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What happened and how did government agencies respond.1)

Wliat were the strengths and limitations on the health issues side.2)

3) How we develop the post 9/11 agenda

How do we balance day -to- day needs and the needs of New York City4)

Chronology of NYC Dept of Health R sc

- West Nile Virus - developed new ways of addressing public's concerns

- Y2K looked at new ways to communicate.

Set UP Surveillance Response - Rapid assessment of physical injuries and hospital needs-

tt.issPCT.iDl r Manhattan

DOH felt they did a goud job of responding to press

2) Dr. Steven Levin, MD (Mt Sinai)

i-r

jftslsil

Talked about the smoke, dust, combustion gases, add mists, metal fumes-inadequate use of
respiratory protection. Most (Mainly non workers) not wearing respirators-

Isaac B. Weissfiise - focused on the DOHs Emergency prepareduess Plau, review ed their general
response, and discussed the lessons learned.

Dr. Susan KUtzman wdcomes the audience- introduces panel for morning session please see
attached agenda)
Overview ^ven by Nicholas Freudenberg, Dr H

THE PUBLIC HEALTH IMPACT OF SEPTEMBER 11*
Conference Program, March 14,2002 Hunter College CUNY, Urban Public Health Program

What substances should be sampled fw -
collection of samples; ATSDR-dcvclop an indoor air monitormg plan.

Reorganized themselves around Emergency Work Groves-clinical, medical,
environ./shelters (Red Cross), labs. - creat^ an internal command center; sent a rep. to
OEM.

Rescue worker surveillance-muscular skeletal problems, eye problems, respiratory
problems-

NYC-WTC_000144645
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Patricia K. Clark, OSHA Chronology

Please see OSHA’s Sampling Results Summary as of 2/11/02

Bonnie Bellow, Director, PublicAffairs, USEPA Region 2

129,000 respirators distributed by OSHA to date (3/14/02); sent OSHA people to Queens
FDNY to do fitness checks.

Kcute irritant effects, 9A1 - 9/14 depends on dose, Le^ is dose-related - caught in a debris
doud? Was at or near Ground Zero; involved in activity at Ground Zero. The WTC effects
• rhlnitis/smutis, pharyngitis, laryngitis, chemical bronchitis, reactive airway disease,
ihortness of breath, RADS asthma, bronchitis.

Took 19,500 individual samples between 9/13 - 9/21; asbestos and silica - Found no over
exposures of woricers to either substance; 1122 air samples for asbestos — all well bdow the
OSHA PEI. (Preferred Exposure Level); 5% of the metals were in excess of PEL; there was
one heavy lead episode in only one place; VOCs in the plume; benzene more than 5-10 ft,
then went to Oft

Repeatedly luged workers fo^wcar respirators; gave out 20,000 reaps. And 30,000 cartridges.

a— T

Highest priority on 9/11 - Protection of Public Health, while working on other issues
throughout die state and elsewhere.

*ulverized cement, gypsum, pulverized glass, heavy metals
Lsbestos, soot, silica, VOC’s, fibrous glass, add mists,
irganic products (PAHs)

rhbse with preexisting conditions became worse; there also were psychological effects, eg,
trauma, fear of personal harm, etc.

Began air, dost, drinking water, and local water testing; worked to safeguard workers at file
site - dust, smoke, and other substances.
There was an emotional response by workers; did self-evaluation; set up an alternate locafiou
in Edisun, New Jerseys, for 2 weeks, working with the National Response Team; worked with
file US Goastl^uard, as part of the operations end.

What was Missing?
Should have had an MD at the site ASAP to orient treating physicians; immediate
capture of registry information for volu'ifeer workers; rapid mobilization of resources
formedical evaluation/treatment; testing of indoor settings to establish a gradient of exposure
with distance from “Ground Zero** to guide recommendations

£0'd 817:K 3002 81 JVW
N YC- WTC_000144646



NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

Afternoon Session: Lynn Roberts, Hunter College, moderator

3-y

Dr. Susan KKtzman took questions from the audience:
There was concern about the day laborers - no respirators) no health insurance; need a
program to address them. Dr. Markowitz (Queens College, ha:1 a mobile van; said he saw
about 3004- laborers.; high rate of respiratory ailir.ents from irritants > concrete dust,
fibrous glass.

Ms. Plapinger stressed the following: a more comprehensive plan is needed -1) clearly
defined aufiiority, 2) dearly defined roles, 3) adequate administrative capacity and fimdiag,
4) need to establish community systems, need to integrate mental health with other goals of
government agencies.

Did outdoor dust and air sampling for asbestos (6500 samples) only 17 exceeded the
AHERA standard.

Also took benzene samples at Ground Zero and the perimeter. At the probe (where workers
were breathing in) found intermittent higher levels at the plume; lower at the perimeter.
Fartides of 2,5 microns - all below the level of concern. Had mobile lab. At Ground Zero -
worked dosely with DOH and othr government agencies.

She talked about the Family Assistance Center and the FEMA-funded Crisis Counseling
Program - outreach, public education, BUT no fundin*' for treatment. ((She mentioned that
there was no evaluation of the Oklahoma Program;.

INDOOR AIR QUALITY - Per Bonnie agencies must address; developing a Task Force to
evaluate what additional t /sting has to be done, what additional advice to residents has to be
given.

Oversees the largest network of community-based services - the persistently mentally Hl.
The short term response of 9/11 focused on direct victims - there were 23 mobile crisis teams
in the City - has die Lifenet Hotline and OEM of the Mayor’s office
Stressed the need for protracted long term response - there’s concern about ongoing terrorist
attacks; there’s a larger, broader constituency.

Jane Plapinger, Director, Mental Health, Mental Retardation and Alcoholism Services,
NYCDOH-

Stressed the social and mental distress of the population at Ground Zero after 9/11; heard
many personal accounts, but no systematic research . Talked about mental disorders, mental
distre^ social division - said “Bio-Terrorism” caused social divisions. The public health
emphasis has to also include mental health in the picture. There has to be cohesive social
action, incrcsed public health leadership ... must put an infrastructure in place.

Wd 617: K 3002 81
NYC-WTC_000144647



VIN COUJCCIO

FAX COVER

2/19/02Da«e;

To:

3iges:

Subject: Conference on the Public Health Impact of September 11,2001

daa

477 Upper Samsonville Road
Oftvebridge, NY 12461

Per our conversation, enclosed is a flier for the above referenced conference, scheduled for .uarch
}4,2002 at Hunter College, I have also enclosed a draft list of topics and presenters ~ pleas'i do
not distribute. Wc plan to finalize our schedule and presenters list by the end of this week.

Vincent M. Coluccio, DrPH
For the ffunier College Urban Public ffealth Program

Thank you for considering this request, and please don't hesitate to call me at 845-657-
8753 with any questions or comments

Chronology presentat’cns offer agencies an opportunity to provide a brief review of events
of September ! 1 and some perspectives on how NYC’s Public Health Infrastructure needs
to be improved. More detailed presentations and audience participation will follow in the
afternoon breakout sessions.

The Conference Planning Comnuttee developed the following guidelines for presenters to consider
in preparing their reinarks:
■ Describe plans in place on September 10 for respondins to emergencies.
* Implementation of plan during disaster, and ewiuf ion of activities.
• Lessons learned How did the response differ from the plan and why?
■ Interaction with other agencies. Successes and problems in communicaring across agencies and

levels of government.
■ Specific ideas on how Environraental Healtli Agencies must be strengthened and their

coordination improved.

Phone: 846-657-8753
Fax; 846-818-3552

Email; VCoIuccio@hvc.rr.com

Vincent M. Coluccio & Associates, Snc.
Cortsultsnts in tho Environmental Heafth Sciences

PAGE 01

0£;t’0 S00S-02-a3zl
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We invite NYC DE? to present during the 9;55 to 19; 10 “Environmental Chronology” time slot.

NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

S'. 401/5C62 ©3:33 '3146S7S733

Mark Laagahan
New York City Department of Environmental Protection
Fax: 718-S95-3481 Work Phone: 718-595-3519

mailto:VCoIuccio@hvc.rr.com
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The Hunter College Prograga in Urban Public Health Presents

rsR
- A One-Day Conference -

r-edu/heabb/ugh/Sj I I.hte and complete the on-line

Conference Rngistiatioa Foizn. Conference on Public Healtb Impact of September 11.2001
Title;

____ __ State: Zip:

esa
NYC-WTC_000144649

[555?

Reglstrarirta $:IS AM to 9:00 AM
S ssinn ff nm 9:00 AM tO 4:45 PM
AttCi ill make thdr ow arrangf meats for loach from 12:00 PM to I:1S PM.
Corferegee ts free of charge

The Progjam in Urban Public Health at Hunter College Schools of Health Professions is coordluAtiug the eonfea-cncB,
Conference cosponsors include • Ttre New York Academy of Medicine • The Ceater for Occupational and BnvinmuBentel
Medicine of the Departrnsut of Comni’Jnityand Preventive Medicine of the Mount Sinai School of Medicice -CUNY Urban
Health CoUabcratvc ■ The Ne*'York City Depfixtrnent of Health • The Columbia University Mailman School of Pubhe
Health 'The Council ofthe Ejis-ironineat of New York City • The Medical and Health Reseaieh Association of NYC. X&e. *
The MPH Program of the Department of Hoal’h aid Nusiiioc Scieeoes at Brooklyn College • The U.S, OccapatioBai Safety
and Health Adnunistraticn * The Public Heaiilx Asroewtion of NYC • New York University Wagner Graduate School Institute
for Civil lafi^tracfure Systems. Other spooaofs will be added,

The Public Health Impact of
September 11,2001

“ Public Health frfrastracture and Eniecgency Response
■ Environmental Healds and Occupational Healds.
• IWivery of Health and Social Services
• Mental Health

Name:________
Instttwtion;
Departraeni;
Address;_______ _

City:_________
Bmml Address:___

March 14,2002 at the Hunter College Kaye Playhouse
6$'^ Street and Lexington Avenue in Manhattan

PACE 02

The aftemoon ageads will consist of te: f-rpa'r e sessions. Please indicate which session you wish to anemfc
□ Health aad Social Service Delivery U Mwtal Health n EnviroameataJ and Oect^ational Health

1 of the conferecce is to begin the process of reflactiiig upon lessons that ^'c have ’eawfd f/om of
II, ?G01 and the implications for charting, NYC’s public heaKh policy tn the years to c. me. * ufexence

■'t focus on the impact of oeptember 11 events in these major areas;

£■0/20'd TAPS see 8Ti
0£:b0 2002-0S-a3d

..^01/2002 00:35 9146378733 UIN COLUCCIO

registtstca foiei. In&rmadw on the confsrence preseoters and agenda will be posted to this site. If you prefer you can
complete 'the form shewn bdew and pettunby fav co212-48l-526Q ox mail it to Urban Public Health Piograre, Huaiet College
CUNY, Schools of Health Professions, 42S East 25"’ Street. New York, NY 10010



NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

Session-

Analysis of Recovery Operations:

Occupational Health:
Steven Markowitz, Queens CoUege Occupational Medical Physical area.

Said there was no systematic understanding of the health impact Do not have enough
information about the health of people near Ground Zero even though lO’s of lOGO’s of
samples were taken between 10/01 and 11/01. There was a moblJ - medical unit at Barclay &
Broadway -provided by NICOSH, the Latin American Worker.* Project He examined tile
asbestos laborers who didn’t speak English, had tenuous relationships with their employers,
had no respirators, mops, rags, & bags. There were no Inspectors present - a high degree
of hazard. Got funding from FEMA (?) conducted screenings; saw clean-up workers from
about 100 bldgs. RESULTS: a reservoir of people who were not getting attention. Also saw
asbestos workers from Local 78 - saw 415 workers through 1/14; gave them free respirators.
Mobile van dosed at the end of February. Found problems with sinusitis, upper airway
irritation, chest dysfunction, breathing tests were normal, by and large, insomnia, headaches,
dizziness. With clean-up employees, when no one is looking, one doesn’t err on the side of
caution — tiiey need advice and direction.

Jeffrey Grabelsky, Dir. Of Cornel) Univ. Schoo) of Labor Relations * Response of the
Building Trades (AFL/CEO) to the WTC disaster:
He’s a licensed electrician not a health and safety person; worlced witii the Central Labor
Counefl.

David Newman, Industrial Hygienist - New York Committee for Occupational Safety &
Health (NICOSH)

1) What was the environinental & occupational health impacts? 2) Impact on different
worlters at Ground Zero and nearby? 3) How accurate was the assessment? 4) How
effective was the communication? 5) How was the medical effectiveness? (not too sure of
tills point) 6) How effective was the regulatory framework? 7) What arc the ongoing
needs? 8) v6iat lessons have been learned to date? 9) How should we address
emergencies in the future - what policies, progn ms, research studies, etc. are needed?

Said lOOO’s of union trade workers rushed south to help with the rescue and recovery;
dispatched construction safety teams. Worked wZo supervision or direction. About 1 million
tons of steel and debris were moved in these 6 months. OSHA’s work was very impressive.
Also talked about the Union consciousness and culture of the workers ... history of
cooperative tradition. Talked about a safety training program for site work; having a
construction safety coordinator on site; train workers in confined ^"ace procedures; rebuild
ad run the city as a more Union town.

SO'd 0S;C3 3003 8T JVW
NYC-VVTC_000144650
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niditis vf [Ground Zero] right away.

NYC-WTC_000144651

The question was raised as to what would have been the. difTe.rence in response if there was
longstanding support and respect for gov’t? (There has been 20+ years of trashing gov’t) If
there was more respect, would it have made a diflerence???

Eric Goldstein, Esq., Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) - Agency Coordination &
Risk Communication Issues -

residents - they were at risk which threatened their health & environment; Ground Zero
workers caught in a dust doud; unprotected clean-up procedures - asbestos fibers, fiber
glass, settled into particulate matter. CONCERNS: outdoor sampling by gov’t.
underestimates inferior risks - NOT reflective of conditions indoors, ie, asbestos-containing
dust indoors; gov’t agencies have declined to enforce applicable reporting requirements,
specific procedures, worker protection.; according to Chief of Staff Charles Sturcken of DEP
only 35 asbestos-containing material cleanups since 9/11. He said that illegal and
unprotected workers weere ineffective for removing asbestos f hers from homes. Did say
that USEPA & DEP used aggressive emergency measures in evacuating 200 residents and
200 lbs. (?) of ACM. Said although there were fe .v fatalities of workers at the site, OSHA
provided only informal response not format

Recommendations:
USEPA’s Air Quality Task Force must do indoor air testing and cl6an-ups within a 10-block

Said at least 10,000 New Yorkers suffered impacts; there were gaps in monitoring data,
synergistic impacts, exposure levels public received, longterm exposure. He said it was the
single largest Air Pollution episode in NYC (others disputed this statement later)

The final problem: Lower Man. Residents -34,000 in Community Board NO. 1 need
assurance. There was failure to pror de effective information, proper clean-up protocols, no
inspection of cleaning vents in apts. and office bldgs.

Talked about - gaps in leadership on environmental issues: City (E>OH and DEP), State, and
Federal; there was no single agency in charge overall; no agency ensuring environ. Safety
and providing information to the public; no one took charge of reoccupancy to buildings;
OEM placed other tasks higher than the above.

DEP fell short of the mark in response measures, collecting and providing information. DEF
is not at this conference; DEF did not rise to tiie occasion (ie, disaster). The environmental
health side of things fell short; there was no government leader who was a spukespersou;
there were no coordinating press releases; (Mayor Giuliani only gave comforting remarks);
failure of OSHA to INSIST that workers wear respirators. Health questions remain; is the
air m lower Manhattan safe? EFA did a good job, but repeatedly said thdr were no
longterm aspects. Questions remains, if air is safe, why are there so many questions from
tiie public??

90’d 05:22 2002 8T
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Dimd vehicles should use low sulfur equipment ana filters in and around the disaster sites.

USEPA should review their standards and guidelines.

Dr. GeorgeThurston, NYU

He stressed that: ‘^Pine particles were within the legal limits.** Didn't think that there

On 9/12 (Nat’L Inst Of Environmental Sciences) measured dust on sills in the area of
Ground Zero • night and day fine particulates, and hourly carbon (soot) in the air.

Talked about NYU’s mesuring and assessing the effects of air pollution - exposure to soot,
sulfates, particulate matter.

Should be environmental surveillance; a cuiupreheusive health registry; permanent health
inventory(?) signs at the disaster sites.

Call up health experts - create a City Commission of Environmental Advisors -
communicating information on environmental risks.

Need to get to the root causes of toxic products; develop a registry/record (?) in advance of
what products are used in offices.

Get an outside assessment of DEP’s and DOH’s performance. (It’s unfortunate (hat fixe
FDNY didn’t reach out to outside consultants.)

Hie trace elemwit analysis - sent tv Columbia; one pollutant elevated with elevated levels of
lead - (his was less (han what yon would find in sand parks.

The large samples were pH 11 (very alkali); the small samples were pH 7 neutral. Did not
see deep lung effects.

Set up a Beekman St. hvspilal - focused on particulate matter - used a variety of monitors,
using very sensitive measuring units (are still monitoring in midtown with Hunter College)
this latter serves as a reference. Findings: 99% of the particulates were 10 microns or
greater (don’t get deep down in the lungs) * affect the eyes, nose, and throat; less than 1%
were PM 2.5-

Ihere was very little in the way of asbestos • less than 0.1%
1Z3 found was fiber g’ass (found no fiber glass of less than 2.5 microns )

Cement dost - very alkaline in fine dust

9/14 carbon measurements - high levels at night, low in the day; rainy days low - elevated
levels of caribon, black soOt, ^d ??.

ZO’d TS:K 3003 8T JVW
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lie moderator concluded dial collecting data is enormously complex.

Both NYC DOH and NYCDEP bear responsibility (Eric Goldstein, Esq.)

The conference ended at 4:30PM.

Other speakers were Ezra Susser, MD, Head, Dept, of Epidemiology, Columbia Univ.
Mailman School of Public Health; Dr. Maryann Park (d&er from Hunter College or
Columbia); and Christine Quinn, NYC Councilmembcr, Chair of heHealth Committee.

L strong comments was that there was a scandalous chasm between environment and public
lealth.

r. Thurston said diat he hadn’t sen the California dam, but on 10Z2,10/3 and 10/4, but
tere was a very brief incident of high sulfur in the daytime (walloped by Midwest pollution)
He said the WTC pollution peaked at night

gentleman challenged Dr. Thurston’s citing California University sampling results which
towed that PM 2.5 was about three times higher that his data; that they used newer
luipment.

Ms. Quinn made some good points about faowmuch to spend onpsot 9/11 events; to figure out
a way to also get focus on other health issues in the City. Goal is to direct political will to
more comprehensive changes in health care.; need public health infrastructure to be
strengthened for the population who uses the City hospitals and those that use the private
hospitals. Must strengthen the coalition.

^0 health spokesperson from gov’t iron workers and other Ground Zero people not checked
Dr. Markowitz.)

80'd ^9:33 2002 8T JBW
N YC-WTC_000144653
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OSHA SAMPLING RESULTS SUMMARY AS OF 3/11/02

Asbestos:

Noise

Page 1 of 4

A total of 1136 samples (excluding bulk and blaxik samples) for asbestos have

bees taken. From 9/13 -9/21,177 sauries were taken in ihr. financial district

Since 9/21, sampling focused on the debris field and those workers working in

VI immediately iMxt to it 144 of the samples an.lyzed exceeded OSHA’S
limit via PCM analysis. However, upon finlher analysis using discriminating
counting methods and/or TEM analysis, rite number of asbestos fibers found
dropped dramatically to below detectable levels or well below .1 ficR

OSKA is Bumitoring foe noise exposures of employees who perfonn (or work

near) noisy operations such as jack hammering and drilliag. To date tire 131
samples collected indicate that employee noise exposures range from 73.7
dBA to 110.7 dBA. Twenty sample have exceeded foe applicable permissible
exposure limit of 90 dBA, mostly for concrete drilling, cutting, and jack­

hammering opetatipns. Accordingly, OSHA continues to reeoaniend foe use
of appropriate heating protcclluu la noisy opcratione, and speHficaHy, for

concrete foiUing, cutting, and jack-hammnring operations OSKA tecflonoends

dual hearing protection i.e. plugs and ear Stuff protection.

Total Dust (PNOK) A total of 150 samples (excluding bulk and blank, samples) for total dust in and'

around foe debris field were taken. 5 samples were found to be in excess of

foe PEL for Total dust (15mg/m3). The highe/st exposure was found on one

operator whe was exposed at approximately 4X PEL.

Carbon Monoxide: A total of 103 personal samples of workers on foe nibble pile shewed resulte
raagmg from 1 ppm to 34 ppm which are wvU below foe OSHA penniwihle

rapoBure limit of 50PPM.

6O‘d 2003 8T JBW
NYC-WTC_000144654
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Dioxins:

Page 2 of 4

OSHA has taken 10 dioxin »2U34ilcs(excludio2 blanks) in fteplune over M

spots is (and around the penmeter of) the rubble pile. Dioxat levels detected

The overwhehning majority of S61 silica samples (occluding bulk and blstuk -

samples) show no detectable levels of airborne silica. Kuw6ycr,54e]q>oostt'

exceeded die PEL. The highest sample result was appreximatdy twenty-one
times fixe OSHA limit (jack hammeilng concrete 16 fret below ffade). The

other elevated expoKures were approximately one to ibunees times fixe OSHA

limit These expojnret ownared during: 1) prc-drilling/sluny wall 2) jack

haxunering, rubble removal and loading operations near fixe 'Viater Garden;
4) during the breaking up of concrete in ±c pit; 5) while drilling fixe concrete
slurry wall, 6) flagging operations m pit, and 7) while ebippin j concrete with
power tools during demolition activities «t ? WTO’s partdag gaage. Most of

fixe work areas where apparent overexposures to siHea occurred were in the

rubble pfle/pi^ an area when OSHA coofinuw to encourage the use of

respiratory protecrioa.
Orgaixic

Compounds: OSHA has taken a total of €52 samples (excluding bulk and blank sanies)
for organic compounds such as acetaldehyde, acrolein, acrybsdtrile, benzene,

2-butenone, earbofiirarxs, dioxin, PCBs, ethyl benzene, fomialiehyde, Freoo
R-22 (chlorodiflouroEjethane), hexone, iso^arxates (e.g. MDl TDD,
perchlorocthylene, polynuclear aromatics, phosgene, siyrent, ultmA, 1*3
butadiene, trichloroethylene, vinyl chloride, glutaraldehyde, sod xylene.
Screening samples tnilially Showed elevated levels of seme otj^uiic chemicals
resulting from die fires burning in fixe rubble pile. Subsequenl personal and

area, aoojplet show woficer exposure levels to be below OSKA limits.

However, one personal sample result for a benzene sample tiien was fbuod to
be at fixe 8-hr. OSHA Allowable Limit concentratioa of 1 ppauTbis was found
on a backhoe operator moving debris ox 10/7/01. See infonnatian below for

fixe specific counts in regards to polynuclear aronxafles, Preon R-22, phosgene

and dioxin.

OT‘d 2002 8T JBW
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■■

Inorganic Adds

••

2^TSW)ZJT2:xej

OSHA has taken a total of208 samples forFreoo K-22
(chJorodifiouromeihane), hydrogtai fluoride, and phosgene. Only one Freon
sample resulted in a detectable level of 6.4 ppm daring the transfer of Kaon
finoom the auxiliary diiller, and all other samples were aone-detededL OSHA
does not have an exposure limit fin Fieoa R-22. (The NIOSH REL for Freon
'c lOOOppm..) Sas^ling for foe decompositioa products of Freon R-22,
hydrofluoric add (HF) and phosgene showed no detectable levels.

OSHA has taken approxfaxialely 151 samples for Inorganic adds such as
hydrochloric, phosphoric, and sulTuiic acid*. Three aamplcs for sulfone aeid
were found to exceed OSHA’s peeniscible exposure limit (PEL) of 1
■Woikera ware sorting debris

Freon B-22,
Hydrogen Flnorlde
& Phosgene:

'i.

bu.- ■b;

Sampling cm grappler opcsston on foe r^Ue pile, and on employees at the
trade wash stations revealed trace levels of nitric oxide and nitrogen dicedde.
SQi perKmal and area results were found to be below OSHA Hmits.

Pages of 4

around foe perijneter are lower than those found directly over foe pile. To
dale, only one sample taken on foe rubble pile showed dioxin levels which
mmeeded background level. Dioxins are considered collectively as suspect
human carcinogens. OSHA does not have a PEL for dioxins.

Polynaclear Aromatic
Hydrocarbons OSHA has taken 1X0 samples (excluding blanks). The majority of the

samples have not shown foe presence ofben2o(a)pyrcne and/or one or num
of five additional fused polycyclic hydrocMbons: aofoxaeene, acridine,
pyrtaic, chxyscocaadphesuiathrea*. Sample resulte to Hate have identified
ei^t samples which reached or exceeded OSHA’s coal tar pitch verfatfle PEL

* of 02ing/m’. These pcnoBal samples were taken on the pile on iron workers
and grappler operators. OSHA continues to recommend foe use of
respiratory protection when working in foe debris field.

w

JI
a

^CvXMdeeefMItraKeaf
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Metals:

Mercury

didn’t think it

3 i ere pH 7 neut

OSHA hat taken 224 air samples for faoi^^c noemy. No meicisy was
detected. Also,36bulksamplesi«wously^^lcc^fi^nibble were re­

analyzed for mercury and none wasdetected. Additionally, 10 bulks woe
taken on 1/3, with one sample dete^^n^h^JI^MJ.^fefti sad ciae samples
did not contain mercury, 38 bulk sidles 1/8 and

1/11/02; results iadicate 0.1 to 02 the footprint of
BIdg.-6, andinthcprt betweBaWTO'iWtWOiasitb Kui

\ • r• ‘P

OSSA has taken a total of 1117 samplcs^c^u^g bulk a^blank samples)
to monitor worker exposures to dusts, fomes, oxides, and other compounds of
metals such as antimony, betySima, chromium, cobalt, copper, iron, lead,
oMngaaeae, mercury, molybdenum, nickel,^wi^ium, zin<^ cadmium,

m»2nBsiuni, and arsenic. Results from these samples are generally well below
the applicable OSHA limits, However/uOTfe>U«afgaa4hMt4iiig structural
steel at foe rubble pile have resulted in instances of overexposures as follows:
copper (13); iron oxide (26); lead (17); antimony (1); and cadmium
Accordingly, OSHA is recommeadiog that -weiken aia«is»d in &ese
operations wear appropriate rw»plra4^^*^^6h.*il^iA^Smatioa bdow for

the specific counts in regnrde to morctny.

f raieil K, , clev

Ionizing RadhiUon: A swvwyrfthembWe pile was conducted on 10/22-1 (V23 to check for latent
radiation with particular attentioa to alpha radiation. Results show no
elevated levels of concern from other known baSding latent radiatien sources
or any terrorist oigin source xnateri^ ‘

d i round ■ 'tU

y; .'uhiy days levs
Page 4 of 4
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wdcomtt the audience- introduces panel for morning session please seeDr. Susan

What happened and how did government agencies respond.1)

What were the strengths and limitations on the health issues side.2)

3) How we develop die post 9/11 agenda

How do we balance day -to- day needs and the needs of New York City4)

Chronology of NYC Dept of Health Response

- West Nile Vims - developed new ways of addressing public’s concerns

~ Y2K looked at new ways to communicate.

Reorganized themselves around Emergency Work Groups-clinical, medical,

Set up Surveillance Response - Rapid assessment of physical injuries and hospital needs-

L.issp^. in Lower Manhattan
What subs' es should be sampled for -
collection of samples; ATSDR-develop an indoor air monitoring plan.

DOH felt they did a good job of responding to press

2) Dr. Steven Levin, MD (Mt Sinai)

!-r

attached agenda)
Overview given by Nicholas Freudenberg, Dr H

Talked about the smoke, dust, combustion gases, add inists, metal fumes-inadequate use of
rrapiratory protection. Most (Mainly non workers) not wearing respirators-

Isaac B. Weissftise - focused on the DOH's Emergency preparedness Plan, reviewed their general
response, and discussed the lessons learned.

THE PUBLIC HEALTH IMPACT OF SEPTEMBER 11*^
Conference Program, March 14,2002 Hunter College CUNY, Urban Public Health Program

enviroD./shelters (Red Cross), labs. • created an internal command center, sent a rep. to
OEM.

Rescue worker surveillance-muscular skeletal problems, eye problems, respiratory
problems-

JO'd SOOS 8T Jew
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with distance from “Ground Zero** to guide recommendations

Patricia K. Clark, OSHA Chronology

Please see OSHA*s Sampling Results Summary as of 2/11/02

Bonnie Bellow, Director, PublicAffairs, USEPA Region 2

S17T917022T2:XBj

EiiuFys

*ulverized cement, gypsum, pulverized glass, heavy metals
Isbestos, soot, silica, VOC’s, fibrous glass, add mists,
irganic products (PAHs)

rhose with preexisting conditions became worse; there also were psychological effects, eg,
trauma, fear of personal harm, etc.

Vcute irritant effects, 9/11 - 9/14 depends on dose, Le., is dose-related - caught in a debris
Joud? Was at or near Ground Zero; involved in activity at Ground Zero. The WTC effects
■ riiinitis/sinutis, pharyngitis, laryngitis, chemical bronchitis, reactive airway disease,
thortaess of breath, RADS asthma, bronchitis.

Began air, dust, drinking water, and local water testing; worked to safeguard workers at the
site - dust, smoke, and other substance.
There was an emotional response by workers; did self-evaluation; set up an alternate location
in Edisuo, New Jerseys, for 2 weeks, working with the National Response Team; worked with
tiie US Coa^^uard, as part of the operations end.

129,000 respirators distributed by OSHA to date (3/14/02); sent OSHA people to Queens
FDNY to do fitness checks.

What was Missing?
Should have had an MD at the site ASAP to orient fiie treating physicians; immediate

Repeatedly uiged workers towear respirators; gave out 20,000 reaps. And 30,000 cartridges.

a— T

Highest priority on 9/11 > Protection of Public Health, while working on other issu^
throughout the state and elsewhere.

Took 19,500 individual samples between 9/13 - 9/21; asbestos and silica - Found no over
exposures of workers to either substance; 1122 air samples for asbestos — all well below the
OSHA PEL (Preferred Exposure Level); 5% of the metals were in excess of PEL; there was
one heavy lead episode in only one place; VOCs in the plume; benzene more than 5-10 ft,
then went to Oft

capture of registry information for volunteer workers; rapid mobilization of resources
formedical evaluation/treatment; testing of indoor settings to establish a gradient of exposure

£0'd 817:^2 3002 81 Jew
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Afternoon Session; Lynn Roberts, Hunter College, moderator

3^

Abo took benzene samples at Ground Zero and the perimeter. At the probe (where workers
were breathing in) found intermittent higher levels at the plume; lower at the perimeter.
Particles of 2.5 microns - all below the level of couceiu. Had mobile lab. At Ground Zero -
worked closely with DOH and othr government agencies.

She talked about tiie Family Assistance Center and the FEMA-funded Crisis Counseling
Program > outreach, public education, BUT no funding for treatment. ((She mentioned that
there was no evaluation of the Oklahoma Program).

Ms. Plapinger stressed the following: a more comprehensive plan is needed -1) clearly
defined authority, 2) dearly defined roles, 3) adequate administrative capacity and funding,
4) need to establish community systems, need to integrate mental health with other goals of
government agencies.

Did outdoor dust and air sampling for asbestos (6500 samples) only 17 exceeded the
AHERA standard.

Oversees the largest network of community-based services - the persistently mentally ilk
The short term response of 9/11 focused on direct victims - there were 23 mobile crisis teams
in the City - has die Lifcnet Hotline and OEM of the Mayor’s office
Stressed Ae need for protracted long term response - there’s concern about ongoing terrorist
attacks; there’s a larger, broader constituency.

Stressed the social and mental distress of the population at Ground Zero after 9/11; heard
many personal accounts, but no systematic research. Talked about mental disorders, mental
distre^ social division - said "Bio-Terrorism’’ caused social divisions. The public health
emphasis has to also include mental health in the picture. There has to be cohesive social
action, incresed public health leadership ... must put an infrastructure in place.

Jane Plapinger, Director, Mental Health, Mental Retardation and Alcoholism Services,
NYCDOH-

INDOOR AIR QUALITY - Per Bonnie agencies must address ; developing a Task Force to
evaluate what additional testing has to be done, what additional advice to residents has to be
gtyen.

Dr. Susan Kfitzman took questions from the audience:
There was concern about the day laborers - no respirators, no health insurance; need a
program to address them. Dr. Markowitz (Queens College, had a mobile van; said he saw
about 300+ laborers.; high rate of respiratory ailments from irritants - concrete dust,
fibrous g^ss.

Wd 617:^3 2002 8T Jew
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Session-

Analysis of Recovery Operations:

Said there was no systematic understanding of the health impact Do not have enough
information about the health of people near Ground Zero even though lO’s of 1000*$ of
samples were taken between 10/01 and 11/01. There was a mobile medical unit at Barclay &
Broadway -provided by NICOSH, the Latin American Workers Project He examined tile
asbestos laborers who didn’t speak English, had tenuous relationships with their employers,
had no respirators, mops, rags, & bags. There were no inspectors present - a high degree
of hazard. Got finding from FEMA (?) conducted screenings; saw clean-wp workers from
about 100 bldgs. RESULTS: a reservoir of people who were not getting attention. Also saw
asbestos workers from Local 78 - saw 415 workers throng 1/14; gave them free respirators.
Mobile van dosed at the end of February. Found problems with sinusitis, upper airway
irritation, chest dysfunction, breathing tests were normal, by and large, insomnia, headaches,
dizziness. With dean-up employees, when no one is looking, one doesn’t err on the side of
caution — they need advice and direction.

1) What was the environniental & occupational health impacts? 2) Impact on different
workers at Ground 7-ern and nearby? 3) How accurate was the assessmmit? 4) How
effective was the communication? S) How was tiie medical effectiveness? (not too sure of
tills point) 6) How effective was the regulatory framework? 7) What are the ongoing
needs? 8) "Vtliat lessons have been learned to date? 9) How should we address
emergencies in tiie future - what policies, programs, research studies, etc. are needed?

Jeffrey Grabelsky, Dir. Of Cornell Univ. School of Labor Relations - Response of the
BuUding Trades (AFL/CEO) to the WTC disaster:
He’s a licensed electrician not a health and safety person; worked with the Central Labor
CouncQ.

Said lOOO’s of union trade workers rushed south to help with the rescue and recovery;
dispatched construction safety teams. Worked w/o supervision or direction. About 1 million
tons of steel and debris were moved in these 6 months. OSHA’s work was very impressive.
Also talked about tiie Union consciousness and culture of the workers ... history of
cooperative tradition. Talked about a safety training program for site work; having a
construction safety coordinator on site; train workers in confined space procedures; rebuild
ad run the city as a more Union town.

Occupational Health:
Steven Markowitz, Queens College Occupational Medical Physical area.

David Newman, Industrial Hygienist - New York Committee for Occupational Safety &
Health (NICOSH)

SO'd ^003 8T JeW
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ntditiv of IGround Zero] right away.

3l7TSTOZ3T3:XBj

Eric Goldstein, Esq., Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) - Agency Coordination &
Risk Communication Issues >

Talked about - gaps in leadership on environmental issues: City (DOH and DEP), State, and
Federal; there was no single agency in charge overall; no agency ensuring environ. Safety
and providing information to the public; no one took charge of reoccupancy to buildings;
OEM placed other tasks higher than the above.

The question was raised as to what would have been the difference in response if there was
longstanding support and respect for gov^t? (There has been 20+ years of trashing gov’t) If
there was more respect, would it have made a difference???

Said at least 10,000 New Yorkers suffered impacts; there were gaps in monitoring data,
synergistic impacts, exposure levels public received, longterm exposure. He said it was the
single largest Air Pollution episode in NYC (others disputed this statement later)

Recommendations:
USEPA’s Air Quality Task Force must do indoor air testing and d^n-ups within a 10-block

The final problem*. Lower Man. Residents -34,000 in Community Board NO. 1 need
assurance. There was failure to provide effective information, proper clean-up protocols, no
inspection of cleaning vents in apts. and office bldgs.

residents <*- they were at risk which threatened their health & environment; Ground Zero
workers caught in a dust doud; unprotected clean-np procedures - asbestos fibers, fiber
glass, settied into particulate matter. CONCERNS: outdoor sampling by gov’t.
underestimates interior risks - NOT reflective of conditions indoors, ie, asbestos-containing
dust indoors; gov’t agencies have declined to enforce applicable reporting requirements,
specific procedures, worker protection.; according to Chief of Staff Charles Sturcken of DEP
only 35 asbestos-containing material cleanups since 9/11. He said that illegal and
unprotected workers weere ineffective for removing asbestos fibers from homes. Did say
that USEPA & DEP used aggressive emergency measures In evacuating 200 residents and
200 lbs. (?) of ACM. Said although there were few fatalities of workers at the site, OSHA
provided only informal response not formal.

DEP fell short of the mark in response measures, collecting and providing information. DEP
is not at this conference; DEP did not rise to the occasion (ie, disaster). The environmental
health side of filings fell short; there was no government leader who was a spokesperson;
there were no coordinating press releases; (Mayor Giuliani only gave comforting remarks);
failure of OSHA to INSIST that workers wear respirators. Health questions remain; is the
air in lower Manhattan safe? EPA did a good job, but repeatedly said their were no
longterm aspects. Questions remains, if air is safe, why are there so many questions from
the public??

90‘d 09:^3 3003 8T J'PW
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Dippel vehicles should use low sulfur equipment and filters in and around the disaster sites.

USEPA should review their standards and guidelines.

Dr. GeorgeThurston, NYU

On 9Z12 (Nal’L Inst Of Environmental Sciences) measured dust on sills in the area of
Ground Zero - night and day fine particulates, and hourly carbon (soot) in die air.

Call up health experts - create a City Commission of Environmental Advisors -
communicating information on environmental risks.

Need to get to the root causes of toxic products; develop a registry/record (?) in advance of
what products are used in offices.

The trace elemwit analysis - sent tv Columbia; one pollutant elevated with elevated levels of
lead - this was less than what you would find in sand parks.

Get an outside assessment of DEP’s and DOH’s performance. (IPs unfortunate that the
FDNY didn’t reach out to outside consultants.)

There was very little in the way of asbestos - less than 0.1%
1/3 found was fiber glass (found no fiber glass of less than 2.5 microns )

Cement dust - very alkaline in fine dust

Should be environmental surveillance; a cumprehensive health registry; permanent health
inventory(?) sigos at the disaster sites.

The large samples were pll 11 (very alkali); the small samples were pH 7 neutral. Did not
see deep lung effects.

Talked about NYU’s mesuring and assessing the effects of air pollution • exposure to soot,
sulfates, particulate matter.

Set up a Beekman St. hvspilal - focused on particulate matter - used a variety of monitors,
using very sensitive measuring units (are still monitoring in midtown with Hunter College)
this latter serves as a reference. Findings: 99% of the particulates were 10 microns or
greater (don’t get deep down in the lungs) - affect Ae eyes, nose, and throat; less than 1%
were PM 2.5 -

9/14 carbon measurements - high levels at night, low in the day; rainy days low - elevated
levels of caHmn, black snot, ??.

Ue stressed that: *^Fitte particles were within the legal limits.” Didn’t think that there

ZO‘d 2003 8T
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'he moderator concluded that collecting data is enormously complex.

Both NYC DOH and NYCDEP hear responsibility (Eric Goldstein, Esq.)

The conference ended at 4:3GPM.

7-Z
3l7TSt?ClZST2:XBj

Other speakers were Ezra Susser, MD, Head, Dept, of Epidemiology, Columbia Univ.
Madman School of Public Health; Dr. Maryann Park (either from Hunter College or
Columbia); and Christine Quinn, NYC Councilmember, Choir of heHealth Committee.

k strong comments was that there was a scandalous chasm between environment and public
lealth.

Ms. Quinn made some good points about howmuch to spend onpsot 9/11 events; to figure out
a way to also get focus on other health issues in the City. Goal is to direct political will to
more comprdiensive changes in health care.; need public health infrastructure to be
strengthened for the population who uses the City hospitals and diose that use the private
hospitals. Must strengthen the coalition.

gentleman challenged Dr. Thurston’s citing California University sampling results which
lowed that PM 2.5 was about three times higher that his data; that they used newer
(uipment

<0 health spokesperson from gov’t, iron workers and other Ground Zero people not checked
Dr. Markowitz.)

r. Thurston said that he hadn’t sen the California data, but on 10/2,10/3 and 10/4, but
lere was a very brief incident of high sulfur in the daytime (walloped by Midwest pollution)
He said the WTC pollution peaked at night

80'd 3002 8’ Jew
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OSHA SAMPLING RESULTS SUMMARY AS OF 3/11/02

Asbestos:

Noise:

Page 1 of 4
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A total of 1136 samples (excluding bulk and blank samples) for asbestos have

been taken. From 9/13 -9/21,177 sauries were taken in Ac. financial district

Since 9/21, sampling fbeuaed on toe debris field and those workers working in

vr immediately n«ct to it- 144 of the samples analyzed • exceeded OSHA’s
limit via PCM analysis. However, upon farther analysis using discriminating
counting methods and/or TEM analysis, Ae number of asbestos fibers found
dropped dramatically to below detectable levels or well below. 1 ffec.

60'd
NYC-WTC_000144666

OSHA is monitoring Ae noise exposures of employees vAo perform (or work

near) noisy operations truch as jack hammering and drilling. To date Ae 131

samples collected indicate that employee noise exposures range from 73.7
dBA to 110.7 dBA Twenty sample have exceeded Ae applicable pennissible
weposure limit of 90 dBA, mostly for concrete drilling, cutting, and Jack­
hammering operations. Accordingly, OSHA continues to recommead the use
of appropriate hearing proteciiuu In noisy operations, and specifically, for

concrete (hilling, cutting, and jack-hammering operations OSHA recommends

dual hearing protection i.e. plugs and ear muff protection.

Total Dust (PNOR) A total of 150 samples (excluding bulk and blank samples) for total dust in and'

around Ae debris field were taken. 5 samples were found to be in excess of

Ae PEL for Total dust (15mgto3). The highest exposure was found on one

operator who was exposed at approximately 4X PEL.

Caribon Monoxide: A total of 103 personal samples of workers on Ae rubble pile showed results

ranging from 1 ppm tO 34 pptD Which are well below Ae OSHA pernris-rihle

exposure limit of SO PPM.
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Inorganic Adds

Page 3 of 4
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aiound the periTneter are lower than those found directly over the pile. To

date, only one sample token on the nibble pile showed dioxin levels which

exceeded background levels. Dioxias are considered collectively as suspect

human carcinogens. OSHA does not have a PEL for dioxins.

(hddes of Nttragea/

Sulfur:

OSHA has token approximately 151 samples for inorganic adds such as

hydrochloric, phosphoric, and sulfuiic acids. Three somplea for sulfuric acid

wcic found to exceed OSHA’s permififiibls exposure limit (PEL) of 1 mg/m’.

Wodtera wore sorting debris.

Sampling cn grappler operators on the rubble pile, and on employees at the

truck wash stations revealed trace levels of nitric oxide and nitrogen dioxide.

SQi personal and area r«ults were found to be below OSHA limits.

Polynadear Aromatic
Hydrocarbons

OSHA has taken a total of208 samples for Freon K-22
f cWoTodiflouromeihane), hydrugcu fluoride, and phosgene. Only one Freon

sample resulted in a detectable level of 6.4 ppm during the transfer of Freon

fimn the auxiliary duller, and all other samples were none-detect^ OSHA
does not have an exposure limit for Freon R.-22. (The NIOSH REL for Freon
is lOOOppm..) Sampling for the decomposition products of Freon R-22,
hydrofluoric add (HF) and phosgene showed no detectable levels.

OSHA has taken 1X8 samples (excluding blanks). The majority of the

samples have not Shown the presence of b8n2o(a)pyrerie and/or one or more
of five additional fused polycyclic hydruciulions: antoiascne, acridine,
pyreue, ohtywsne and phenoathraae. Sample results to date have identified

right samples which reached or exceeded OSHA’s coal tax pitch volatile PEL
of O.Zmg/m’. These personal samples were taken on foe pile on iron workers

and grJ^ler operatax. OSHA continues to recommend the use of

respiratory protection when woiting in foe debris field.

Freon R-22,

Hydrogen Fluoride
& Phosgene:

w?-.'
b.’

•-

Bft--
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Metals:

Mercury

Page 4 of 4
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OSHA has taken 224 sir samples for inorganic mercury. No roercury was

detected. Also, 36 bulk samples previously collected from rubble were re­

analyzed for mercury and none was detected. Additionally, 10 bulks were
taken on 1/3, with one sample detecting mercury at 0.9ppm sad nine samples
did not contain mercury. 38 bulk samples were taken between 1/8 and

1/11/02; results indicate 0.1 to 02 ppm mostly In aiuuud the footprint of
Bldg.-6, and in the pit between WTC toww ] &2-

OSHA has taken a total of 1117 samples (excluding bulk and blank samples)

to monitor worker exposuies to dusts, fumes, oxides, and other oompounda of

metals such as anthnsny, betyflium, chrontium, cobalt, copper, iron, lead,

Dpangaaese, mercury, molybdenum, nickel, vanadium, zinc, cadmium,
rn!ignasiuro, and arsenic. Results from these samples axe generally well below

the applicable OSHA limits. However, torch cutting and burning structural

steel at the nibble pile have resulted in instances of overexposures as follows;

copper (13); iron oxide (26); lead (17); antimony (1); and cadmium (2).
Accordix^ly, OSHA is recommending that wofkws tmjjagcd in those
operations wear appropriate respiratory protection. See infexmation below for
the specific uounts in regards to xnerctiry.

ionizing RatUution: A survey of the nibble pile was conducted oa 10/22-10/23 to cheek for latent

radiation with particular attention to alpha radiation. Results show no
elevated levels of concern from either known building law radiation sources

or any terrorist origin source materials.

Mv/^Mrr ST JewNYC-WTC_000144668



NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

t-i-

9

COMMENTS:

AA
»>

ddaazbes ’S'n

NYC-WTC_000144669

FAX
TRANSMISSION,

5.x

// EPAREOION2 \\
f 290 BROADWAY \

NEW YORK, NY 10007-1866
Phone; 212-637-3725

Fax; 212-637-3772
i TO^^txtO" A- Vo4+Yoni •

OFF1CE;'^1>^P
PHONE; - o95'-»-h4i8
FAX: 118

-iMi

FROM: Vs q4-K^ Cth OxD

OFFICE:

Number of Pages (including cover sheet) .?

if
SV:6T 2002-2,T-Nyr80/10-d SZZ£i£9 STS

SUBJECT:

DATE; iVllo-Z.



NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

. Cl/17/Oa 11:22 FAX

>r

J ^MT

rMiCi*m.wmif

OFFICE OF CONGRESSMAN JERROLD NADLER

Time:.Date:,

Fax#:, Telephone#:,

From: Rep. Jerrold Nadler___ Amy Rutkin,

David Lachmann,Breit Hcimov

John Doty. Rachel Ostendorf.

Janice Siegel, David Greengrass,

Becca Raiser. Lisette Morton.

Eric Schmelucr. Intern,

Number of Pages (including cover sheet)._

Comments:.

1^001

JERROLD NADLER
trx OisiwCT. NtwVoMt

MrVYTOi
c wMHiMirrONOina.

ZM4 HAYBUAN iUUMKB
wASWNeroN.KWii
aaaijjs-uss

S eSYIUCTOFFlCfc
UIVAIMKrrWlT
suintH
NtWV0«K.MY1WM
«:aj38»-7aso
DlsmCTOMCt:

BROOKLYN. MY lUM
mersjitt
amtit
WM; nRB-J'AMMr.MwH.BmmMIM

Congress of tje ©niteb States
gougE st ^EptEBtntaribES

WastjinglQn, SC 20515

»

JUOICIAHV COMMITTEE
BuiKSMunat.

RaMUMB membbi
OBNBTRVTiaN

«e«lMnCUU.AfM>
aOMIvrMTIUt kAW

TRANSPORTATION AND
infrastructure COMMITTEE

(ulieBMMinUS;
MiCm<AV(ANeYMMlY

:RAh.MAM

.jjanzH-ra -cn

//there is a problem Viiith this fax please contact our o^ce. Thank you.
PfiONE 202’225-563/ FAX 202-225-6923

QH.CT Pfara'S’-J T_kiuir80/Z0'd STR
NYC-WTC_000144670



Heimtay, Brett

dcsa/bcs 'S’n

NYC-WTC_OO0144671

From:
Sent
Subject

The ERA has failed to uphold its own mission - *to protect human health and to safeguard the natural environment > sir.
water and land * upon which life depends.* ft is absurd that the ERA has claimed publicly that It doesn't have the legal
autnerity to do necessary environmental tests and remediation in reroonse to the Wono Trade Center attacks when it has
dearly done residential work throughout the country,* said Congressrri n Nadler. "Why is New York being treated
differently?*

ERA Region H officials have claimed in multiple public statements that they nave no responsibility for indoor testing and
cleaning of residences in lower Manhattan. In a November 20* Naw York Daily News article, Region tl Counsel Walter
Mugdan said. They [the federal regulations] were never contemplaterf to apply to someone cleaning an apartment."
Bonnie Bellow, spokesperson for Region II, said in a recent .9f. Louis Post-Dlspstch article. That's not our job and we
have no policies or procedures for doing that type of tes’ins * She also stated. *We are not a health agency." However,
today Congressman Nadler said that he had spoken wi^ ERA officials who dispute the accuracy of those statements.
The ERA National Ombudsman, Robert Martin, confirmed that the agency is. in feel, currently doing indoor testing and
removal of hazardous materials in Herculaneum. Missouri, and has also done so in McFarland, California, and Reiiog,
Idaho.

NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document
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Jan. 17,2002
CONTACT: Eric Schmelfeer
202-226-5635
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Congressman Nadler also revealed today that the Federal buildings at 290 Broadway and 26 Federal Plaza were tested
Inside and outside for high levels of hazardous materials and, when some were found, the areas were cleaned [HERA

Schmeltzer, Eric
Thursday, January 17,2002 10:38 AM
MAJOR WTC RELEASE: NADLER EXPOSES ERA DOUBLE-STANDARD

NEW YORK - Calling into question the integrity of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (ERA) actions in lower
Manhattan since the World Trade Center attacks, Rep. Nadler exposed a gross disparity in how the ERA has responded to
the aftermath of the 9/11 attacks compared with other instances of hazardous materials contamination around the country.
Congressman Nadler made the announcement at a pity Hall press conference and was joined by members of the Ground
Zero Elected Officials Task Force, and Hugh Kaufrrpin. Chief Investigator for the ERA National Ombudsman.

"And given that the ERA has not tested inside people’s homes, despite my repeated requests for it to do so, I find It deeply
troubling that Administrator Whitman said she was 'glad to reassure the people of New York.. .that their air is safe to
breathe, and their water is safe to drink.’ She clearly did not have comprehensive data to support that claim either way,"
he added.

Nadler Exposes Dramatic EPA Soubie-Stanifards and Mishandling
of Hazardous Materials Testing and Removal in

Downtown Manhattan Residences
Calls for Full Testing and Cleanup, Comprehensive and Independent Investigations

Rep. Nadler charged that the EPA has abrogated its responsibility to protect public health by proclaiming lower Manhattan
"safe* without comprehensive data to support that Statement. And the Congressman revealed that the ERA had its own
office building at 290 Broadway extensively tested and properly cleaned, In stark contrast to ERA directives which told
Manhattan residents to follow NYC Department of Health (NYCDOH) guidelines that advise cieening with "wet rags." The
Congressman stated that these guidelines may be in violation of the federal law that EPA is responsible for overseeing.
As a result of these findings, the Congressman made a number of immediate demands of the EPA and called for the
condnued, unfettered and independent investigation by the ERA National Ombudsman and for Congressional Hearings.
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CALLS FOR ACTION

Rep. Naaier end the Qraund Zero Elected Officieis Task Force called for four actions by the EPA;

In addition. Congressmen Nadler called for immediate Congressional hearings into ail of these matters.

Justice Project for their assistance in bringing some of these matters to my attention.
dd3azdd3 ’STI
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Thank you all for being hers. I em Joined today by members of the Ground Zero Elected Officials Task Force and by Hugh

Kaufman, Chief investigator for the EPA National Ombudsman. I want to also thank the New York Environmental Law and

3) The release of all documents detailing the justification of the cleanup of 290 Broadway and 26 Federal Plaza, how that
cleanup wes conducted, by whom, and et whose expense;

4} An immediate expianetion from EPA of why it didn’t utiliZB or enforce strict. Federal guidelines regarding hazardous
testing and cleanup downtown, in favor of more lenient City standards.

2) The full, independent and unfettered investigation by the EPA National Ombudsmen into EPA’s response to the
September 11* attacks in New York.

vacuumed) by properly trained personnel. Some sources have also indicated that even greater cleanup measures were
taken.

Rep. Nadler has served In Congress since 1892. He represents the Sm Congressional District of New York, which
includes parts of Manhattan and Brooklyn, deluding the area surrounding ’Ground Zero.' He is the Chair of the Ground
Zero Elected Officials Task Force.

** Rep. Nadler’s statement is attached

1) Expedited testing of lower Manhattan residences end workspaces for hazardous materials levels. If shown to be
necessary by test results, the proper cleaning of such indoor spaces by the EPA or appropriate government agency or its
designated contractors. Such a testing and cleanup'effort must be coordinated by a single agency utilizing the strictest
Federal guidelines. '

Statement of Representative Jerrold Nadler NY)
Exposing EPA Mishandling of Response to Sept 11* r^tacks

January 17,2002

However, even when foe EPA received test results from a study commissioned by the Task Force that indicated serious
levels of asbestos and other materials inside downtown apartments, the EPA continued to guide residents to the NYC
Department of Health (NYCDOH) for direction. The NYCDOH directed residents who ere the seme distance away from
Ground Zero as the Federal buildings, to dean esbestos-iaden dust "with wet regs end mops" er "wet brooms.”

"We must ask why is what the EPA says Is good enough for New York residents not good enough for the EPA itself?
Either the cleanup measures taken at the EPA office were necessary to protect Its workers or the EPA wasted waBt..d tax­
payer dollars on an unnecessary cleanup,* stated Congressman Nadler.

Moreover, the Congressman argued, thet by delegating authority to the more lenient City standard, the EPA may have
violated the law. as the agency is compelled to ensure that such City standards are al least as stringent as Federal lew.

Today, ( have leveled some serious charges at the EPA because I believe I have the moral responsibility to de so.
However, I went to make perfectly clear that vre still do not know the extent of the presence of hazardous materials in
some areas downtown, it may or may not be dangerous in some indoor areas of lower Manhattan. I believe that given
that we don’t have all of the facts, we cannot conclude anything. I do know that we must get the proper facts and act
swiftly and appropriately to get the Jeb done right," said Rep. Nedler.
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guidelines.

In addition. I call upon the EPA National Ombudsman to expand his investigation Into the Agency’s handling of the post

to breathe, and tneir water is safe to drink.'' ) sincerely hope she was right However, given that the EPA has not tested

inside people’s homes, despite my repeated requests fer it to do so, how could the EPA have comprehensive data to

dcsazbds -s’n
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EPA Region It officials have claimed in multiple public statements that they heve no responsibility for indoor testing and

cleaning of residences in lower Manhattan, in a November 20* Nw Venk Deity News article, Region It Counsel Walter

Today, we are calling into question the integrity of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) testing and cleanup of

hazardous materials in downtown Manhattan. There is a gross disparity in how the EPA has responded to t>.e 9/11

attacks as against other Instances of hazardous materials contamination around the country. I fear that the EPA has

abrogated its responsiw” / to protect public health by proclaiming lower Manhattan “safe” without comprehensive data to

support that conclusion. Tne EPA has oonduoted NO tests of residential homes in New York City, even though it has done

so in other eases around the country. The EPA must eliminate this disparity now. The EPA must test residential homes

immediately, and if necessary, dean all contaminated areas using properly trained personnel under the strictest federal

support this Claim either way? More Importantly, when the EPA was presented with test results showing elevated levels of

hazardous materials in downtown apartments, it chose to do nothing.

9/11 attacks here In New York. This investigation must be performed independently, thoroughly and expeditiously without

any obstruction. I urge Administrator Whitman not to continue her quest to dissolve the office of the Ombudsman and, in

so doing, further call into question the integrity of the Agency,

Mugoan said. They [the federal regulations] were never contemplated to apply to someone cleaning an apartment"

Bonnie Bellow, spokesperson fer Region II said in a recant St Louis Post-Dispsteh artltie That’e not our Job and we have

rw polidBS or procedures for doing that type of testing." She also stated, “We ere not a health agency.”

However. 1 have spoken with EPA officials who dispute the accuracy of those statements. The EPA National

Ombudsman, Robert Martin, confirmed for me that tfie agency is, In fact, currently doing indoor testing and removal of

hazardous materials in Herculaneum, Missouri, and has also done so in McFarland. Canfemia, and Kelleg. Idaho.
3
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I have also teamed that the Federal buildings at 290 Broadway, which houses the EPA, and 26 rederai Plaza, were tested

inside and outside for high levels of hazardous materials and. when some were found, the areas were cleaned (Hepa

vacuumed) by properly-trained personnel. Some sources have also indicated that ever, greater ciean-up measures were

Today, I have leveled some serious charges at the EPA because I believe I have the moral responsibility to do so.

However, i want to make perfectly clear that we still do not know the extent of the presence of hazardous mpterlals in

some areas downtown. It may or may nnl be dangerous In some indoor areas of lower Manhattan • we just don’t know. I

believe that given that we don’t have all of the facts, we cannot conclude anything. I dc know that that we must get the

proper facts and act swiftly and appropriately to get the job done right.

We must ask why is what the EPA says is good enough for New York residents not good enough for the EPA itself? Either

the cleanup measures used at the EPA office were necessary to protect its workers or, the EPA wasted tax-payer dollars

on an unnecessary cleanup. And if such cleanup measures were necessary at the EPA offices, why are such cleanup

protocols not necessary at many, or all, of downtown’s residences and offices?

I also hnd jit repugnant that an official at the EPA would deny a public health responsibility when its own mission statement

says that toe EPA’s goaf is to 'protect human health and to safeguard the natural environment • air, water and land - upon

which life depends.

. * The EPA has claimed publicly that it does not have the legal authority to do necessary environmental tests and

‘ remediation in response to the World Trade Center attacks. This is absurd. How can they make this claim when they

have dearly done residential work throughout the Country? Why Is New York being treated differently?

However, even when the EPA received teat results from a study commissioned by the Task Force that indicated serious

levels of asbestos end other hazardous materials intide downtown apartments, the EPA, instead of directing systematic

testing and remediation where contamination was found, instead directed residents to the NYC Department of Health

(NYC^OK), which instructed them to clean asbestos-laden dust 'wito wot rags and mops" or “wet brooms’ - procedures

guaranteed not to remnve or prevent asbestos contamination.

6F:6T B00S-iT-Nbr
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Therefore, 1 demand that the fOllowfnB actfons be taken by the EPA:

be coordinated by a single agency utilizing the strictest Federal guidelines.

Second, t am calling for a full, independent end unfettered investigation by the EPA Nationel Ombudsmen into the EPA's

response to the Seotember 11* attacks in New York.

Third, I am formally requesting the release of all documents detailing the justification for the cleanup of 290 Broadway and

26 Feoera: Plaza, how it was conducted, by whom, and at whose expense, and an immediate explanation from EPA

regarding why it didn't utilize or enforce the Federal guidelines regarding hazardous testing and cleanup downtown, and

permitted the use instead of more lenient City standards.

We must act now so that we don’t have to pay a terrible price later. Our health and safety is at stake. Clear and proper

guidelines must be in place so that if such an event were to, G-d forbid, happen in the future, we dont find ourselves in this

same situation.

s
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First, the EPA must begin expedited testing of lower Manhattan residences and workspaces for hazardous materials

levels. If shown to be necessary by the teat results, the proper cleaning of such indoor spaces must be undertexen by the

EPA, or by another appropriate government agency or Its designated contractors. Such a testing and cleanup effort must

Eric M. Schmeltzer
Press Secretary

Office of Rep. Jerrold Nadler
202-225-5635

NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document
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Finally, I call upon my cotlesgues in Congress to begin immediate hearings into these matters.
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From:
Sent
Subject:

“And given that the EPA has not tested inside people's homes, despite my repeated requests for it to do so, I find It deeply
troubling that Administrator Whitman said she was 'glad to reassure the people of New York.. .that their air is safe to
breathe, and their water is safe to drink.’ She clearly did not have comprehensive data to support that claim either way,**
ha added.

"The EPA has failed to uphold its own mission - 'to protect human health and to safeguard the natural environment - air,
water and land * upon whieh life depends.' It is absurd that the EPA has claimed publicly that It doesn't have the legal
authority to do necessary environmental tests end remediation in response to the World Trade Center attacks when it has
clearly done residential work throughout the country," said Congressmen Nadler. *Why is New York being treated
differently?'

Congressman Nadler also revealed today that the Federal buildings at 290 Broadway and 26 Federal Plaza were tested
inside and outside for high levels of hazardous materials and, when some were found, the areas were cleaned (HEPA

NEW YORK - Calling into question the integrity of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) actions In lower
Manhattan since the World Trade Center attacks, Rep. Nadler exposed a gross disparity in how the EPA has responded to
the aftermath of the 8/11 attacks compared with other instances of hazardous materials contamtnation around the country.
Congressman Nadler made the announcement at a pity Hall press conference and was Joined by members of the Ground
Zero Elected Officials Task Force, and Hugh Kaufmen, Chief Investigator for the EPA National Ombudsman.

EPA Region II officials have claimed in multiple public statements that they have no responsibility for Indoor testing and
cleaning of residences in lower Manhattan, in a November 20* New York Dally N6ws article, Region 11 Counsel Walter
Mugdan said. They (the federal regulations) were never contemplated to apply to someone cleaning an apartment."
Bonnie Bellow, spokesperson for Region II, said in a recent fit. Louis Post-Dlspotch article. That's not our job and we
have no: policies or procedures for doing that type of testing.” She also stated. *We are not a health agency." However,
today Congressman Nadler said that he had spoken vdto EPA officials who dispute the accuracy of those statements.
The EPA National Ombudsman, Robert Martin, confirmed that the agency is, in feci, currently doing indoor testing and
removal of hazardous materials in Herculaneum, Missouri, and has also done so in McFarland, California, and Keiiog,
Idaho.

Nadler Exposes Dramatic EPA Double-Standards and Mlsbandlinp
of Hazardous Materials Testing and Removal in

Downtown Manhanan Residences
Cans forFvfl Testing and Cleanup, Comprehensive and Independent Investigations

Jan. 17,2002
CONTACT: Eric Schmeltzer
202-225-5635
FOR immediate RELEASE

Schmeltzer, Eric
Thursday, January 17.200210:38 AM
MAJOR WTC RELEASE: NADLER EXPOSES EPA DOUBLE-STANDARD

Rep. Nadler charged that the EPA has abrogated its responsibility to protect public health by proclaiming lower Manhattan
"safer without comprehensive data to support that Statement. And the Congressman revealed that the EPA had its own
office building at 290 Broadway extensively tested and properly cleaned, in stark contrast to EPA directives w^ich told
Manhattan residents to follow NYC Department of Health (NYCDOH) guidelines that advise cleaning with "wet rags." The
Congressman stated that these guidelines may be in violation of the federal law that EPA is responsible for overseeing.
As a result of these findings, the Congressmen made a number of immediate demands of the EPA and called for the
condnued, unfettered and independent investigation by the EPA National Ombudsman and for Congressional Hearings.
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CALLS FOR ACTION

Rep, Nadler end the Ground Zero Elected Officials Task Force called for four actions by the EPA:

In addition, Congressman Nadler called for immediate Congressional hearings into all of these matters.

Justice Project for their assistance In bringing some of these matters to my attention.
ddBa/dcG ’S’n

Thank you all for being here. I am joined today by members Of the Ground Zero Elected Officials Task Force and by Hugh

Kaufman. Chief Investigator for the EPA National Ombudsman. I want to also thank the New York Environmental Law and

4) An immediate explanation from EPA of why it didn’t utilize or enforce strict, Federal guidelines regarding hazardous
testing and cleanup downtown, in favor of more lenient City standards.

3) The release of all documents detailing the justification of toe cleanup of 290 Broadway and 26 Federal Plaza, how that
cleanup was conducted, by whom, and at whose expense;

vacuumed) by properly trained personnel. Some sources have also indicated that even greeter cleanup measures were
taken.

Rep. Nadler has served in Congress since 1892. He represents the Sth Congressional District of New York, which
includes parts of Manhattan and Brooklyn, including the area surrounding ’Ground Zero.' He is the Chair of the Ground
Zero Elected Officials Task Force.
#0#
•• Rep,. Nadler’s statement is attached

2) The foil, independent and unfettered Investigation by the EPA National Ombudsman into EPA's response to the
September 11* attacks in New York.

However, even when the EPA received test results from a study commissioned by the Task Force that indicated serious
levels of asbestos and other materials inside downtown apartments, the EPA continued to guide residents to the NYC
Department of Health (NYCDOH) for direction. The NYCDOH directed residents who are the seme distance away from
Ground Zero as the Federal buildings, to dean esbestos-iaden dust "with wet rags end mops" or "wet brooms.*

1) Expedited testing of lower Manhattan residences end workspaces for hazardous materials levels. If shown to be
necessary by test results, the proper cleaning of such indoor spaces by the EPA or appropriate government agency or its
designated contractors. Such a testing and cleanup'effort must be coordinated by a single agency utilizing the strictest
Peders! guidelines.

Moreover, the Congressman argued, that by delegating authority to the more lenient City standard, the EPA may have
violated the taw, as the agency is compelled to ensure that such City standards are at least as stringent as Federal lew.

"Today, ( have leveled some serious charges at the EPA because t believe I have the moral responsibility to de so.
However, 1 want to rrake perfectly clear that vra still do not know the extent of the presence of hazardous materials l.i
some areas downtown. It may or may not be dangerous in some indoor areas of lower Manhattan. I believe that given
that we don’t have all of the facts, we cannot conclude anything. I do know that we must get the proper facts and act
swiftly arid appropriately to get the job done right,' said Ftep. Nedler.

*We must ask why is what the EPA says is good enough for New York residents not good enough for toe EPA itself?
Either the cleanup measures taken at the EPA office were necessaiy to protect its workers or toe EPA wasted wast-.d tax­
payer dollars on an unnecessary cleanup," stated Congressman Nadler.

Stetement of Representative Jerrold Nadler (D-NY)
Exposing EPA Mishandling of Response to Sept 11* Attacks

January 17,2002
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guidelines.

to breathe, and tneir water is safe to drtnk.” ) sincerely hope she was right. However, given that the EPA has not tested

inside people's homes, despite my repeated requests for it to do so, how could the EPA have comprehensive data to

support this claim either way? More importantly, when the EPA was presented wirn test results showing elevated levels of

hazardous materials in downtown apartments, it chose to do nothing.

EPA Region II officials have claimed in multiple public statements that they have no responsibility for Indoor testing and

cleaning of residences in lower Manhattan, in a November 20** New Ytvk Defy News article, Region il Counsel Walter

ddaa/bds 'STi

NYC-WTC_000144679

In addition, l call upon the EPA National Ombudsman to expand his investigation Into the Agency's handling of the post

9/11 attacks here In New York. This investigation must be performed independently, thoroughly and expeditiously without

Today, we are calling into question the integrity of the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) testing and cleanup of

hazardous materials In downtown Manhattan. There is a gross disparity in how the EPA has responded to b.e 9/11

attacks as against other Instances of hazardous materials contamination around the country. I fear that the EPA has

abrogated its responsibi'’ y to protect public health by proclaiming lower Manhattan “safe' without comprehensive data to

support that conclusion. Tne EPA has conducted NO tests of residential homes in New York City, even though it has done

so in other cases around the country. The EPA must eliminate this disparity now. The EPA must test residential homes

immediately, and if necessary, clean ell contaminated areas using properly trained personnel under the strictest federal

any obstruction, i urge Administrator Whitman not to continue her quest to dissolve the office of the Ombudsman and, in

so doing, further cell into question the integrity of the Agency,

Mugdan said. They [the tederai regulations] were never contemplated to apply to someone cleaning an apartmenf

Bonnie Bellow, spokesperson for Regio'^ " * <id in a recent St Louis Post-Dispatch article That's not our Job and we have

no polities or procedures for doing that type of testing." She also stated, *We are net a health agency.”

However. 1 have spoken with EPA officials who dispute the accuracy of those statements. The EPA National

Ombudsman, Robert Martin, confirmed for me that the sgency is, in fact, currently doing indoor testing and removal of

hazardous materials in Herculaneum, Missouri, and has also done so in McFarland. California, and Kellog. Idaho.
3

f
On September 18*", Administrator Whitman said she was "glad to reassure the people of New York.. .that their air is safe
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Rep. Nadler Issues First “White Paper en Disgraceful and illegal
EPA Respense te Pest-9/11 Air Quality Issues In lower Manhattan

Demands New Information from EPA Administrator Whitman and
Announces EPA National Ombudsman's Second Investigative Hearing

M arch 8. 2002
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

NEW YORK — On the eve of the six-month anniversary of the terrorist attacks on the World Trade
Center (WTC), U.S. Congressman Jerrold Nadler (D-NY) today issued the first “White Paper” on Lower
Manhattan air quality. The White Paper aggregates the evidence to date on improper and illegal
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) actions in the WTC case, presents a number of new findings,
and calls on the EPA to immediately comply with the law to protect the public health.

CONTACT: Eric Schmeltzer
202-225-5635

“Clearly, the EPA has broken the law by its lack of compliance with the National Contingency
Plan [with mandates EPA’s direct responsibility for hazardous materials contamination situations] and it
must now comply. The EPA must stop passing the buck. There is still time for the EPA to fulfill its
mission and protect the public health,” he added.

Congressman Nadler said, “This new White Paper, which will be updated regularly, gives the full-
scale damning account of what is currently known about the EPA’s reckless and illegal response to the
indoor air quality situation since September 11th.”

The White Paper documents a growing body of significant evidence that the EPA misled the
public about the “safety” of air quality and improperly allowed the City of New York to handle indoor air
matters, with virtually no effort to assure that City agencies complied with federal laws and regulations
designed to protect the public from exposure to hazardous materials. In doing so, the paper charges, the
EPA violated federal law and put the public health at risk because the City’s handling of indoor air
matters has been utterly inadequate, and therefore indoor spaces cannot be considered “safe.” It also
provides new evidence on EPA double-standards and calls on the EPA to immediately reverse its course
of action.

U.S. REPRESENTATIVE

Jerrold NADLER
UH KIS Kills SI

From New York's 8"* Congressional District



NYC 9/11 Public Portal Document

###

NYC-WTC_000144681

• A detailed section specifying precisely how the EPA broke federal law;
• New evidence on how EPA’s assurances of “safety” have resulted in the denial of benefits and relief

to the citizens of downtown for cleanup from government agencies, private insurance carriers and
social welfare organizations, such as the Red Cross; and

• Additional evidence supporting the claim that the EPA treated its own building differently than it
treated the rest of Lower Manhattan.

Finally, Congressman Nadler announced the second in a series of Investigative Hearings of the
EPA National Ombudsman, Robert J. Martin. The hearings will take place on the actual six month
anniversary of the 9/11 attacks at 11:30 am at the Federal Court House, 500 Pearl Street in Manhattan.
The public is invited to testify.

Additionally, Representative Nadler released a second letter to EPA Administrator Christine Todd
Whitman requesting specific new information related to EPA actions. The EPA has defended its lack of
action on indoor air matters in Lower Manhattan by stating that the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) made “mission assignments,” under the Federal Response Plan. Congressman Nadler
states in the White Paper that the National Contingency Plan (NCP), which is actually activated by the
Federal Response Plan, was not properly followed. This is because the EPA did not take full
responsibility for the hazardous materials release as it is mandated to do under NCP. The letter seeks to
find additional information related to this issue.

“I want to know what the EPA did and when did it do it? What actions exactly did the EPA take
under the National Contigency Plan?” asked Congressman Nadler.

The full transcript of the first Ombudsman hearings can be found on the website of the New York
Environmental Law and Justice Project: www.nyenvirolaw.com.

While the White Paper chronicles all of the important evidence to date of EPA mishandling of the
9/11 air qu^ity’issue, new allegations in the Paper include:

http://www.nyenvirolaw.com
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which life depends.

taken.

guaranteed not to remove or prevent asbestos oontemination.

on an unnecessary cleanup. And if such cleenup measures were necessary st the EPA offices, why ere such cleanup

protocols not necessary at many, or all, of downtown's residences and offices?
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We must esk why is what the EPa eays is good enough for New York residents not good enough for the EPA itself? Either

the cleanup measures used at the EPA office were necessary to protect its workers or, the EPA wasted tax-payer dollars

I also find iit repugnant that an official at the EPA would deny a public health responsibility when its own mission statement

says that the EPA’s goal is to 'protect human health and to safeguard the natural environment - air, water and land - upon

testing and remediation where contamination was found, instead directed residents to the NYC Department of Health

(NYCDOH), Which instructed them to clean asbestos-iaden dust "with wet regs and mops" or "wet brooms' - procedures

I have also learned that the Federal buildings at 290 Broedway. which houses the EPA. and 26 rederal Plaza, were tested

inside and outside for high levels of hazardous materials and, when some were found, the areas were cleaned (Hepa

vacuumed) by properly-trained personnel. Some sources have also indicated that even greater dean-up measures were

Today. I have leveled some serious charges at the EPA because I believe I have the moral responsibility to do so.

However, I want to make perfectly clear that we still do not know the extent of the presence of hazardous m?*eria!s in

some areas downtown. It may or may not be dangerous in.some indoor areas of lower Manhattan - we just don't know. I

believe that given that we don't have ail of the facts, we cannot conclude anything. I de know that that we must get the

proper facts and act swiftly and appropriately to get the Job done right.

The EPa has claimed publicly that It does not have the legal authority to do necessary environmental tests and

remediation in response to the World Trade Center attacks. This is absurd. How can they make this claim when they

have clearly done residential work throughout toe Country? Why Is New York being treated differently?

However, even when the EPA received test results from a study commissioned by the Task Force that indicated serious

levels of asbestos and other hazardous materials inside downtown apartments, the EPA, Instead of directing systematic

GtriST S00S-iT-Nbr80/i0-d STS
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Therefore, 1 demand that the following actions be taken by the EPA:

Second, t am calling for a full, independent and unfettered Investigation by the EPA National Ombudsman into the EPA's

response to the Seotomber 11* attacks in New York.

Third, I am formally requesting the release of all documents detailing the justification for the cleanup of 290 Broadway and

26 Feoerai Plaza, how it was conducted, by whom, and at whose expense, and an immediate explanation from EPA

regarding why it didn't utilize or enforce the Federal guidelines regarding hazardous testing and cleanup downtown, and

Finally, I call upon my colleagues In Congress to begin immediate hearings into these matters.

We must act now so that we don’t have to pay a terrible price later. Our health and safety is at stake. Clear and proper

guidelines must be in place so that if such an event were to, G-d forbid, happen in the future, we don't find ourselves in tills

same situation.

5

dd3a/Ud3 ’STI

NYC-VVTC_000144683

First, the EPA must begin expedited testing of lower Manhattan residences and workspaces for hazardous materials

levels. If shown to be necessary by the test results, the proper cleaning of such Indoor spaces must be undertaken by the

EPA, or by another appropriate government agency or its designated contractors. Such a testing and cleanup effort must

be coordinated by a single agency utilizing the strictest Federal guidelines.

Eric M. Sehmeitzer
Press Secretary

Office of Rep. Jerrold Nadler
202-225-5635

permitted the use instead of more lenient City standards.
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REGIONAL WHIP

March 7,2002

Dear Administrator Whitman:

NYC-WTC_000144684

Thank you for your letter of February 22,2002 responding to a number of concerns I raised about
the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) actions following the September 11'*' attacks in New York
City. I appreciate your acknowledgement that there are a number of remaining concerns, and I thank you
for your stated commitment to address these issues. In that regard, I have a number of questions about
your reply.

REPLY TO;
7 WASHINGTON OFFICE:

2334 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON. DC 20515
12021225-5635

DISTRICT OFFICE:
201 VARICK STREET
SUITE 669
NEW YORK. NY 10014
(2121367-7350

. DISTRICT OFFICE:
445 NEPTUNE AVENUE
COMMUNITY ROOM 2C
BROOKLYN. NY 11224
17161373-3198

E-mall: jerrold.nadler <■ (nail.house.gov
Web: http://www.hou8e.gov/nadler.

Christine Todd Whitman
Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460

JERROLD NADLER
8th District, New York

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
SUBCdWMfrTEES

' Nanking member
CONSTITUTION

COMMERCIAL AND
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW

In your letter, you state “The President’s declaration triggered the Federal Response Plan and
directed FEMA to coordinate various federal, state, and local agencies and the American Red Cross in
carrying out thirteen distinct Emergency Support Functions. The Enviromnental Protection Agency
(EPA) has served in a supporting role to the City of New York and the State of New York, consistent with
the Federal Response PIm and mission assignments from FEMA.” You also write that “the City assumed
responsibility for indoor testing and the reoccupancy of buildings.” However, in documents obtained by
the New York Environmental Law and Justice Project, pursuant to a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
request, it appears that EPA did envirorunental assessments of at least some residential and commercial
buildings (at the request of the Ground Zero Elected Officials Task Force), and that On-Scene
Coordinator's) were working in Lower Manhattan (see Enclosure). I am pleased to learn that EPA has
done environmental assessments of some residential and commercial buildings. As you know, I have
been requesting that EPA take responsibility for responding to the release of hazardous materials for all
indoor spaces in Lower Manhattan. I would like to explore this matter in greater detail, and I must now'
request more information on EPA activities in this regard;

dCongr.w of tJje States
of i^cpresentatibcs;

OTagJjinBton, ©C 20515

• Please provide a detailed description, and all documentation, of the OSC’s duties in response
to the attacks of September 11“^ and the collapse of the World Trade Center.

• When are. or were, OSC’s on duty in New York City following September 11*, 2001? If
there is no OSC currently working in New York City in response to the collapse of the World

• Please provide the name and phone number of the On-Scene Coordinator (OSC) acting in
response to the attacks of September 11"*, 2001 and the collapse of the World Trade Center in
New York. If there is, or was, more than one OSC working, please provide the names and
phone numbers of all OSCs working, or who have worked, in New York Ciy following
September 11* 2001. If there is, or was, more than one OSC working in New York City
following September 11*^, 2001, please provide the name and phone number of the person to
whom the OSCs reported when carrying out their duties.

TRAtilSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE

SUBCOMMITTEES

HIGHWAYS AND TRANSIT
RAILROADS

nail.house.gov
http://www.hou8e.gov/nadler
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, Trade Center, please provide the date the decision was made to stop using OSCs, who made
this decision, and why, and all documentation relevant to this decision.

• I assume the OSC’s were working in New York City pursuant to the National Contingency
Plan (NCP). If this is not the case, under what authority, other than the NCP, can OSCs
operate? If other authority exists, please provide documentation to support the application of
such authority to response efforts taken in New York City following September 11*, 2001.

• Has the EPA operated under the National Contingency Plan in any capacity in New York
City following the attacks of September 11* 2001? If not, why not? How does the Federal
Response Plan function in relation to the National Contingency Plan? Does tire Federal
Response Plan trigger the National Contingency Plan? If not, what statutory or regulatory
authority relieved the EPA of die obligation to implement the National Contingency Plan in
New York following the attacks of September 11 ,2001, once the Federal Response Plan
was activated and there had been a release of hazardous materials? To what extent has EPA
made mission assignments related to removal of hazardous materials in lower Manhattan
(indoor and outdoor) as it is required to do by Emergency Support Function #10 of the
Federal Response Plan? How does this relate to your letter’s statement that FEMA made
mission assignments? If FEMA made the mission assignments related to the release of
hazardous materials independent of EPA, does this not represent an abdication of EPA’s
responsibility under the NCP to protect the public health and environment?

In your letter of February 22,2002, you responded to my concerns about the cleanup of federal
buildings by stating that “EPA did not set a more stringent standard of cleanup for these federal buildings,
and the lobby cleanup was consistent with the New York City Department of Health advisory.” You
included a document entitled “USEPA Air Analytical Results from 9/13/01 Sampling Event,” which
states that the methodology used on dust samples was PLM - EPA-600 R-93/116. However, in
documents obtained in the aforementioned FOIA request, it appears that sampling was conducted at 290
Broadway on 9/14/01-9/28/01 as well, and that these dust were also analyzed using Transmission
Electron Microscopy (TEM) methods (See Enclosure). I am pleased that TEM methods were used to
analyze dust samples, as I have been advocating that the most sensitive detection methods be used in
response to the collapse of the World Trade Center.

• Have all the dust «nmples collected in Lower Manhattan in response to the collapse of the
World Trade Center been analyzed using TEM methods? If so, please provide ^1
documentation and the results of such tests. If not, please explain why dust samples collected
at 290 Broadway were analyzed using TEM, but the same testing methodology was not used
to analyze samples collected in other parts of the city.

• Please explain the discrepancy in these documents, and why documents related to actions
taken on 9/14/01-9/28/01 were not included in your response to my inquiry.

In response to my concerns that EPA guided residents to the NYC DOH recommendations for
reoccupying their homes, which advised residents to clean asbestos-laden dust with a “wet rag or wet
mop”, you wrote “Our Agency also advised residents in frequent public appearances, press releases, and
phone conversations on our 24-hour hotline, that if they had more than minimal dust they should hire a
certified asbestos cleanup contractor. For those with only minimal dust, EPA also continued to
recommend wet wiping, mopping, and HEPA vacuuming in these situations, consistent with the City’s
recommendations.” However, in a communication included in documents obtained by the
aforementioned FOIA request, EPA writes that “We have advised people that if they have WTC dust in
their homes or offices, it may be easiest for them to simply assume that it meets EPA’s definition for
‘asbestos containing material’ (ACM), rather than paying to test each dusted area separately and awaiting
the results before taking any further action” (See Enclosure).
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Thank you for your prompt response to these questions and requests for information. I also
respectfully request that either you, or someone from the EPA who has sufficient knowledge to address
these issues, participate in the second EPA National Ombudsman Investigative Hearing scheduled for
11:30am, Monday, March 11“*, 2002 at the US Courthouse at 500 Pearl Street in New York City. A
formal invitation has been issued by the Ombudsman’s office to EPA Region n officials in New York. I
believe these matters could be addressed in a much more comprehensive and timely manner with EPA’s
participation in this process.

• Please provide all documentation of EPA advising residents that they should hire a certified
asbestos cleanup contractor.

• Please define what is meant by the term “minimal dust” and all documentation to support the
definition. Please provide all documentation that residents and the public were notified of
the definition of “minimal dust.” Please explain why there is a delineation between less
than, or more than, minimal dust when, according to OSHA, as well as EPA, dl of the dust
must be “assumed to be asbestos-containing material?”

• Your statement seems to suggest that the EPA condones allowing residents to assume the
burden of testing and remediation. Is this correct? Does the EPA agree that the burden of
testing and remediation should be placed on the residents, building managers, and/or
property owners?

• Under what federal statute or regulation does EPA have authority to delegate its
responsiblities to control or remediate releases of hazardous materials following the
September 11*, 2001 attacks in New York? Under what federal statute or regulation is EPA
relieved of its oversight responsibilities to ensure compliance with all public health and
envircnmental statutes when it has delegated its responsibility to respond to the release of
hazardous materials?

I am dismayed that EPA Region n officials declined to attend the first EPA Ombudsman
Investigative Hearing, and referred to it as “pure theater.” I hope this is not the official position of the
EPA. It is my understanding that, until now, it has been standard operating procedure for EPA officials to
attend and provide information at all EPA National Ombudsman Investigative Hearings. In fact, this
would seem to be part of the status quo the E^A is required to adhere to by the Temporary Restraining
Order (TRO) issued by Judge Richard W. Roberts. I urge you to comply with your normal practice, and
ensure that EPA treats the New York hearings in the same manner as it has treated hearings in all other
regions of the country. Failure to do so would seem to be in violation of the court order. The people of
New York have a right to this information, and to these proceedings. As you are well aware, this is an
urgent matter for the people who live and work in Lower Manhattan and who must live with the threat of
hazardous waste contamination produced by the collapse of the World Trade Center. Thank you, again,
for your pledge to assist the people of New York. I look forward to your prompt response.

Sincerely,

. Member of Congress


