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Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act, CERCLA PL.96-510
! the federal

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
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PRPs : potentially responsible parties
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National Priority List (NPL)

20

21

Number of NPL Site Actionsand Milestones, by Fiscal Y ear®

Action 1992 | 93 94 |95 |96 97 98 99 2000 | 01 02 03

30 52 36 9 27 20 | 34 | 37 40 45 9 0

0 33 | 43 31 13 18 17 | 43 39 29 19

2 12 13 25 34 32 20 23 19 30 17

Milestone | 1992 | 93 94 |95 |96 97 98 99 2000 | 01 02 03

* - - - - 0 6 7 3 5 4 7
88 68 | 61 | 68 | 64 | 88 | 87 | 85 87 47 | 42 0
10 1 9 30 2003 2002 10 1
96
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Types of Contaminants Commonly Found at Superfund Sites*

Contaminant Frequency of Occurrence
Organic chemicals 71.4%
Metals 64.3%
Oily wastes 35.1%
Inorganic chemicals 30.9%
Municipal waste 27.3%
/ Acids/bases 24.5%
PCBs (Polychlorinated biphenyls) 20.3%
/ Pesticides/herbicides 18.4%
/ Paints/pigments 17.7%
Solvents 6.3%

35
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36

NPL Sitesby Site Type, 1994%

Site Type Per centage
Industrial Facilities 38%
Co-disposal Landfills 20%
Miscellaneous 10%
Contaminated Areas 8%
Recycling Facilities 8%
Commercial Waste Handling and Disposal 8%
Captive Waste Handling and Disposal 7%
Municipal Waste (only) Landfills 18.4%
38
/

39

36 Probts, Katherine et all.  Footing the Bill for Superfund Cleanups. The Brookings Institution and Resources for
the Future. 1995.
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Current Superfund Law”. March 10, 1995.  http://www.rff.org/testimony/remarks/superfund.htm#note2
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19



40

No

Further Response Action Planned” (NFRAP) 4

Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1986
(SARA, PL. 99-499)

Resources for the Future.

40 Reisch, Mark and Beardon, David Michagl. “Superfund Fact Book”. 97-312 ENR. Congressional Research
Service Report for Congress.  Environmental and Natural Resources Policy Division. Update March 3, 1997.
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Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements (ARAR)
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the Safe Drinking Water
Act of 1974

43

the Trust Fund
the Orphan Fund  — “the
polluter pays’
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The Refinery Crude Oil and Importers Petroleum Products Tax

9.7 0.23 1 barrel=42

42 Probst, Katherine N. et all.  Footing the Bill for Superfund Cleanup — Who Pays and How?. The Brookings
Institution. 1995.

43

44 4 | azzari, Salvatore. “Taxesto Finance Superfund”. 96-774 ENR. Congressional Research Service Report
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gallons Internal Revenue Code (IRC) §4611-4612
The Chemical Feedstocks Tax

(IRC 8 4661-4662)
The Imported Chemical Derivatives Tax

(IRC § 4671-4672)
Special Environmental Tax on Corporate Alternative Minimum Taxable Income
(AMT)

(IRC §59A)

The Revenue
Reconciliation Act of 1990 (PL. 101-508)

Actual Receipts from the Overall Superfund Taxes, 1989-1996"°  Millions
Type of Tax 1989 | 1990 | 1991 | 1992 | 1993 @ 1994 1995 '1996°
9.7¢ Oil Tax 580.7 | 5785 | 551.0 | 5574 | 567.0 | n.a na | na

Feedstock Chemical Tax| 266.1 | 249.6 | 2614 | 252.2 | 235.0 | n.a na | na
Imported Chemical Tax| 4.5 1.7 4.6 165 | 115 | na na | na

Subtotal 851.3 | 8358 | 817.0| 826.1 | 8135 | 807 | 867 | 261
Corporate AMT® 4718 | 520.2 | 479.3 | 4966 | na 653 | 612 | 359
Total® - - - - - 1,460 | 1,479 | 620

1996 1989-92 1994-96

1989-93

46 | azzari, Salvatore. “Taxesto Finance Superfund”’. 96-774 ENR. Congressional Research Service Report for
Congress. Environment and Natural Resources Policy Division. September 13, 1996.
http://www.cnie.org/nle/crsreports/waste/waste-31.cfm
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Superfund Corporate Environmental Income Tax, by I ndustry Sector*’

Industrial Sector $ Thousands| Percentage
( )

Manufacturing 224,307 39.6
Finance, insurance, and real estate| 165,076 29.1
Transportation and public utilities 94,339 16.7
Retail trade 31,994 5.6
Services 23,074 41
Wholesaletrade 17,905 3.2
Mining 5,779 1.0
Construction 2,515 04
Agriculture, forestry, and fishing 1,144 0.2

Superfund Corporate Environmental |ncome Tax, by Major Industry*®

Industry $ Thousands| Percentage
Manufacturing
Chemical and allied products 42,008 74
Petroleum and coa products 28,137 5.0
Electrical and electronic equipment 26,601 5.0
Motor vehicles and equipment 21,173 3.7
Printing and publishing 10,703 19
Transportation and Public Utilities
Electric, gas, and sanitary services 41,624 7.3
Communication 41,570 7.3
Finance
Insurance 64,622 114
Banking 57,889 10.2
Credit agencies other than banks 2,857 4.0
Security, commaodity brokers, and services 11,373 20
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Revenue Projections From Reinstating Super fund Taxes ($ Millions )

Tax 1997 | 1998 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 1997-2006

Ex 450 694 707 720 735 750 766 783 801 819 7,225

Corporate
AMT

963 633 647 672 700 729 760 792 825 859 7,580

Total 1413 | 1,327 | 1,354 | 1,392 | 1,435 | 1479 | 1,526 | 1575 | 1,626 | 1,678 14,805

52 | azzari, Salvatore. *“Taxesto Finance Superfund”. 96-774 ENR. Congressional Research Service Report for
Congress. Environment and Natural Resources Policy Division. September 13, 1996.
http://www.cnie.org/nle/crsreports/waste/waste-31.cfm
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Update August 1, 2002.
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secured creditor policies
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U.S versus Fleet Factors Corporation (901 F.2d

1550, 11th Cir. 1990%)
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“Final Rule on Lender Liability under CERCLA” (published in 57 Fed. Reg.
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68 Revesz, Richard L. and Stewart, Richard B.  Analyzing Superfund — Economics, Science, and Law. 1995,
Resources for the Future.
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1998.
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18244, April 29, 1992
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Kelly v. EPA (15 F.3d
1100 (D.C. Cir. 1994)"

Asset Conservation, Lender
Liability, and Deposit Insurance Protection Act of 1996 (H.R. 3610"*, P.L. 104-208)
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the Clean Air Act
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the Environmental Law Institute (ELI)
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http://www.eli.org/pdf/50State98. pdf
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the
Hazardous Waste Remedial Fund (HWRF) the 1986

Environmental Quality Bond Act (EQBA)
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Superfund" October 2002.  http://www.dec.state.ny.us/website/der/ihws
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