easy-to-understand manner. News releases allow us to reach large audiences quickly. In addition to 
being shared with individuals on the site mailing list, we also place the fact sheets, site updates, and news 
releases in the information repository and post them on EPA’s website:  

www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals    

 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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Establish and Maintain an Information Repository and 
Administrative Record 
We have set up a local information repository for the site at the Whiting Public Library located at 1735 
Oliver Street in Whiting, Indiana. Paper copies of the CIP and other site-related documents are available 
at the library for residents to view. 

The repository is a collection of site information available to the public for reading and printing. 
Documents include fact sheets, technical reports, the CIP, general Superfund information and other 
documents. EPA adds new documents about the site as the documents become available. Information 
repositories give residents local access to site information in forms that can be easily read and printed for 
future use. An online information repository is also available on the site’s web page 
www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals to access information electronically. 

A copy of the administrative record for the site can be found at the repositories listed above, at the EPA 
Region 5 Superfund Records Center in Chicago (see Appendix D), and on the site webpage. We will update 
the administrative record, as necessary. The administrative record gives residents a paper trail of all 
documents the EPA relied on, or considered, to reach decisions about the site cleanup. 

Meet with the Public and Participate in Local Events 
A public meeting is an opportunity for EPA to present specific information and a proposed course of 
action. Meetings may either be held in person or virtually. EPA staff is available to share information and 
answer questions. A public meeting is not a formal public hearing where testimony is received. Instead, it 
might be a meeting to exchange information or comments. In addition, EPA may hold an informal open-
house style meeting, called an availability session, where residents can meet EPA experts one-on-one to 
discuss the activities at the site. Either type of meeting allows community members an opportunity to 
express their concerns and ask questions of EPA, state or local government officials. Public meetings or 
availability sessions can be held at various times throughout the investigation and cleanup process. We 

     Whiting Public Library at 1735 Oliver Street in Whiting, Indiana.  

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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typically schedule a meeting when there are technical milestones or when the community has expressed 
an interest in having a meeting. 

A public hearing is a formal meeting where we hear the public’s views and concerns about an EPA action 
or proposal. There are specific regulations about when the EPA is required to consider such comments 
when evaluating its actions. Public hearings are recorded by a professional transcriber and become part 
of the administrative record. The comments are also posted on the internet. 

EPA will consider conducting additional meetings at different times and locations throughout the 
community to give all residents an opportunity to attend as needed. Most residents said Whiting High 
School would be the best location to hold a meeting. 

On occasion, neighborhood or community groups will request EPA’s participation in events to provide site 
information and respond to resident concerns. EPA considers invitations and offers to speak to community 
groups based on the event’s ability to meaningfully reach members of the public. During our community 
interviews, residents suggested that EPA participate in events to connect with the community. 

Provide Additional Tools for Communities as Needed 
There are additional programs that can be helpful to the community if there is a need for them. Two of 
these programs are the Technical Assistance Services for Communities, or TASC, and the Technical 
Assistance Grant, or TAG. The TASC program supplies communities with technical help so they can better 
understand the science, regulations and policies of environmental issues and EPA actions. TAGs provide 
money for activities that help communities participate in decision-making at eligible Superfund sites. For 
more information on these and other programs available, visit www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-
technical-assistance-communities. 

Another tool that can be helpful to the community is creating a Community Advisory Group, or CAG. A 
CAG is made up of representatives of diverse community interests. A CAG is designed to serve as the focal 
point for the exchange of information among the local community and EPA, the State regulatory agency, 
and other pertinent Federal agencies involved in cleanup of the Superfund site. Its purpose is to provide 
a public forum for community members to present and discuss their needs and concerns related to the 
Superfund decision-making process. A CAG can assist EPA in making better decisions on how to clean up 
a site. The existence of a CAG does not eliminate the need for the Agency to keep the community informed 
about plans and decisions throughout the Superfund process. For more information about the CAGs, visit 
www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-community-advisory-groups.  

Evaluate and Adjust Community Involvement and Outreach 
Efforts 
This CIP was designed to consider site- and community-specific factors as well as to comply with federal 
requirements. This CIP summarizes community concerns gathered during discussions and interviews with 
local residents and other community members. Based on that information, EPA has developed the 
objectives of the community involvement program for the site and some specific activities to address 
these concerns. We recognize that changes in areas, such as community perceptions, information needs 
and population demographics can occur over time and that such changes may necessitate a revised 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-technical-assistance-communities
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-technical-assistance-communities
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-community-advisory-groups
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approach to conducting community involvement activities. For this reason, as well as to determine 
whether the activities in this revised plan are achieving their intended objectives, we will conduct periodic 
reviews to determine whether additional activities are warranted or whether changes to the activities 
outlined in this plan are necessary. As the needs of the community change, we will modify the community 
involvement strategies to address them in a CIP revision. 

The following table presents the status of the activities above. 

Activity Status 

Establish and maintain a point of contact:  

Adrian Palomeque, 440-250-1715 
Completed 

Establish a toll-free number for residents to ask questions and 
receive information: 800-621-8431 Completed 

Maintain communication with local officials, agencies and 
community residents Ongoing 

Share information on the Internet: 
www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals  Ongoing 

Create, update and maintain the site mailing list Ongoing 

Prepare and distribute fact sheets and site updates Ongoing 

Establish and maintain a site-specific information repository Completed/Ongoing 

Establish and maintain a site-specific administrative record Completed/Ongoing 

Conduct public meetings, hearings and information sessions As needed/Ongoing 

Participate in local events As appropriate 

Prepare site videos As appropriate 

Provide additional tools for communities as needed As needed/Ongoing 

Write and distribute news releases and public notices Ongoing 

Evaluate community involvement and outreach efforts and 
adjust  As needed 

  

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals
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Environmental Justice 
The Environmental Justice Act of 1992 obligates federal agencies to make environmental justice, or EJ, 
part of its overall mission. EPA's goal is to provide an environment where all people enjoy the same degree 
of protection from environmental and health hazards and equal access to the decision-making process to 
maintain a healthy environment in which to live, learn, and work. 

In 2021, President Biden issued two executive orders – Executive Order 13985 (Advancing Racial Equity 
and Support for Underserved Communities Through the Federal Government) and Executive Order 14008 
(Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad) – that give direction to federal agencies to promote and 
work toward proactively achieving EJ. Federal agencies have been directed to develop and implement 
policies and strategies that strengthen compliance and enforcement, incorporate EJ considerations in 
their work, increase community engagement and demonstrate that at least 40 percent of environmental 
benefits occur in disadvantaged communities. Additionally, in 2023, President Biden issued Executive 
Order 14096 (Revitalizing Our Nation’s 
Commitment to Environmental Justice 
for All) which reaffirms that the pursuit 
of EJ is a duty of all executive branch 
agencies and should be incorporated 
into their missions, directs federal 
agencies to actively facilitate 
meaningful public participation and just 
treatment of all people in agency 
decision-making, and charges federal 
agencies with conducting new 
assessments of their EJ efforts and 
developing, implementing and 
periodically updating an Environmental 
Justice Strategic Plan. 

Environmental justice means the just treatment and meaningful involvement of all people, regardless of 
income, race, color, national origin, Tribal affiliation, or disability, in agency decision-making and other 
Federal activities that affect human health and the environment so that people: 

• are fully protected from disproportionate and adverse human health and environmental effects 
(including risks) and hazards, including those related to climate change, the cumulative impacts 
of environmental and other burdens, and the legacy of racism or other structural or systemic 
barriers; and 

• have equitable access to a healthy, sustainable, and resilient environment in which to live, play, 
work, learn, grow, worship, and engage in cultural and subsistence practices. 

Meaningful engagement means: 

• providing timely opportunities for members of the public to share information or concerns and 
participate in decision-making processes; 

U.S. EPA has this goal for all communities and 
persons across this nation. It will be achieved 
when everyone enjoys:  

• the same degree of protection from 
environmental and health hazards, and  

• equal access to the decision-making process 
to have a healthy environment in which to 
live, learn and work. 
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• fully considering public input provided as part of decision-making processes; 

• providing technical assistance, tools, and resources to assist in facilitating meaningful and 
informed public participation, whenever practicable and appropriate; and 

• seeking out and encouraging the involvement of persons and communities potentially affected 
by Federal activities by: 

o ensuring that agencies offer or provide information on a Federal activity in a manner that 
provides meaningful access to individuals with limited English proficiency and is accessible to 
individuals with disabilities; 

o providing notice of and engaging in outreach to communities or groups of people who are 
potentially affected and who are not regular participants in Federal decision-making; and 

o addressing, to the extent practicable and appropriate, other barriers to participation that 
individuals may face. 

EPA works with all stakeholders, including the State of Indiana, the Cities of Whiting and Hammond, and 
local residents to constructively and collaboratively address environmental and public health issues and 
concerns. The Office of Environmental Justice and External Civil Rights (OEJECR) coordinates the Agency's 
efforts to integrate environmental justice into all policies, programs, and activities. 

Specific information that combines environmental and demographic socioeconomic indicators for the 
area around the FMC site utilizing the mapping tool EJScreen is available in Appendix E of this plan. For 
additional information regarding EJ, including grants and resources, strategic planning, and collaborative 
partnerships, please contact the Regional EJ Coordinator below or visit 
www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice.  

Kathy Triantafillou  
Environmental Justice Coordinator 
EPA Region 5 
(312) 353-4293 
triantafillou.kathy@epa.gov  

http://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice
mailto:triantafillou.kathy@epa.gov
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Appendix A 
Glossary – Initials – Acronyms 

Administrative Record. The body of documents that forms the basis for the selection of a particular 
response at a site. For example, the Administrative Record for remedy selection includes all documents 
that were considered or relied upon to select the remedy through the record of decision.  

Arsenic. Arsenic is a naturally occurring element that is found in combination with either inorganic or 
organic substances to form many different compounds. Inorganic arsenic compounds are found in soils, 
sediments, and groundwater. These compounds occur either naturally or as a result of mining, ore 
smelting, and industrial use of arsenic. Organic arsenic compounds are found mainly in fish and shellfish. 
People are most likely to be exposed to inorganic arsenic through drinking water. Other sources of 
inorganic arsenic exposure include contact with contaminated soil. 

Bipartisan Infrastructure Law. In 2021, Congress passed the Bipartisan Infrastructure Deal (Infrastructure 
Investment and Jobs Act) to rebuild roads, bridges and rails, expand access to clean drinking water, ensure 
citizens have access to high-speed internet, tackle the climate crisis, advance environmental justice, and 
invest in communities that have often been left behind. The Bipartisan Infrastructure law provides EPA 
with more than $60 billion over five years for a wide range of environmental programs. In 2023, EPA 
announced the second wave of approximately $1 billion in funding from President Biden’s Bipartisan 
Infrastructure Law to start new cleanup projects at 22 Superfund sites and expedite over 100 other 
ongoing cleanups across the country, including the Ottawa Radiation Superfund Site. To learn more about 
this law, refer to the following websites:  

Fact Sheet: The Bipartisan Infrastructure Deal 

EPA: Biden-Harris Administration Announces Additional $1B in Bipartisan Infrastructure Law 
Funds to Start New Cleanup Projects and Expedite On-going Cleanup Work Across the Country 

BIL. See Bipartisan Infrastructure Law. 

CAG. Community Advisory Group. 

CERCLA. See Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act.  

CIC. See Community Involvement Coordinator. 

CIP. See Community Involvement Plan. 

Cleanup. Actions taken to deal with a release or threat of release of a hazardous substance that could 
affect humans and/or the environment. The term “cleanup” is sometimes used interchangeably with the 
terms “remedial action,” “remediation,” “removal action,” “response action,” or “corrective action.”  

Community Advisory Group. A Community Advisory Group (CAG) is made up of representatives of diverse 
community interests. A CAG is designed to serve as the focal point for the exchange of information among 
the local community and EPA, the State regulatory agency, and other pertinent Federal agencies involved 
in cleanup of the Superfund site. Its purpose is to provide a public forum for community members to 
present and discuss their needs and concerns related to the Superfund decision-making process. A CAG 
can assist EPA in making better decisions on how to clean up a site. It offers EPA a unique opportunity to 
hear-and seriously consider-community preferences for site cleanup and remediation. However, the 
existence of a CAG does not eliminate the need for the Agency to keep the community informed about 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2021/11/06/fact-sheet-the-bipartisan-infrastructure-deal/
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/biden-harris-administration-announces-additional-1b-bipartisan-infrastructure-law
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/biden-harris-administration-announces-additional-1b-bipartisan-infrastructure-law
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plans and decisions throughout the Superfund process. For more information, please visit: 
www.epa.govsuperfund/superfund-community-advisory-groups.  

Community Engagement. The process of involving communities in all phases of the cleanup process. 
Communities are asked to provide input on how the cleanup will be conducted and how it may affect 
community plans and goals. See also Community Involvement.  

Community Involvement. The term used by EPA to identify its process for engaging in dialogue and 
collaboration with communities affected by Superfund site. EPA’s community involvement approach is 
founded in the belief that people have a right to know what the Agency is doing in their community and 
to have a say in it. Its purpose is to give people the opportunity to become involved in the Agency’s 
activities and to help shape the decisions that are made.  

Community Involvement Coordinator. The EPA official whose lead responsibility is to involve and inform 
the public about the Superfund process and response actions in accordance with the interactive 
community involvement requirements set forth in the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan.  

Community Involvement Plan. A plan that outlines specific community involvement activities that occur 
during the investigation and cleanup at the site. The CIP outlines how EPA will keep the public informed 
of work at the site and the ways in which residents can review and comment on decisions that may affect 
the final actions at the site. The document is available in the site’s information repository maintained by 
EPA. The CIP may be modified as necessary to respond to changes in community concerns, information 
needs and activities.  

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act. A federal law passed in 1980 
and modified in 1986 by the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act. Commonly known as 
Superfund, CERCLA is intended to protect people’s health and the environment by investigating and 
cleaning up abandoned or uncontrolled hazardous waste site. Under the program, EPA can either:  

• Pay for site cleanup when parties responsible for the contamination cannot be located or are 
unwilling or unable to do the work; or  

• Take legal action to force parties responsible for site contamination to clean up the site or pay 
back the federal government for the cost of the cleanup. 

Contaminant(s). Any physical, chemical, biological or radiological substance or matter that has an adverse 
effect on air, water or soil.  

Contamination. Introduction into water, air and soil of microorganisms, chemicals, toxic substances, 
wastes or wastewater in a concentration that makes the medium unfit for its next intended use. Also 
applies to surfaces of objects, buildings and various household use products.  

Dross. A mass of solid impurities floating on a molten metal. It can be skimmed off, recycled and used in 
secondary metal making.  

EJ. See Environmental Justice. 

Emergency Response Action. Responses to hazardous waste releases that threaten the public health, 
welfare or the environment. Emergency response actions tend to be rapid to address immediate threats.  

http://www.epa.govsuperfund/superfund-community-advisory-groups
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Environmental Justice.  The just treatment and meaningful involvement of all people, regardless of 
income, race, color, national origin, Tribal affiliation, or disability, in agency decision-making and other 
Federal activities that affect human health and the environment so that people: 

• are fully protected from disproportionate and adverse human health and environmental effects 
(including risks) and hazards, including those related to climate change, the cumulative impacts 
of environmental and other burdens, and the legacy of racism or other structural or systemic 
barriers; and 

• have equitable access to a healthy, sustainable, and resilient environment in which to live, play, 
work, learn, grow, worship, and engage in cultural and subsistence practices. 

Feasibility Study. The feasibility study (FS) is the mechanism for the development, screening, and detailed 
evaluation of alternative remedial actions. 

Federal Consent Decree. An agreement or settlement that resolves a dispute between two parties 
without admission of guilt or liability. A judicial consent decree is the only settlement type that EPA can 
use for the final cleanup phase (remedial action) at a Superfund site. 

FS. See Feasibility Study. 

Hazardous Substance(s). Any material that poses a threat to human health and/or the environment. 
Typical hazardous substances are toxic, corrosive, ignitable, explosive or chemically reactive. Any 
substance designated by EPA to be reported if a designated quantity of the substance is spilled in the 
waters of the United States or is otherwise released into the environment.  

Hazardous Waste. Byproducts that can pose a substantial or potential hazard to human health or the 
environment when improperly managed. Hazardous wastes usually possess at least one of four 
characteristics (ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity or toxicity) or appear on special EPA lists.  

Information Repository. A file containing current information, technical reports and reference documents 
regarding a site. The information repository usually is located in a public building convenient for local 
residents such as a public school, town hall or library.  

Lead. Lead is a naturally occurring element found in small amounts in the earth’s crust. While it has some 
beneficial uses, it can be toxic to humans and animals, causing health effects. Much of our exposure comes 
from human activities including the use of fossil fuels including past use of leaded gasoline, some types of 
industrial facilities and past use of lead-based paint in homes. Lead and lead compounds have been used 
in a wide variety of products found in and around our homes, including paint, ceramics, pipes and 
plumbing materials, solders, gasoline, batteries, ammunition and cosmetics. 

Metals. Metals, or heavy metals, is a broad term used to describe a group of naturally occurring metallic 
elements of high molecular weight and density when compared to water. At low concentrations, certain 
heavy metals, such as iron, zinc, copper, and manganese, are essential for human survival but can become 
toxic agents at higher concentrations. Other heavy metals, such as arsenic, cadmium, lead, thallium, and 
mercury, serve no biological role. However, they will inevitably enter the human body due to their 
presence in the environment.  

National Priorities List. EPA’s list of serious uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste site identified 
for possible long-term cleanup under Superfund. The list is based primarily on the score a site receives 
from the Hazard Ranking System. EPA is required to update the National Priorities List at least once a year. 

NPL. See National Priorities List. 
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Operable Unit. During cleanup, a site can be divided into several distinct areas depending on the 
complexity of the problems associated with the site. These areas called operable units may address 
geographic areas of a site, specific site problems, or areas where a specific action is required. An example 
of a typical operable unit could include the removal of drums and tanks from the surface of a site. 

OU. See Operable Unit. 

Potentially Responsible Parties: Any individual or company (including owners, operators, transporters or 
generators that has been identified as being potentially responsible for or contributing to a spill or other 
potential contamination at a Superfund site. Whenever possible, through administrative and legal action, 
EPA requires PRPs to clean up hazardous sites that have been contaminated. 

Public Comment Period(s). A formal opportunity for community members to review and contribute 
written comments on various EPA documents or actions.  

Public Meeting(s). Formal public sessions that are characterized by a presentation to the public followed 
by a question-and-answer session. Formal public meetings may involve the use of a court reporter and 
the issuance of transcripts. Formal public meetings are required only for the proposed plan and Record of 
Decision amendments.  

PRPs: See Potentially Responsible Parties. 

RCRA. See Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. 

Record of Decision. A ROD is a legal, technical and public document that explains which cleanup 
alternative will be used at a Superfund NPL site. The ROD is based on information and technical analysis 
generated during the remedial investigation and feasibility study and consideration of public comments 
and community concerns. 

Remedial Investigation. The remedial investigation is a study designed to collect the data necessary to 
determine the nature and extent of contamination at a site.  

Remedial Project Manager. The EPA or state official responsible for overseeing on-site remedial action. 

Removal Action. Removal actions are quick responses to immediate threats from hazardous substances 
to eliminate dangers to the public. Typical situations requiring removal actions include chemical fires or 
explosions, threats to people from exposure to hazardous substances, or contamination of drinking water 
supplies. Examples of removal actions include removing and disposing of hazardous substances, 
constructing a fence or taking security precautions to limit human access to a site, providing a temporary 
alternative water supply to local residents when drinking water is contaminated, and temporarily 
relocation area residents if necessary. 

Removal Management Level. Removal Management Levels, or RMLs, are chemical-specific 
concentrations for individual contaminants in tap water, air, and soil. They are calculated with risk levels 
and exposure scenarios that align with identifying areas, contaminants, and conditions where a removal 
action may be appropriate. RMLs are used to help define areas, contaminants and conditions that may 
warrant a removal action at a site. The generic RMLs are generally higher levels than those selected as 
final cleanup levels at sites where a remedial action may be required under Superfund authority. 

Refining. In metallurgy, refining consists of purifying an impure metal.  

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) gives EPA 
the authority to control hazardous waste from cradle to grave. This includes the generation, 
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transportation, treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste. RCRA also set forth a framework for 
the management of non-hazardous solid wastes. The 1986 amendments to RCRA enabled EPA to address 
environmental problems that could result from underground tanks storing petroleum and other 
hazardous substances. 

RI. See Remedial Investigation. 

RML. See Removal Management Level. 

ROD. See Record of Decision. 

RPM. See Remedial Project Manager. 

SARA. See Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act. 

Smelting. The process used to refine ores, which contain metals, into usable metals. The smelting process 
melts the ore to separate the metal, and a chemical agent decomposes the ore, driving off other elements 
as dross or slag, and leaving the metal base behind.  

Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act. Modifications to the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation and Liability Act, enacted on October 17, 1986. 

Superfund. The program operated under the legislative authority of CERCLA that funds and carries out 
EPA solid waste emergency and long-term removal and remedial activities. These activities include 
establishing the National Priorities List, investigating site for inclusion on the list, determining their priority 
and conducting and/or supervising cleanup and other remedial actions. 

TAG. See Technical Assistance Grant. 

TASC. See Technical Assistance Services for Communities. 

Technical Assistance Grant. This grant provides money for activities that help communities participate in 
decision making at eligible Superfund sites.  

Technical Assistance Services for Communities. This program supplies communities with technical help 
so they can better understand the science, regulations and policies of environmental issues and EPA 
actions.  
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Appendix B 
List of Contacts 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Adrian Palomeque 
Community Involvement Coordinator 
77 W. Jackson Blvd.  
Chicago, IL 60604 
440-250-1715 
palomeque.adrian@epa.gov 

Leslie Patterson 
Remedial Project Manager 
77 W. Jackson Blvd.  
Chicago, IL 60604 
312-886-4904 
patterson.leslie@epa.gov  

Indiana Department of Environmental Management 

Doug Petroff 
IDEM Senior Environmental Manager 
317-234-5628 
dpetroff@idem.in.gov  

Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry 

Motria Caudill  
ATSDR Region 5 Regional Director 
312-886-0267 
ldu1@cdc.gov  

Federal Elected Officials 

Todd Young 
Senator 
185 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
202-224-5623 

251 N. Illinois St. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
317-226-6700 
https://www.young.senate.gov/  

Mike Braun 
Senator 
404 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
202-224-4814 

115 N. Pennsylvania St. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
317-822-8240 
https://www.braun.senate.gov/#home 

Frank Mrvan 
US Congressman – District 1 
1607 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
202-225-2461 

7895 Broadway, Suite A 
Merrillville, IN 46410 
219-795-1844 
https://mrvan.house.gov/  

mailto:palomeque.adrian@epa.gov
mailto:patterson.leslie@epa.gov
mailto:dpetroff@idem.in.gov
mailto:ldu1@cdc.gov
https://www.young.senate.gov/
https://www.braun.senate.gov/#home
https://mrvan.house.gov/
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State Elected Officials  

Eric Holcomb 
Governor 
Office of the Governor 
Statehouse 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
317-232-4567 
https://www.in.gov/gov/  

Lonnie Randolph 
State Senator – District 2 
200 W Washington St. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
800-382-9467 
https://indianasenatedemocrats.org/senators/
s2/ 

 

Carolyn Jackson 
State Representative – District 1 
200 W Washington St. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
800-382-9842 
https://indianahousedemocrats.org/members/
carolyn-b.-jackson/full 

Hammond Officials 

Thomas M. McDermott Jr. 
Mayor  
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6301 

Mark Kalwinski 
Councilmember, District 1 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6404 

Pete Torres 
Councilmember, District 2 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-293-6756 

Barry Tyler, Jr. 
Councilmember, District 3 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6404 
tylerb@gohammond.com 

William Emerson 
Councilmember, District 4 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-937-1032 
council@gohammond.com 

Dave Woerpel 
Councilmember, District 5 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-808-9743   

Scott Rakos 
Council President, Councilmember District 6 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-545-1942 
rakoss@gohammond.com 

Katrina Alexander 
Councilmember At-Large 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6404 

https://www.in.gov/gov/
https://indianasenatedemocrats.org/senators/s2/
https://indianasenatedemocrats.org/senators/s2/
https://indianahousedemocrats.org/members/carolyn-b.-jackson/full
https://indianahousedemocrats.org/members/carolyn-b.-jackson/full
mailto:tylerb@gohammond.com
mailto:council@gohammond.com
mailto:rakoss@gohammond.com
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Dan Spitale 
Councilmember At-Large 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-614-2454 

Janet Venecz  
Councilmember At-Large 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-937-9774 
Janet_Venecz@ameritech.net 

Robert J. Golec 
City Clerk 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6346 

Dean D. Button PE 
City Engineer 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6336 
jwillis@cityofjackson.org  

Brian L. Poland, AICP 
City Planner 
5925 Calumet Ave., Room G17 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6397 
tgonzales@cityofjackson.org  

Owana Miller 
Director, Department of Community 
Development 
5925 Calumet Ave., Room 115 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6371 

Juan J. Moreno 
Director, Economic Development 
5925 Calumet Ave., Room 328 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6508 

William Short 
Police Chief 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6300 

Jim Taillon 
Parks and Recreation Administrator 
5925 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6378 
taillonj@gohammond.com 

Ronald L. Novak 
Department Head, Environmental Management 
5925 Calumet Ave., Room 304 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6306 

Jeffery C. Smith 
Fire Chief 
6110 Calumet Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-853-6416 

Jen Bussey 
Hammond Development Corporation Executive 
Director 
5209 Hohman Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46320 
219-750-1221 
jen@hdcnwi.org 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Janet_Venecz@ameritech.net
mailto:jwillis@cityofjackson.org
mailto:tgonzales@cityofjackson.org
mailto:taillonj@gohammond.com
mailto:jen@hdcnwi.org
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Whiting Officials 

Steve Spebar 
Mayor 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-7700 
MayorSteve@whitingindiana.com 

Mark Habin 
City Councilmember, District 1 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
MHarbin@whitingindiana.com 

Rebeca Michko 
City Councilmember, District 2 
1841 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-313-1595 
RMichko@whitingindiana.com 

Tom Michniewicz 
City Councilmember, District 3 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-6433 
TMichniewicz@whitingindiana.com 

Chris Sarvanidis 
City Councilmember At-Large 
1627 Cleveland Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-688-2261 
sarvo2015@aol.com 

Shawn M. Turpin 
City Councilmember At-Large 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-656-5369 
STurpin@whitingindiana.com 

John Haynes 
City Clerk-Treasurer 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-3100 

John Sotello 
Police Chief 
1914 Schrage Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-2131 
jsotello@whitingindiana.com 

Don Harbin 
Fire Chief 
1916 Schrage Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-1069 
Dharbin@whitingindiana.com 

Parks and Recreation 
1443 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0860 
parks@whitingindiana.com 

 

Lake County Officials 

David Hamm 
Councilmember, District 1 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

Clorius Lay 
Councilmember, District 2 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

Charlie Brown 
Council President, District 3 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

Pete Lindemulder 
Councilmember, District 4 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

mailto:MayorSteve@whitingindiana.com
mailto:MHarbin@whitingindiana.com
mailto:RMichko@whitingindiana.com
mailto:TMichniewicz@whitingindiana.com
mailto:sarvo2015@aol.com
mailto:STurpin@whitingindiana.com
mailto:jsotello@whitingindiana.com
mailto:Dharbin@whitingindiana.com
mailto:parks@whitingindiana.com
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Christine Cid 
Council Vice-President, District 5 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-218-3126 

Ted Bilski 
Councilmember, District 6 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

Randy Niemeyer 
Councilmember, District 7 
2293 N Main St. 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3280 

Kyle W. Allen, Sr. 
Commissioner, District 1 
2293 N Main St., Building A, Floor 3 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3204 

Jerry Tippy 
Commissioner, District 2 
2293 N Main St., Building A, Floor 3 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3203 

 

Michael C. Repay 
Commissioner, District 3 
2293 N Main St., Building A, Floor 3 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3205 

Oscar Martinez 
Sheriff 
2293 N Main St., Building C, Door J-2 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3400 

LaTonya Spearman 
Assessor 
2293 N Main St., Building A, Floor 2 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3100 

John Petalas 
Treasurer 
2293 N Main St., Building A, Floor 2 
Crown Point, IN 46307 
219-755-3760 

Neighborhood Organizations 

United Neighbors Inc. 
5925 Calumet Ave., Suite 204 
Hammond IN 46320 
219-937-0200 
https://www.unihammond.com/ 

Pulaski Park Neighborhood Association 
American Legion Post 428 
617 Gostlin St. #428 
Hammond, IN 46327 
https://www.gohammond.com/events/pulaski
-park-neighborhood-association-022321/ 

Greater Hammond Community Services, Inc. 
824 Hoffman St. 
Hammond, IN 46327 
219-932-4800 
http://www.greaterhammond.com/ 

Hammond Hispanic Community Committee  
824 Hoffman St. 
Hammond, IN 46327 
219-804-2108 
hhccin1993@gmail.com 
https://www.hhccin.com/ 

Community Services of Northwest Indiana 
824 Hoffman St. 
Hammond, IN 46327 
219-932-4800 
info@greaterhammond.com 
https://communityservicesofnwi.com/ 

American Legion Post #80 
2003 Indianapolis Blvd. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0215 

https://www.unihammond.com/
https://www.gohammond.com/events/pulaski-park-neighborhood-association-022321/
https://www.gohammond.com/events/pulaski-park-neighborhood-association-022321/
http://www.greaterhammond.com/
mailto:hhccin1993@gmail.com
https://www.hhccin.com/
mailto:info@greaterhammond.com
https://communityservicesofnwi.com/
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Elk Lodge #1273 
1521 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-9528 
https://www.elks.org/lodges/home.cfm?lodgen
umber=1273 

Daughters of Isabella 
1438 Roberts Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0090 

Knights of Columbus 
1120 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-9837 
https://www.facebook.com/whitingkofc  

Lions Club 
P.O. Box 349 
Whiting, IN 46394 
efrenagomez10@yahoo.com 
https://www.facebook.com/WhitingLionsClub/ 

Roosevelt Democratic Club Inc. 
1934 Front St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-3781 
https://www.facebook.com/whitingkofc  

Sokol Lodge #269 
1908 Calumet Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-9633 
https://sokolusa.org/ 

S.W.A.N 
https://www.facebook.com/groups/s.w.a.n.sa
vewhitingandneighbors/ 

 

United Citizens Association, Inc. 
2148 Superior Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-5814 

Veterans of Foreign Wars #2724 
P.O. Box 548 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0215 

Whiting Family YMCA 
1938 Clark St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-370-5091 
www.crymca.org 

Whiting-Robertsdale Chamber of Commerce 
1417 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0292 

Whiting-Robertsdale Community 
Improvement Corp. 
1442 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0292 

Whiting-Robertsdale Historic Society  
1610 119th St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-1432 

Whiting-Robertsdale Senior Citizens 
Georgette Blackwell  
219-473-0855 

Wild ones Gibson Woods Chapter 
https://gibsonwoods.wildones.org/   
 

 

 

 

 

https://www.elks.org/lodges/home.cfm?lodgenumber=1273
https://www.elks.org/lodges/home.cfm?lodgenumber=1273
https://www.facebook.com/whitingkofc
mailto:efrenagomez10@yahoo.com
https://www.facebook.com/whitingkofc
https://sokolusa.org/
https://www.facebook.com/groups/s.w.a.n.savewhitingandneighbors/
https://www.facebook.com/groups/s.w.a.n.savewhitingandneighbors/
http://www.crymca.org/
https://gibsonwoods.wildones.org/
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Television  

WBBM CBS-2 
22 W Washington St. 
Chicago, IL 60602 
888-274-5343 
https://www.cbsnews.com/chicago/   

WSNS NBC-5 
454 N Columbus Dr. 
Chicago, IL 60611 
312-836-5555 
https://www.nbcchicago.com/  

WLS ABC-7 
190 N State St. 
Chicago, IL 60601 
312-750-7777 
https://abc7chicago.com/ 
 

WGN-TV 9 
2501 W Bradley Pl. 
Chicago, IL 60681 
773-528-2311 
https://wgntv.com/   

WFLD FOX-32  
205 N Michigan Ave. 
Chicago, IL 60601 
312-565-5532 
https://www.fox32chicago.com/

Newspaper  

The Times of Northwest Indiana 
601 W 45th Ave. 
Munster, IN 46321 
219-933-3333 
https://www.nwitimes.com/ 

Radio 

WJOB-AM 1230 
7150 Indianapolis Blvd. 
Hammond, IN 46324 
219-844-1230 
jed@wjob1230.com 
https://jean-x.weebly.com/ 

WLPR-FM 89.1 
8625 Indiana Pl. 
Merrillville, IN 46410 
219-756-5656 
info@lakeshorepublicmedia.org  
https://www.lakeshorepublicmedia.org/ 

WGN-AM 720 
303 E Wacker Dr., Floor 18 
Chicago, IL 60601 
312-981-7200 
comments@wgnradio.com  
https://wgnradio.com/  

 

WBBM-AM 780/FM 105.9 
180 N Stetson, Suite 1100 
Chicago, IL 60601 
312-297-7800 
wbbmnewsradioweb@entercom.com 
https://www.audacy.com/wbbm780  

WLS-AM 890 
https://www.wlsam.com/

https://www.cbsnews.com/chicago/
https://www.nbcchicago.com/
https://abc7chicago.com/
https://wgntv.com/
https://www.fox32chicago.com/
https://www.nwitimes.com/
mailto:jed@wjob1230.com
mailto:info@lakeshorepublicmedia.org
https://www.lakeshorepublicmedia.org/
mailto:comments@wgnradio.com
https://wgnradio.com/
mailto:wbbmnewsradioweb@entercom.com?subject=WBBM%20Newsradio%20Comment%2FQuestion
https://www.audacy.com/wbbm780
https://www.wlsam.com/


 

Appendix C 
Community Interview Questions 

 



  



  



   



 

Appendix D 
Information Repository, Administrative Record, Websites and Meeting Locations 

Local Information Repository 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Official Information Repository 

EPA Region 5 Superfund Records Center 
77 W. Jackson Blvd.  
Room 711, 7th Floor 
Ralph Metcalfe Federal Building  
Chicago, IL 60604 

EPA Site Webpage 

www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals 

Possible Meeting Locations  

Whiting High School 
1751 Oliver St., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0255 

Whiting Family YMCA 
1938 Clark St., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-370-5091 

St. John the Baptist  
1849 Lincoln Ave., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-0023 

Franklin Elementary School 
1000 E 116th St., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-1241 

 
 
 
Mascot Hall of Fame 
1851 Front St., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-354-8814 

Whiting-Robertsdale Historical Society  
1610 119th St., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-659-8129 

Lost Marsh Golf Course 
1001 129th St., Hammond, IN 46320 
219-932-4653 

Calumet College of St. Joseph 
2400 New York Ave., Whiting, IN 46394 
219-473-7770 

Regular Library Hours 
Monday 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Tuesday 9:00 a.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
Wednesday 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Thursday 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Friday  9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Saturday 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. 
Sunday  Closed 
 Whiting Public Library 

1735 Oliver St. 
Whiting, IN 46394 
219-473-4700 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/federated-metals


 

Appendix E 
EJ Screen Environmental and Demographic Indicators  
What is EJScreen? 

EJScreen is an EPA's environmental justice mapping and screening tool that provides EPA with a nationally 
consistent dataset and approach for combining environmental and demographic socioeconomic indicators. 
EJScreen users choose a geographic area; the tool then provides demographic socioeconomic and 
environmental information for that area. All the EJScreen indicators are publicly available data. EJScreen 
simply provides a way to display this information and includes a method for combining environmental and 
demographic indicators into EJ indexes. EJScreen is available at www.epa.gov/ejscreen. 

EJScreen includes: 

• 13 environmental indicators 
• 7 socioeconomic indicators 
• 13 EJ indexes 
• 13 supplemental indexes 

Each EJ and supplemental index combine socioeconomic indicators with a single environmental indicator. 
The tool provides several capabilities, including: 

• Color coded mapping 
• The ability to generate a standard report for a selected area 
• Comparisons showing how a selected area compares to the state or the nation 

EJScreen users should note there is substantial uncertainty in demographic and environmental data, 
particularly when looking at small geographic areas. EJScreen is not intended to provide a risk assessment. 
Also, EJScreen does not provide data on every environmental impact and demographic indicator that may 
be relevant to a particular location, and data may be several years old. Screening results should be 
supplemented with additional information and local knowledge to get a better understanding of the issues 
in a selected location. For caveats and limitations of using EJScreen, visit 
www.epa.gov/ejscreen/limitations-and-caveats-using-ejscreen. 

EJSCREEN Community Report 

The following information was gathered from data available on February 15, 2024, and within a 3-mile ring 
(buffer) from the FMC site (41.673472, -87.493415). Areas with any of the 13 EJ Indexes at or above the 
80th percentile nationally should be considered as a potential candidate for further review. 

The following EJScreen report is a starting point, and the EJ Indexes in the report indicate that potential 
environmental justice issues may be present in the area. However, additional analysis is still needed to get 
a better understanding. Eleven of the 13 EJ Indexes were at the 80th percentile or above compared to the 
rest of the United States, and 12 were at the 80th percentile or above compared with the rest of the state. 
The EJ index combines data on low-income and people of color populations with a single environmental 
indicator.  

http://www.epa.gov/ejscreen
http://www.epa.gov/ejscreen/limitations-and-caveats-using-ejscreen


  



  



  



  



 

Appendix F 
Fact Sheets & Postcards 

Site-Related Fact Sheets 

 



 

  



 



 

 



 



 

 



 

 



 

Fact Sheets on Contaminants of Concern 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

Postcards to the Community 

 

 


	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	INTRODUCTION
	Community Involvement Plan Overview
	Superfund Program
	What is the Superfund Program?
	Community Engagement in Superfund Cleanups


	THE SITE
	Site Description and Location
	Site History
	Next Steps

	THE COMMUNITY
	Community History
	Hammond
	Whiting
	Government Structure
	Community and Demographics


	COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
	Community Interviews
	Overview
	Communication
	Concerns
	Questions
	General Comments

	Community Involvement Activities
	Maintain a Point of Contact and Toll-free Number
	Share Information on the Internet
	Update the Site Mailing List
	Prepare and Distribute Fact Sheets, News Releases, and Public Notices
	Establish and Maintain an Information Repository and Administrative Record
	Meet with the Public and Participate in Local Events
	Provide Additional Tools for Communities as Needed
	Evaluate and Adjust Community Involvement and Outreach Efforts

	Environmental Justice
	Appendix A
	Appendix B
	Appendix C
	Appendix D
	Appendix E
	Appendix F




