














Sentinel on the Bay

When Captain John Smith sailed up
the Chesapeake in 1606 he called it **a
very goodly Bay, 18 or 20 myles
broad™ and added:

*In sommer no place affordth more
plentie of Sturgeon, nor in winter
more abundance of fowle, especially
in time of frost. I tooke once 52
Sturgeons at a draught, at another
68."

If Captain Smith should sail up the
Bay today, he would still find it
goodly, but he might also encounter
some EPA research vessels making
sure it stays that way. For the Bay is
threatened with environmental prob-
lems, and one of the functions of
EPA’s Annapolis Field Office is to
monitor them and keep the Agency
and the public alerted to the hazards.

Like many of EPA’s operations, the
Field Office came from another
agency. It started life in 1965 as part
of the water pollution control program
in the Department of Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare and was later moved
to the Interior Department. It was an
arm of the Federal Water Quality
Administration when that Agency be-
came part of EPA in 1970.

Through the years, the Field Office’s
mission also has changed. Not only
must the staff patrol the Bay's 195-
mile length but also devote a very
large proportion of work to other
environmental problems of Region
[Il. During a recent interview, for
example, Orterio Villa, director of the
facility, was interrupted by several
phone calls. One disclosed that the
highly toxic pesticide Kepone had
been found in crabs in the James
River. Another dealt with Philadel-
phia’s drinking water supply. And the
Field Office’s activities also range
from air sample monitoring in Wash-
ington, D.C. to arsenic in the soil at
Alexandria, Virginia, and measure-
ments to determine pollutants in the
effluents from steel mills around Pitts-
burgh.

Although ‘‘crisis’” sampling has
preoccupied the staff in recent months
as one after another hazardous pollu-
tant has cropped up in the environ-
ment, much of their activities deal
with routine enforcement of water and
air laws. including the National Pollu-
tant Discharge Elimination System of
permits.
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By Truman Temple*

To serve the Region, the Field Of-
fice operates with a staff of 30 in the
cramped quarters of a rented building
(and three trailers) at the western edge
of Annapolis.

The workload has grown so heavy
that a new laboratory building near
the existing site is now planned for
completion next year that will increase
space from 7,500 square feet to more
than 30,000. The facility also will be
redesignated as a consolidated regional
laboratory from its present status.

The enlarged quarters will come
none too soon. The staff not only
must provide technical expertise to the
Region. including sampling of drinking
water, monitoring river basins, and air
and NPDES enforcement. but it must
also make numerous ocean cruises to
inspect dumping sites on the continen-
tal shelf. In addition. the Field Office
provides three Districts and seven
area offices of the Coast Guard with
analyses in oil spill cases.

“We use four or five different meth-
ods to analyze the oil.”” Mr. Villa
explains. “"If necessary. we can even
tell whether the oil came from a
Venezuelan or Arabian oil field by the
vanadium and nickel in it.”’

The Field Office maintains a small
fleet to carry out its tasks. At the
moment it has a 33-foot Bertram, a
27-foot Concord, a 23-foot Thunder-
bird it acquired from EPA's Cincin-
nati Lab, plus a couple of Boston
Whalers for quick runs into shallow
coves. Four of the staff members are
qualified scuba divers. On the oceano-
graphic cruises aboard large Coast
Guard cutters—13 trips so far to the
dumping grounds off Delaware and

Maryland—the staff has taken samples -

from 200 feet down. (DuPont and the
City of Philadelphia. which now use
the ocean dumping sites. are sched-
uled to phase out their operations in
the next few years.)

Who are the most and least coopera-
tive industries in the Field Office’s
experience? Oddly enough, the an-
swer does not seem to correspond to
the industry's resources. One of the
best that he has encountered in the
Region, Mr. Villa declares, is a pork
processing plant in Virginia! The firm,
Cornwell Brothers, not only has pi-
oneered in controlling pollutants from
its meat handling operations but has

been praised by former EPA General
Counsel Alan G. Kirk for its efforts.

And at the other end of the spectrum,
some nationally known companies
have used extensive stalling tactics
and legal maneuvers to avoid compli-
ance with the law. according to Mr.
Villa. On a couple of occasions. EPA
inspectors were even denied entrance
to the plants and had to get their
enforcement lawyers on the phone
before they could get inside the gates.

Mr. Villa, who majored in chemistry
at Dickenson College. Carlisle, Pa.,
and did graduate work at the Univer-
sity of California at Berkeley and at
George Washington University,
Washington, D.C.. has maintained an
interest in the sea for a long time. He
served as a Naval officer aboard the
cruiser U.S.S. Columbus for three
years including a tour in the Far East,
and later worked in a Naval research
laboratory in California. He joined the
Annapolis Field Office in 1966, and
has been director since 1973. In his
current post he has helped in formu-
lating EPA regional guidelines for
management of dredge spoil, in de-
signing the new laboratory, and in
planning for the new EPA study of
the Chesapeake Bay.

If a visitor took a superficial look at
the daily work of the Annapolis staff,
he would assume that only a small
amount of its time—perhaps 5 per-
cent—is spent patrolling and monitor-
ing the Chesapeake. But Mr. Villa
points out that this is deceptive. When
one adds in the related monitoring of
the many tributaries emptying into the
estuary, and the NPDES permit pro-
gram for industries along those nvers,
much of the facility’s work is involved
with the ultimate impact of man’s
activities on the ecology of the Bay.
"By this yardstick. close to half of all
our work affects the Chesapeake,”
Mr. Villa declares.

That says something about the prob-
lems of the estuary and why the
forthcoming EPA study of this rich
body of water has support in Con-
gress. As Senator Charles McC. Ma-
thias of Maryland said in recent hear-
ings. "'I can't imagine any other single
natural resource in this country that
demands protection more, both in
terms of its inherent resources. and of
its dangers, which are increasing.”

To which Captain Smith might add a
heartfelt **Amen.” ©
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*Triman Temple is « Headguarters
Public Affairs Officer.
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Are you planning to buy a boat, or
do you already have one? If so, and
your craft is equipped with a toilet,
you may be affected by some recent
EPA water pollution regulations,
which require that most boats be
equipped with special devices to con-
trol the discharge of sewage. New
boats—defined as those built after
January, 1975—will have to be so
equipped by January 30 of next year.
Older vessels have three additional
years to comply.

EPA’s regulations are part of the
Agency's plan to control water pollu-
tion caused by the dumping of human
sewage into the Nation’s waterways.
Congress when it passed the 1972
Water Pollution Control Act Amend-
ments gave EPA the task of control-
ling pollution from human wastes dis-
charged from the more than 600,000
boats and ships which regularly use
the Nation's rivers, lakes and coastal
waters.

The volume of sewage discharged
from vessels in U.S. waters is esti-
mated to equal that of a medium-size
city. The contributors include 550,000
toilet-equipped recreational boats,
54,000 small commercial vessels, 6,000
tow and tug boats, almost 1,500 Army
Corps of Engineers vessels, 710 Navy
ships. about 700 ocecangoing commer-
cial ships, and a large number of
foreign vessels which enter U.S.
waters.

There are good reasons for being
concerned about the pollution of
waterways by human wastes. If im-
properly treated, sewage contains
farge numbers of living bacteria which
can cause outbreaks of waterborne
diseases such as typhoid and hepatitis.
Sewage also contains chemicals, some
of which alter the natural balance of
life in waters by promoting the exces-
sive growth of plant life or by reduc-
ing populations of wildlife and fish. In
addition, no one wants to use polluted
waters for boating, fishing or swim-
ming.

To tackle the vessel waste problem,
the Agency asked for and listened to
the opinions of a large number of
affected groups: the boating public,
commercial shippers, the U.S. Navy,
environmental groups, and the U.S.
Coast Guard, which is charged with
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enforcement responsibilities. EPA’s
Office of Water- Planning and Stand-
ards wanted the answers to some
tough questions: How much cleanup
of vessel wastes would it be feasible
to require? What technology was
available to do it? How much would it
cost? Would the costs involved have
any serious effect on the commercial
activity of U.S. vessels? Could the
regulation be effectively enforced?
After several years of work, EPA
issued final regulations on Jan. 29.

New Rules

The new rules were formulated
around the principle that the chemical
and physical properties of water bod-
ies are not always the same; therefore,
especially sensitive waters—those
which can’t cleanse themselves easily
through natural processes—should be
granted a higher degree of protection
than other waters.

Based on that principle, the EPA
regulations forbid any discharge of
vessel wastes into most freshwater
bodies within any State. These include
landlocked lakes. reservoirs and other
freshwater impoundments, and rivers
not usable for interstate travel. Gener-
ally speaking. then, small or sensitive
bodies of water get special protection.

Sewage may lawfully be discharged
into other waters, but it will have to
be treated first by on-board equipment
to meet stringent health standards.
Waters in this category include most
sea-connected lakes, rivers that can be
used for interstate travel, the Great
Lakes, estuaries, and coastal waters.

Initial treatment standards for bacteria -

and solid material will have to be met,
either in 1977 (for *‘new™ vessels) or
in 1980 (for older vessels).

Even tougher treatment standards
will go into effect later, although boat-
owners who act quickly to meet the
initial standards may qualify for an
exemption from any further require-
ments.

The terms of the exemptions are
complex, and affected boat-owners
should check the regulations in detail.
But, in summary, a new vessel meet-
ing the initial treatment standards any-
time before January 1980 will be ex-
empt from any further requirements

By Peter Acly*

during the operable life of the equip-
ment already installed. Also, older
vessels which meet the initial require-
ments by January 1978 qualify for a
similar exemption.

To comply with the EPA regula-
tions, many owners of toilet-equipped
vessels will have to install new equip-
ment that has been approved by the
U.S. Coast Guard. This will involve
the installation of either a ‘‘holding
tank''—from which wastes can be
pumped out for treatment ashore—for
use in no-discharge areas, or a “‘flow-
through™ device for use on waters
where sewage must be treated before
discharge.

The 1972 Act also provides for the
designation of specific no-discharge
areas in waterways into which the
discharge of treated sewage would
otherwise be allowed. One such provi-
sion permits EPA, if petitioned to do
so by a State, to extend special pro-
tection to waters near shellfish beds,
drinking water intakes or swimming
areas. Another provision allows the
States to extend no-discharge protec-
tion to other designated waters, pro-
vided that EPA is first able to deter-
mine that adequate pump-out and
treatment facilities are available to
service all vessels using those waters.
To date, special no-discharge actions
under the latter provision have been
approved for the States of Missouri,
Michigan, New Hampshire, Vermont,
Wisconsin, New York and California.
The Michigan and Wisconsin no-dis-
charge actions have caused concern
on the international front: Canada has
expressed the opinion that those par-
ticular no-discharge actions interfere
with the free passage of Canadian
shipping through the Michigan and
Wisconsin portions of the Great
Lakes. Discussions with the Canadi-
ans are under way to clarify this issue.

The Coast Guard is responsible for
determining which specific treatment
or holding devices are acceptable to
meet the EPA standards. It will also
enforce the regulations by inspecting
boats and ships to see that needed
equipment is in place and functioning
properly. ©

*Peter Acly is an EPA Headqguarters
Press Officer.
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NEWS MEDIA

By Patricia L. Cahn*

The proper relationship between gov-
ernment and media in a democratic
society has been the subject of fruitful
controversy in this country for the last
200 years, and longer.

Thomas Jefferson, saying he would
rather have press sans government
than government sans press, took the
libertarian side of the question, but
that view has not won universal ac-
claim, even in this enlightened age. As
long as government and media exist,
they will be adversaries simply be-
cause each has a different interest.
The media want total freedom to
report what they see as truth, and
many in government would like noth-
ing better than a constant stream of
favorable news and comment about
cherished programs, with a comforta-
ble silence when these programs go
wrong. Each party is bound to be
disappointed.

Although government and the media
are friendly adversaries, the underly-
ing truth is that they have an absolute
need for each other, a need that is
given tacit acknowledgement in the
fact that there is not a single agency in
the Federal government that does not
have some sort of staff to provide
services to the media. All of which
leads me to the main point; that the
media have a definite influence on the
way environmental policy is formu-
lated and carried out.

Rarely is such policy put together in
a vacuum. In the promulgating of
regulations, EPA insists that the regu-
lation writer must take into considera-
tion, and state in writing, what the
impact of this regulation will be on the
public.

Ambitious programs can be doomed
to failure if launched without regard to
public opinion, and in the face of
strong public opposttion. On the other
hand, such programs can proceed
rather well, with the inevitable ups
and downs, if the media have the facts
and report them, thus tilling the soil of
public opinion.

The environmental movement itself
would not have become the popular
cause it is without wide media cover-
age. Our activities have high visibility
and high controversy, and you can be
sure that the press and broadcast
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people take an’intense interest in
almost everything EPA does. The
nature of that interest varies according
to the audience the medium reaches.

There are five major classifications of
media covering EPA. First, the most
comprehensive coverage is by trade
journals. These are essentially news-
letters which are subscribed to by
thousands of organizations and indi-
viduals across the country, people
who need a continuous, detailed look
at all the news or potential news to
come out of EPA. The reporters who
represent these newsletters come into
the Agency every day, but they spend
more time with the program people
than in the Public Affairs Office.

Also interested in the technical or
legal details of EPA actions are the
representatives of the environmental
activist groups. These organizations
may not send somebody around every
day or even every week, but they
keep a close eye on us. Each pub-
lishes a newsletter, too, so they are in
that sense media themselves. But
more importantly, they act as an in-
stant conduit for information to the
mass media, often to our consterna-
tion or embarrassment.

Third, we see a lot of reporters
stationed in D.C. who are employed
by local newspapers from around the
country. These reporters are either
assigned permanently to the environ-
ment beat or else cover it on an ad
hoc basis as major stories emerge.
They usually drop by to follow up on
a speech or a news release, or attend
a press conference. They are inter-
ested primarily in how an announce-
ment affects their local areas.

A fourth group consists of reporters
or columnists of national reputation
and the network TV reporters. They
cover only the stories of major con-
sumer or topical interest to the nation
as a whole.

The fifth and final category of media
contacts is local reporters calling long
distance—most often from radio sta-
tions around the country. They are
interested in getting an official to
make a brief comment they can record
on tape for rebroadcast later that day.

Our Public Affairs Office has 8 peo-
ple who spend fulltime in media rela-

tions. Each has a special knowledge in
one area such as air or water or
pesticides. They keep in close contact
with the operating level of the
Agency, write press releases and fact
sheets, and spend a tremendous part
of their time answering phone calls
from media people who are usually on
a tight deadline and need information
quickly.

Our “‘information specialists’ give
the reporters all the information they
can muster from their own knowledge
and then put them in touch with good
contacts in the various programs.

It is our policy at EPA that anyone
in the press can talk to anyone in the
Agency. A journalist is under no
obligation to tell us in the Public
Affairs Office who he has spoken to
or wants to see. unless he prefers that
we make the arrangements. Likewise,
EPA officials don’t have to account to
Public Affairs when they talk to any-
one on the outside. There is no
attempt to control access to those who
know. This has given us red faces at
times, when a reporter gets slightly
different points of view from two or
more program people. But that's a
price we pay for the openness we feel
is essential.

Mr. Train and the Deputy Adminis-
trator, John Quarles, have made them-
selves available day and night.

Even if we wanted to be secretive
{(which we don’t), we would have a
hard time doing so because of the
Freedom of Information Act. It
obliges all agencies to make known a
broad range of data on their opera-
tions. with certain lawful exceptions
like unpublished official policy recom-
mendations and so-called trade se-
crets.

We are happy to say that we have
never denied an FOI request from a
news source—to maintain that record
we once had to defy a State Depart-
ment request for silence on a Korean
rat poison case—but, so far, we're
batting 1.000.

There isn't an agency in Washington

* Excerpted from 1976 ' Lecture on Me-
dia’’ given by Patricia L. Cahn, Director,
Office of Public Affuirs, ar the University
of Wisconsin at Green Bay, March 16.
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The Sixth Annual Report of the
Council on Environmental Quality be-
gins on an ominous note. Its first
chapter, **Carcinogens in the Environ-
ment”’ bluntly states:

*This chapter concerns cancer. It
discusses several probable causes but
focuses on one. the chemicals intro-
duced into our environment by our
consumption pattern and way of life.
It describes cancer (not one disease.
but a family of them). and considers
the special problems of diagnosis oc-
casioned by the latency-period charac-
teristic of cancer. It analyzes the
difficulty of screening cancer-causing
agents (carcinogens) before approving
them for mass production and distn-
bution, and cites current efforts to
improve methods for testing poten-
tially hazardous substances. It con-
cludes by arguing that prevention
rather than treatment offers the most
effective attack on cancer today.™

Although cancer is not the only
disease linked to environmental fac-
tors, it is one of the most important.
costly, and rapidly accelerating health
problems in the United States:

*Cancer killed a reported 358.400
citizens in 1974. About one million are
under treatment for the disease. and
each year 900,000 new cases are diag-
nosed . .. The American Cancer So-
ciety estimates that 25 percent of the
213 million people now living in the
United States will ultimately develop
some form of cancer.™

The World Health Organization esti-
mates that 60 to 90 percent of all
cancer is related to environmental fac-
tors. A disconcerting and growing
body of evidence indicates that man-
made hazards, many of them chemical
in nature, may be responsible for an
incidence of cancer that has more than
doubled since the turn of the century.
Each year thousands of new chemical
compounds are invented by U.S. in-
dustry and hundreds are introduced
commercially and go into use.

Unfortunately, the capacity to de-
velop new chemical substances far
exceeds the ability of scientific investi-
gators to determine the carcinogenic
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potential of the chemicals. “*In the
past ten years the production of syn-
thetic organic chemicals has expanded
by 225 percent; relatively few of the
new compounds have been studied for
their cancer-causing potential. Be-
cause of the typical latency period of
15-40 years for cancer, we must as-
sume that much of the cancer from
recent industrial development is not
yet observable.” Between 10 and 16
percent of the chemicals tested for
carcinogenicity produce cancer in ani-
mals, but of some two million known
chemicals only about 6,000 have been
laboratory tested for carcinogenicity.

The majority of known environmen-
tal carcinogens are encountered at the
workplace. Above-normal incidences
of cancer are found in workers having
contact with known or suspected car-
cinogenic substances such as asbestos,
arsenic, benzopyrene, benzidine, bis-
chloromethylether, coal tar, carbon
black, and vinyl chloride. Because
relatively few detailed studies of
worker populations have been con-
ducted, evidence for many of these
substances is only now being devel-
oped.

Cancer hazards may be found in
some consumer products. Some chlor-
inated hydrocarbons and arsenical
pesticides that have been used in
homes and gardens are known carcin-
ogens. Commercially processed foods
have also been found to contain resi-
dues of pesticides known to be carcin-
ogenic and other chemicals suspected
of being so. Foods may also contain
naturally occurring carcinogens such
as aflatoxins produced by particular
mold contaminants. Some drugs and
cosmetics have been reported as car-
cinogenic.

Combustion products released from
industrial and commercial smoke-
stacks may contain a variety of carcin-
ogenic matenals. In 1975, the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency found
cancer-producing agents in low con-
centrations in the drinking water of all
80 cities whose water supplies it in-
vestigated.

The economic and social conse-

quences of cancer in the United States
are massive; it is estimated that annual
expenditures for cancer go into tens of
billions of dollars. Compared with the
amounts of human and financial re-
sources invested in treatment, the in-
vestment in cancer prevention has
been small. Yet, recent improvements
in cancer therapy have been only
modest. The chapter concludes that
the only prudent policy toward cancer
is to increase the emphasis on preven-
tion and to identify cancer risks before
human exposure. Of highest priority is
the rigorous screening of chemicals for
noxious properties before they reach
the marketplace.

In his message transmitting the 1975
report to Congress, President Ford
states

**We can be proud of the progress
we have made in improving the Na-
tion’s environmental quality. Yet we
must meet additional challenges over
the next few years. We must improve
our understanding of the effects of
pollutants and of the means and costs
of reducing pollution. As we develop
new energy sources and technologies,
we must assure that they meet envi-
ronmental standards. We also must
continue the job of cleaning up pollu-
tion from existing sources.”’

The 763-page report provides back-
ground on environmental issues and
analyses of developments in air,
water, solid waste, noise, land use,
energy and related fields. The good

. news is that despite continuing hard

questioning of anti-pollution efforts
and their costs, spokesmen for both
industry and government are showing
less inclination to dismiss environmen-
tal concern as a faddist nuisance.
Consideration of environmental fac-
tors is becoming accepted as a valid
component of private and public deci-
sion making.

By most conventional methods of
measurement, air quality in the coun-
try has greatly improved during the
five years since passage of the Clean
Air Act Amendments. Sulfur dioxide
has been reduced 25 percent nation-
wide and this is particularly evident in



major metropolitan areas; particulates,
the other main pollutant from station-
ary sources, were cut by 14 percent.
Of the approximately 20,000 major
stationary sources, 15,600 have either
met the standards or have a schedule
for doing so. Emissions from 1975
model automobiles have been reduced
67 percent from emission levels of
cars built five years ago. Yet undesir-
ably high levels of the major air
pollutants continue to occur at many
locations.

Water quality indicators, trend analy-
ses, and studies all show that many of
the worst point sources of pollution
are being effectively controlled and
that some of our most heavily poiluted
waterways are being cleaned up. By
July 1975 over 40,000 discharge per-
mits had been issued; the emphasis
was upon “‘major’’ industrial and mu-
nicipal discharges. At the end of the
fiscal year, about $6.6 billion of mu-
nicipal waste water treatment funds
had been obligated and one billion had
actually been spent.

Other highlights of the authontative
report include:

o CEQ economists estimate that the
cost of pollution abatement that will
be required in the 1974-1983 decade
by federal environmental legislation
will be $217.7 billion. This is up $22.9
billion from the 1974 estimate, mostly
due to inflation. The per capita cost is
about $98 for 1976. For the median
income family, costs probably will rise
to about 2.5 percent of gross family
income in 1983, before the ratio begins
to decline.

eEstimated investment costs for air
pollution control will reach a peak in
1977 and those for water pollution
control in 1983. The latter does not
include projected costs to control non-
point sources of pollution.

e CEQ-EPA analyses indicate that
the demands for pollution control in-
vestments will not seriously disrupt
capital markets or displace significant
amounts of investment for industry’s
plans for expansion or modernization.
Pollution control expenditures are cur-
rently stimulating the economy so that

the Gross National Product is higher
than it otherwise would have been.

e All the analyses seem to indicate
that environmental programs had a net
effect of increasing the number of
available jobs; air and water pollution
control deadlines and the municipal
grants program have stimulated ex-
penditures.

® Demographic studies indicate that
the population growth rate in larger
metropolitan areas has dropped sub-
stantially from what it was between
1960-70. In smaller metropolitan areas
it increased slightly, but in nonmetro-
politan areas the annual growth rate
has increased almost a full one per-
cent. The shift in growth rates pre-
sumably reflects a quality of life.

®The environmental impact of new
energy technologies should be as-
sessed while they are in the research
and development stage. For example.
a Stanford Research Institute study
estimates that a shale oil industry
complex capable of producing 6.4
quadrillion British thermal units an-
nually by the year 2000 might have
direct environmental effects of the
following magnitude: solid wastes
would be almost nine times the total
residential and commercial totals of
1973; a daily water requirement of 417
million gallons. enough to supply the
daily household needs the Washing-
ton, D.C. metropolitan area; sulfur
dioxide emissions equal to those from
thirteen 1,000-megawatt power plants
burning low-sulfur western coal with-
out any emission controls.

®Nuclear power production has not
reached the commercial significance
predicted. The industry is troubled by
technical reliability and safety prob-
lems. Increasing costs of generating
plants and adjunct fuel facilities have
made the economics of nuclear power
doubtful. Controversy over a safe dis-
posal method for radioactive wastes
remains unresolved.

®Most lakes studied in the eastern
States are suffering some degree of
accelerated eutrophication. primarily
due to nutrients that drain from agn-
cultural and urban land but affected

also by effluents from industry and
sewage treatment plants.

® Preliminary analysis of water qual-
ity data for 1970-74 shows a decline in
DDT levels consistent with the re-
strictions on domestic use. Levels in
wildlife and human food supplies are
significantly lowered: soils show a
stabilization if not a decline of DDT
levels.

® Data for Great Lakes fish show
static or rising levels of polychloni-
nated biphenyls (PCBs). Water sam-
ples from the North Atlantic show
PCB residues at least as high as those
of DDT, despite the much higher load
of DDT discharges; the indication is
that PCBs are even more persistent in
the ocean than long-lasting DDT.

e Over-fishing has seriously depleted
populations of some of the commercial
fish species off U.S. coasts.

® Approximately one out of every
ten animal species native to the
United States may be endangered or
threatened; similarly, more than one
out of ten of the higher plants may be
endangered. threatened with becoming
endangered. or recently extinct.

ein the developing nations. where
nearly three-fourths of the world's
people live, the overriding environ-
mental problem is hunger. The long-
run solution requires reduction of pop-
ulation growth, economic develop-
ment. and development aid to raise
food production.

The highlights cited here can only
suggest the scope and nich diversity of
this report. It has something for envi-
ronmentalists of all persuasions.
Whether your specialty is the macro-
economics of pollution control, flue
gas desulfurization, coastal zone plan-
ning. or the preservation of the black-
footed ferret and the blue whale, you
will find information of interest in this
almanac of the environment. The re-
port may be purchased from the Su-
perintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office. Washing-
ton, D.C. 20402; stock #040-000-
00337-1. The price is $6.60. ©
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BOSTON

controls reinstated

Three elements of EPA’s transporta-
tion control plans for the Boston area
have been reinstated by the U.S. Dis-
trict Court of Appeals. They include a
freeze on commercial parking spaces,
vapor recovery systems for gasoline
stations. and incentives 1o reduce sin-
gle-passenger auto commuting.

These aspects of the plans had been
suspended since September 1974 pend-
ing resolution of legal actions challeng-
ing EPA’s authority and the technical
data on which the plans were based.
Gasoline station operators have until
June | to install the vapor recovery
systems.

treatment plant awards

Region I's Water Programs Division
has started a program to encourage and
recognize the good operation and main-
tenance of sewage treatment plants.
Every month certificates will be
awarded to the two officials in charge
of plants judged to be operated effi-
ciently and maintained in superior con-
dition. The awards. to be presented at
local community ceremonies, empha-
size the importance of proper sewage
treatment to the improvement of water-
way quality.

NEW YORK

sludge dumping

New York City's sewage plant sludge
can continue to be dumped at sea for
the next five years without danger to
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public health or beach water quality.
according to a draft environmental im-
pact statement filed recently by EPA.
The Agency had been considering pro-
posals to move the dump site. an area
roughly 22 kilometers (12 nautical
miles) off the Long Island and New
Jersey coasts., or to open new dump
sites.

However, Regional Administrator Ger-
ald M. Hansler said the present site
would be adequate until 1981, since the
amounts of sludge to be disposed of
have not increased as rapidly as ex-
pected because of delays in starting
advanced treatment plants. The stite-
ment recommends continued monitor-
ing of the dumping site and designation
of an alternate site if that becomes
necessary.

Land-based alternatives to ocean
dumping are being considered by the
Interstate Sanitation Commission, Mr.
Hansler said. These include incinera-
tion, pyrolysis (heat treatment), and
land application of the sludge. EPA’s
goal is to end all sludge dumping in the
New York Bight by 1981.

minority firms hired

Three minority certified public account-
ing firms in New York City have been
awarded contracts to do accounting
work for the Region 11 Office, and a
contract is under negotiation with a
fourth firm in Puerto Rico. The firms
will supplement the Office’s auditing
staff. Each contract’s value may range
from about $6,000 to $114,000,

PHILADELPHIA

sewer moratorium

A ban on additional sewer connections
in a Philadeiphia suburb was recently
imposed by Region 111. Officials of
Region 111 believe it was the first such
action by EPA, although sewer morato-
riums have been frequently ordered by
State agencies.

The action prohibits new connections
to the Saw Mill Run pumping station,
near Norristown. Pa., and will remain
in effect until the station’s capacity is
enlarged. The East Norriton-Plymouth
Joint Sewer Authority is planning the
enlargement, with Construction Grant
funding from EPA.

During heavy rains, the undersized

pumping station now permits raw sew-
age to overflow into a tributary of the
Schuylkill River, which is the source of
several drinking water systems.

pesticide fines

More than $8.000 in fines was paid
recently by four manufacturers for vio-
lations of the Federal pesticides law.
The violators and their fines were:
Lebanon Chemical Corp., Lebanon,
Pa., $2.700; Bowman Mell and Co.,
Harrisburg, Pa., $500; Arcal Chemi-
cals, Seat Pleasant, Md., $3.000; and
Monsey Products Co., Kimberton, Pa.,
$2,200.

i
ATLANTA

record penalty

The largest settlement yet received in
Region [V for pesticide registration
violations was the recent $15,000 pen-
alty paid by the Kare Chemical Co., a
subsidiary of the Eagle Family Dis-
count Store, Opa-Locka, Fla.

The firm was charged with six counts
of non-registration and six misbranding
violations. Six different products were
involved, including swimming pool dis-
infectant, lawn spray, algicide, and in-
secticides.

\
CHICAGO

air violators cited

Region V Enforcement Director James
0. Mc Donald recently issued formal
notices of violation of federally enforce-
able State air pollution regulations to
large companies in Ohio and Indiana.
The Cleveland Electric and lluminat-
ing Co. was cited for excessive particu-
late emissions at power plants in Ash-
tabula, Avon Lake, Willoughby, and
Cleveland. Sixteen boilers at these
plants, the notice said. were emitting
particulates at the rate of 28,000 tons
per year; State regulations allow only
7,100 tons per year.

Bethlehem Steel Corporation’s two
coke batteries at Chesterton, Ind.,



were charged with emitting 2,215 tons
per year of particulates, more than four
times the 506-tons-per-year rate allowed
by Indiana regulations.

/

DALLAS

hispanic convention

Many Region VI employees will take
part in the annual convention of IM-
AGE. an organization of Spanish-
speaking government employees in
Dallas May 26-30. The IMAGE Gov-
ernment Employees’ Association is
composed of Hispanic persons em-
ployed at all levels of Federal, State,
and local governments throughout the
country, but especially in the South-
west. More than 7.000 delegates and
visitors are expected. EPA will have an
exhibit at the convention. explaining
the Agency’s programs and activities.
Carlos Romero, Region VI Civil
Rights Officer, is EPA’s coordinator
for the convention.

wrecker convicted

The first criminal conviction for failing
to control asbestos dust in building
demolition has been obtained in U.S.
District Court in New Orleans.

The Big Chief Wrecking Co.. Fort
Lauderdale, Fla., and its foreman, Jack
Deutsch, were found guilty of ignoring
EPA rules for dust control when
company workers demolished the old
Hotel Dieu Hospital in New Orelans in
1974. The rules, issued the year before,
require wreckers to wet down
asbestos-containing materials and
remove them in dust-tight containers
before the general destruction of a
building. Inhalation of asbesos fibers is
linked to bronchial and lung cancer.

KANSAS CITY

kansas fish kills

Aerial applications of pesticides are

suspected of being the cause of exten-
sive fish kills in ponds and streams of
south central Kansas in March. Sam-

ples of living and dead fish. bottom
muds, and water collected by the State
Fish and Game Commission were ana-
lyzed in EPA’s Kansas City, Mo.,
Surveillance and Analysis Laboratory
and found to contain endrin and para-
thion.

The pesticide spraying began in late
February to control an army cutworm
outbreak that threatened the wheat
crop. Larry Anderson and C.E. Poin-
dexter of the Region VII Pesticides
Branch headed EPA’s investigation to
determine if there were any violations
of Federal law. They worked in coop-
eration with the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, the State Department of
Agriculture, and the State Department
of Water Quality and Hygiene.

/
/

DENVER

penalties sought

Region VIII is seeking civil penalties
totalling $300.000 in four pending Fed-
eral District Court cases.

In Utah EPA is asking for a $140,000
judgment against Park City Ventures,
for 14 days of tailings spills from the
firm’s mining operations in Park City,
and $10.,000 from Thatcher Chemical
Co., Salt Lake City. for a chemical
discharge into the Surplus Canal. a
tnbutary of Great Salt Lake.

In Colorado the Ralston Purina Co..
owner of the Keystone ski area. is
charged with spilling oil into Dillon
Reservoir for 11 days. and a fine of
$110.000 is sought. For endangering the
water supply of Crested Butte by tail-
ings spills into Coal Creek. the U.S.
Energy Corporation. a mining com-
pany. is being sued for $40,000.

drinking water grants

Three States in Region V11l have been
awarded the first drinking water supply
supervision grants. under the Safe
Drinking Water Act. They are: Colo-
rado, $107.600; North Dakota, $75.000;
and South Dakota, $75.000.

The funds will be used for technical
assistance. engineering surveillance,
monitoring, and laboratory support.

SAN FRANCISCO

steel plant cleanup

The Kaiser Stee! Corporation recently
agreed to clean up the air pollution
from its Fontana, Calif.. plant after
EPA asked for a Federal District
Court injunction against the firm.

The corporation signed a consent de-
cree, agreeing to reduce its emissions
of sulfur oxides and particulate matter
to acceptable levels. Installation of
“'scrubbers,” gas cleaning equipment,
began immediately on some stacks, and
the first units will be in operation this
summer. Kaiser also agreed to shut
down all but three of its antiquated
open hearth furnaces, and to use no
more than two of them at any one
time. The decree requires full compli-
ance with EPA’s emission order by

Jan. 1, 1980.

SEATTLE

foot rot fungus

Winter wheat growers in eastern Ore-
gon recently received special permis-
sion from EPA to use an unregistered
fungicide, Benlate. on some 261,000
acres of crops. The product is the only
one known to be effective on wheat
foot rot, a fungus infection that threat-
ened the growers with a loss of more
than $4 million this season. Later a
similar authorization was made for east-
ern Washington.

municipal penalty

The Eagle Water and Sewer Distnict in
Ada County. ldaho. near Boise, re-
cently paid a $250 civil penalty for
violation of its wastewater discharge
permit. Region X officials believed it is
the first such penalty to be paid by a
municipality or municipal service cor-
poration.
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