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SENATOR

R ey Mnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20810-3204

. August 13, 2002

The Honorable Christine Todd Whitman
Administrator
Environmental Protection Agency

* 1200 Teansylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator Whitmnan:
rs

In October 2001, I wrots 1o you regarding my concems that all possible measures be
taken to protect humag health and the environment in the wake of the September 11, 2001, attack
on the World Trade Center, and to ensure that the public would be provided with sound -
information iu this regard. You can imagine my surprise aud concern when Ilearned Som 2
report recently issued by the United States Environmenta] Protection Ageney*s Office of the
Inspectar General (OIG) that the trucks used to clsan streets and sidewalks in the fnancial
district and Bartery Park City in the days immediately following September 11, 2001, did not
contain High Efficiency Particulate Arresting (HEPA) filters as specified in the conracior work
order, and as indicated in statements made last Septernber by you and others in the Agency.

Understandably, the days immediately following Septernber 11, 2001, were
overwheiming and often times confusing, particularly for thoseon the grotind responding to the
aflermath of the attack, Fortunately, this emizsion on the part of the cleanup contractor was
idemtified by EPA and addressad. Yet this finding begs the question as ta what other problems
may have occurred in the weeks following September 11, 2001, of which the public, and
possibly even EPA itself, are still unaware. As cleapup efforts continue around Ground Zero,
including the indoor cleanups that are about to commence, I believe it is vital that we leamn from
this experience and ensure that procedures aze in place to protect against such mishaps from
occurting again in the future.

Last month, the OIG issued an investigative report on whether you had taken official
actions affecting 2 personal financial intarest with respect to three environmental cleaqup sites,
including the Warld Trade Center (Case Number: 2002-0003). The allegations were not
substantiated, and criminal prosecution was declined.

However, in the course of interviews related to the World Trede Center component of the
QIG’s investigation, it was discovered that “trucks used to do the cleaning did vot contain HEPA
filters,” even though “the work order specified the use of HEPA Slter vacuurmn trucks.™ These
trucks without HEPA filters were used to clean dust off streets and sidewalks in the finaneial
district from September 14 through September 16, 2001, &nd started cleanup work in Battery
Park City on eithet September 19 or Septenber 20, 2001, Ths OIG’s report indicates that
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“HEPA equipment was brought in five days later on 'cither September 24 or 25, 2001,” but that
areas that were not cleaned with HEPA filter vacuum trucks “wers not ‘redone’ wntil the second
or third week in October 200]1.™

Furthermore, the EFA employee interviewed for the report indicates that “it was *around
the first week in October 2001," when his managers learned from soraecae (pame unknown) in
EPA Region 2's Press Office that HEPA flter vacium trucks had not been utilized during the
first Sve dzys of the WTC cleanup,” The report goes on to indicate that management in Region
2 ordered the cleanup work to be redone ju the areas that were not ¢leaned with HEPA filter
vacuum trucke. As indicated above, however, this work was not completed umtil mid-October

T2UQL.

In light of the OIG’s report and its finding regarding the vacuumn trucksused to clean
streets and sidewalks around the World Trade Center in the days following the September 11
attack, I would appreciate a response to the follawing questions go later r.’nan August 26, 2002:

¢ Why were members of the public and New York’s congressional deleganon not nouﬁed
about this incident?

o  Was arecord of this incident included in the “Lessons Learned” report issued by EPA in
February 20027 If oot, why not?

»  What if any, increased cxposures to asbestos resulted from the lack of HEPA filteys in
the vacinmn trucks used, to clean streets and sidewalks in Lower Manhattan in the days
following September 11, 2001?

* What, if any, other such instances is EPA awars of with Tespect 1o the response to the
events of September 11, 2001, and what is being done to ideqtify, report, and address
such occummces"

e What procedu:ms are in place or will be put in place by the Agency to casure that such
lapses do not occur in the future?

Once again, I want to thenk you for everything you and others at your Agency have done
to help in the recovery and rebuilding effoxt in Lower Manhattan. This is like nothing any of us
has ever experienced before, and hopefully will ever have to experience again

Thank you for your afreption to this important matter, I lock forward to receiving you:
response, and to continuing to wark with you on this and other matters.

Ml ol C

: )
o’ Hillary Rodham Clinton
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cross-contamipation and re-contamination when entive buildings are not being
tested/cleaned? -

* The seope of work for the monitoring contract indicates that‘EPA will notify residents of
the results of sampling conducted as part of this project!” Does EPA intend to make all
sarnpling results available to the public and if not, why got?

Again, I want to thank you for providing this mnch-needed assistance to Lower
Manhattan. Tlook forward to continuing to work with the City, the Environmental Protection
wApency and the Federal Emergency Management Agency to ansurs that the program is
Sjlgl:?cmed quickly and effectively, and to assure the public thar their exvironment is healthy
saie.

Smeerely yours, ~

Ll;llmlﬂcmwa;ﬁ; .

Hijllary Rodham Clinton
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all of ti2s2 concermns will be addressed as the progyem moves forward, as well a8 whfzthe: you
interd (o expand the geographic scope of the progras to insluge 2 broader zrea that mcl-ud.cs all
residences and businesses—meludiag thz Chinatowsn community -thas mey have been affected by
tho attacks.

I would also Like (o take this opportunity 1o request information and clarification
reparding the following aspects of the scopes of work:

o When is the tasting and clearup work expected to begin, and when Ls the work expected
10 be compietzd? Unnl what date wiil people be able to request testing and cleanup
assistance~will the deadline be extended beyord Septesaber 3, 20027

»  Towor ! mppear from the scepes of work that there will he pre-cleening and post-cleaning
wipe sarnp'ing for dioxin, total metals and merowy, as well as pest-cleaning air sampling
for asbesies. g this the case and, if so, why is there no pre-cleuning alr samipling for
ashestos of pre- and pest-cicanizg wipe sampling for sther containants? How were
these contatuinants decided u_ on Zor pre- and post-vlearing sampling?

o Jiwould appesr fram the scopes of work that there will be pre-cleenirg apd post~cleaning
wipz samplizg for dioxiz, total mgtals and merciry, as well as post-cieaning air samplicg
for asbestos, Is this the case and if so, Why {5 there no pre-cleening air samxpling for
astestos ar pre- and posi-clzaning wips sampiing for other contaminants? Hew were
these contaminene decided upon for pre- apd past-cleaning sempling?

o IHew were serpling and cleanup equipment and methodologies decided upen, incinding
the zetesios slean-up criteria of 0.0009 Shere/ze? Is this'iie critena that achieves te
10™ cancer visk that was mentioned i EPA’s fact skeet on thes cleastp 2ud testing plan”
Ir %o, how was the 10 risk factor decided apor, versis a more protective risk factor of
10%7?

o Why am the £ling of asbestos project notification forms, the posting of waiming sigas,
and the wearing of personal protective ecuipment cnly required during & Scope B
cleanup? Why is the use of personal protective equipmert required only during
aggressive air sampling activities? Eas the Gccupational Safety and Fealth
Adminpistration (OSHA) been consuited with respect to thess aspects of the scopes of
work? :

o The scope of work for the cleaning contract indicates that' FIVAC systerns that are
detzrmined to be irgpacted by dust and dehris from the collepse of the World Trade
Center will be cleaned” How will it be determirzd that gyswwms have been impacted?
With regpect to individual HVAC intake/discharges, how was it dscided that only ane
foat of the ductwork would be cleaned?

»  Will there be any notification provided to buildicg residents when zny testng or ¢leannp
is taking place in & buildirg, whether the testing/cleanup is being conducted ia 2 common
area o7 in ag individual unit? How is ZPA propesing 1o address concerms regarding
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The Honorable Christine Todd Whilman | %
Administrator X fwo‘"c
Envireamental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvaniz Avenus o ___/Zé? .
Washington, D.C. 20004
Dear Adminjstrator Whitman:

Thaok you for your Ictter of February 22 and foryaur efflorts to establish a.ud begin the
operations of the Task Force en Indoor Ajrin Lewer "Manhatten as quickly as possible. Iwanted
to take this opportunity to seek clarification on this i$sue, as well as to request your assistance in
responding to scme alarming findings of the EPA Ombudsman reg-azdmg possible
recontamination of schools in Lowsr Manhartan thiat were revealed in news reports today.

1believe sn'ongly that the fask force chould:

1. Go door-to-doar in lower Manhattan to get a firmer grasp on msun° tudoor air quality and
remediation effarts and to develop whatever new cleamp and monitoring protocols are needed to
“assure the bealth ofrwdmts students and workers in themnthsahead,

2. Busure that all mformanon on indoor nr in Lower Manhattan is made readily available to the
public, ia plain language; and

3. Pay special attention to the particular needs of children who live and attend school in the area.
As you know, because of their size, babits and im=une systems, children are at greater risk of
being harmed by some pollutants than adults and should be monitored accordingly.

T would greatly appreciate it if you could proyide my nffice with additional details on the
Taslc Porce's upcommg work Specifically, Tam cogcemned about two items in the letter you sent
10 participating agencics regarding the estabhshm&nt of the Task Force. First, you indicated that
the Task Farce would "focus on indoor and outdoor air quality.” I feel very strongly that the
primary [ocus of the Task Forca sbonld be indoor air quality, «nd only address outdoor air
quality as it affects indoor air quality.

Second, you indicated that you “anticipate thar the task force will meet for aboat two
hours each week over the next three months." I understmd that such farmal meetings may be
necessary for the effective operation of this Task Force. Please explain the specific activities that

you anticipate the Task Force members will unﬂmafze the field and what resonrces will be
made availsble to 2ddress indoor air quality issues in Lower Maghattan,
1

cerie‘d ©0:S7 cZeoz-eg-g3d
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Additionally, I would appreciate information on how the members of the Task Force
were selected, and why agencics such as the Centers for Disease Contxal and Prevention (CDC)
and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration,(OSHA) were not invited to participate
in the Task Force. Finally, I believe it is extremely important that there be 2 mechanism in place
10 allaw for public review and commment on the Task Force's actvities without unduly slowing

down suc;: activities.

On a related matter, I was de:3ly concemed to read in today's New York Daily News.and
New York Post that the EPA Ombudsman bas found ar Jeast two lowex Manhattan schools have
been recomarninated with hazardous material fam World Trade Ceater debris, and that recent”
tests done at Stuyvesant High School and PS 85 found elevated levels of lead. The
Ombudsman's report apparently recommends that the debris barge docked off West Street,
behind Stuyvesant High School, be moved and that school ventilation rystams be continuously

clea=d or replaced.

Ibelieve that this seport requires immediate artention. I rak you to look into this mater
and inform me of any health concerns that exist for school children in Lower Manhattan. In
addition, I would also like to be kept informed of the actions EPA intends te take to ensure that
children attending school in Lower Manhattzn are afforded the highest level of protection.

1 appreciate your efforts to promote the issue of children's environmental health, and -
want to be sure that those efforts extend to the school children of Lower Maphattan. As Ibave
often stated, children dre at greater risk of being harmed by some pollutants becguse of their size,
habits and developing immune systems. Ensuring that we take all appropriate steps to safeguard
their health is imperative, ) ,

T am grateful for your prompt attention to these issues and thank you in advance for
keeping me informed on anything relsted to these matters.

Sincerely yours,

il 034
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