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Introduction to EPA’s Superfund
Program and Superfund
Redevelopment Program




What is a Superfund site?

* Congress established the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act (CERCLA) in 1980

* Informally, the act is referred to as Superfund and
the contaminated sites are called Superfund sites

* The act requires the parties responsible for the
contamination to either perform cleanups or
reimburse the government for EPA-led cleanup
work

*  EPA’s Superfund program is responsible for
cleaning up some of the nation’s most
contaminated land and responding to
environmental emergencies and natural disasters

Davie Landfill Superfund site in Broward County,
Florida (Region 4)

https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-cercla-overview



https://www.epa.gov/superfund/superfund-cercla-overview

EPA’s Superfund Redevelopment Program

Helping communities affected by Superfund sites return land to safe and beneficial use.
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Each Superfund
site holds reuse
potential
waiting to be
realized!




Benefits of Superfund Redevelopment
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s Types of Site Reuse

Commercial

Ecological

Recreational

Public Service Uses
Industrial

Mixed Uses

Residential




Environmental Justice and
Community Revitalization

(&) Superfund Site Points

Nationally, nearly 1
in 4 Americans
live within 3 miles
of a Superfund
NPL site.
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Economic Impacts of Superfund
Redevelopment




Beneficial Effects
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Examples of Successful Reuse

m Reuse and the Benefit to Community
Big River Mine Tailings/St. Joe Mineral Corp. Superfund Site

Local Economic Impact Case Study and Technical App

Introduction

For more than a century, mining companies mined lead at the Big River Mine Tailings/St. Joe Mineral Corp. (Big
River) Superfund site in St. Francois County, Missouri. Wind and erosion pathways — as well as municipal

use of mine tallings and chat — contaminated soils, sediments, surface water and groundwater with lead.
Cooperation by EPA, the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), potentially responsible parties
(PRPs), local governments and developers is leading to the successful cleanup and continued use and reuse of the
site. Today, the site is home to residential, commercial, industrial, recreational, public services, agricultural and
ecological areas.

Superfund site restoration and reuse can revitalize local economies with jobs, new businesses, tax revenues and
local spending. Cleanup may also take place while active land uses remain on site. However, active cleanups did
not take place on all commercial or industrial properties profiled in this case study. This case study explores the
Big River Mine Tailings/5t. Joe Mineral Corp. (Big River) area’s cleanup, continued use and reuse, illustrating the
beneficial effects of Superfund redevelopment.

Beneficial Effects

Site businesses in the response area employ about 5,871 people, providing estimated annual
employment income of over $220 million and generating over $670 million in annual sales revenue.

Site properties in the response area are currently valued at nearly $828 million and generate nearly $8
million in annual property tax revenues.

Cleanup has allowed residential, commercial, industrial, recreational, public services and agricultural
uses to continue on site. Innovative redevelopment projects led by the private sector and local
governments are helping to offset the loss of jobs from mine closures and providing valuable
community benefits.

St. Francols €ountyiMis

R

EignRiysr Mins\Tailinqs_
St Joes Mineral Corp '
Superfund Site

Figure 1. The site’s location in 5t. Francols County, Missouri, 100002113
November 2018

PUTTING SITES
TO WORK

How Superfund Redevelopment in
Region 2 Is Making a Difference in

Communities

REGION 2
ECONOMIC 2021 DATA
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Examples of Successful Reuse

Koppers Co., Inc. (Charleston Plant)







Case Study: Combining Cleanup and
Reuse at the Former Nansemond

Ordinance Depot (FNOD) Superfund Site

Suffolk, VA
Region 3
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Combined cleanup and reuse




Current site use and planned future use




Economic Benefits of FNOD Site
Reuse

e =3 A

Number of Number of Total Annual
Businesses: Jobs: Employment Income:

34 895 $62,170,004
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Beneficial Effects of Superfund
Redevelopment in EPA’s New
England Region




EPA Region 1 Superfund
Redevelopment Economics

Part or all of a site is being used in a new,
different manner than before Superfund
involvement. Or, the property was vacant
and cleanup was designed to support a
new, specific land use.

Historical uses at a site remain active,
and/or the site is still used in the same
general manner as when the Superfund

process started at the site.

Jy
Continued
Use

In Reuse and Part of a site is in continued use and part

of the site is in reuse.

Continued
Use

48 = 93 SITES IN USE'

25 = 43 SITES WITH BUSINESSES

O

Maine
Vermont

®

New Hampshire

(:>_’,,4 c’\\\\\‘I’

C ticut
onnecticu Rhode Island

@ : Total number of sites in use per state.
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EPA Region 1 Redevelopment Economics

Superfund sites in Reuse and Continued Use: 2022
Business & Job Highlights

Number of Businesses: 604
Total Annual Sales: $2.7 billion
Number of People Employed: 10,501

Total Annual Employee Income: $893 million




Case Study: Economic Growth and
Community Revitalization at the Wells
G&H Superfund Site

Woburn, MA
Region 1
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Case Study: Wells G&H
Woburn, MA, Region 1

- Wells G & H >4
"Superfund Site |

Property

City of Woburn
Property

W.R. Grace Property

930 1,860
I N oot

Sources: Figures 5.1, 6.2 and 7.1 of the
2005 Woburn Land Use Plan, Figure 1
of the 2014 FYR, Esn, DigitalGlobe,
GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics,
CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AEX,
Getmapping, Aerogrid, IGN, IGP,
swisstopo, the GIS User Community
and the City of Woburn Assessors
Office.
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Case Study: Wells G&H
1: Aberjona Auto Parts Property, (OU4)
Woburn, MA, Region 1

* Owner and City’s 2005 Land Use Plan identified Hockey Rink
Reuse
* Pre-ROD Reuse
* 2004 Baseline Risk Assessment
* EPA 2004 Comfort/Status Letter
* Remove all junked cars
* Preserve monitoring wells
* Consent for access
* Final Reuse Designs, including Soil & Groundwater
Management Work Plan and Vapor Intrusion
Mitigation.
* 2008 Holland Arena constructed

<EPA
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Pm.(m Case Study: Wells G&H
~  2: City of Woburn Property — Floodplain Area ( OU3)

Woburn, MA, Region 1 Ll

* 2005 City Land Use Plan identified
passive recreational use, AFTER OU3
SEDIMENT CLEANUP

* Post-ROD Reuse | ) NAtberj?I'na'l
* OU3 Cleanup: 3 - | Nature Trai
* Removes and restores sediments i

* Removes construction fill and
debris and restores floodplain
e 2017 OU3 cleanup complete and
Aberjona Nature Trail created within
floodplain

<EPA
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Case Study: Wells G&H

3: W.R. Grace Property (OU1)
Woburn, MA, Region 1

* 2005 City Land Use Plan identified Hotel
* Post-ROD Reuse

* 2006 W.R/ Grace building demolished

* 2014 EPA Comfort/Status Letter to

* Ownership change does not alter W.R.

Grace responsibility under 1991 Consent
Decree

* Protect P&T Remedy

* Prepare Soil/GW Work Plan and Health &
Safety Plan

* Vapor Intrusion Mitigation

<EPA
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Developer Perspective
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Total Real
Estate Taxes:

$483,569

Total Meals
Tax:

$195,000

2/1/2024

Woburn Landing Tax Analysis

RE Tax Ra{e

s 1872

Meals Tax Rate

Occupancy Tax Rate

0.75%

6%

Real Estate Taxes

Assessed Value

Sales Volume Tax Revenue

Restaurant1(Bldg) 'S 68,982 S 13,547
Restaurant 2 (Bldg) | $ 541,700 $ 10,682 .
Restaurant 3 (Bldg) | S 1,065,000 S 21,002
o Hotel Building 'S 22,228,067 S 438,337 | B
o . Total Real Estate Taxes S 483,569_
Meals Taxes i o
) , Sales Volume Taxes =
Meals Tax | Pressed Café $ 5,000,000 S 37,500
Meals Tax | 110 Grill S 4,000,000 | S 30,000
Meals Tax Chick-fil-A $ 13,000000 $ 97,500
) Meals Tax Starbucks | $ 4,000,000 $ 130,000 i
i . Total Meals Tax $ 195,000
Hotel Taxes ) - )
Rooms Occup. . Rate | Gross Revenue Taxes I
235 - 75% $ 165 $ 10,614,656 $  636,879.38 K
- Total Hotel Occupancy Taxes $ 636,879
- R Total 2024 Project Tax Impact $ 1,315,448

(Z)

Total 2024
Project Tax
Impact

$1,315,448



Wrap Up: Superfund Redevelopment
Resources and Contacts




THE OMAHA LEAD SUPERFU ND SITE
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Joe LeMay

Superfund Redevelopment mesjecte
Coordinators 3 o

kondrk.jaclyn@epa.gov

Shelby Johnston
sk johnston.shelby@epa.gov

P 3 Scott Miller
miller.scott@epa.gov
Joydeb Majumder
majumder.joydeb@epa.gov

Thomas Bloom
bloom.thomas@epa.gov

Casey Luckett Snyder
luckett.casey@epa.gov
Nathaniel Applegate

Pacific Islands

applegate.nathaniel@epa.gov

Hawaii

Tonya Howell

howell.tonya@epa.gov

Fran Costanzi
costanzi.frances@epa.gov
Molly Roby
roby.molly@epa.gov

Taylor Barrett
barrett.taylor@epa.gov

Piper Peterson

10 .
peterson.piper@epa.gov
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Superfund Redevelopment Program Website
www.epd.gov/superfund-redevelopment

SRP Mailing List
Sign up for the SRP Mailing List to receive updates

SRP Webinars
www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment/quarterly-

webinar-series

Benefits of

g""e"urur Reuse
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http://www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment
https://www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment/subscribe-srp-mailing-list
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http://www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment/quarterly-webinar-series

Questions?

Alexis Rourk Reyes

Superfund Redevelopment Program Manager
(202) 564-3179
rourk.alexis@epa.gov

Jaclyn Kondrk Denis P. Dowdle

U.S. EPA Region 3 Madison Properties
(215) 814-3358 (617) 986-0016
kondrk.jaclyn@epa.gov dpdowdle@earthlink.net
Joe LeMay

U.S. EPA Region 1
(617)-918-1323
Lemay.joe@epa.gov

Contact the Redevelopment Experts for Your Area
www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment/regional-redevelopment-contacts
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Q&A Session




Thank you!
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