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Responses to Individual Comments 
This section presents EPA’s responses to individual comments received on the Proposed Plan. 
EPA received comments in various forms including letters, emails, and oral testimony at 
community meetings. The comments and EPA’s responses are organized into the following 
attachments (the attachments are provided in electronic format): 

• Attachment A: Index of Commenters and Responses 

• Attachment B: Master Comment List 

• Attachment C: Responses to Federal Agency Comments 

• Attachment D: Responses to State Agency Comments 

• Attachment E: Responses to Native American Tribe Comments 

• Attachment F: Responses to Local Jurisdiction Comments 

• Attachment G: Responses to Local Community/Special Interest Organization Comments 

• Attachment H: Responses to Business Comments 

• Attachment I: Responses to Individual Comments 

Attachment A presents an Index of all comments sorted in two methods. First, all commenters 
are listed alphabetically by the last name of the person or the organization providing the 
comments. It provides the locations (Attachment and page number) of the comments and EPA’s 
responses. Second, all comment are listed alphabetically/numerically by the comment number, 
along with the locations of the comments and responses. 

Many comments address similar issues. In these cases, the response for a given issue is 
provided once. Responses to later comments on the same issue refer to the master comment list 
where this response is provided. These responses are referred to as “master comment 
responses” and are found in Attachment B. When using Attachment B, the user may find that 
the referenced response addresses more issues than he or she raised. In these cases, it is 
expected that the user will be able to identify those parts of the referenced response that apply. 
In other cases, a comment may raise multiple issues. In such cases, the user may be referred to 
several master comment responses for a complete response to all issues raised. An overview of 
the issues raised and EPA’s responses is provided in Part 3, Section 3.0, Responsiveness 
Summary. 

In Attachments C through I, the comments and responses are sorted alphabetically by the last 
name of the commenter. Each comment letter, email, and oral testimony comment was assigned 
a unique identification number (e.g., 1365213). Each comment was assigned a unique comment 
number (e.g., LJ36-1). Many commenters submitted more than one comment letter. In these 
cases, a separate identification number and comment number were assigned for each set of 
comments. This approach helped EPA ensure that all comments were addressed.  

In Attachments C through I, an image of the original comment is shown on the left side of the 
page and includes EPA’s delineation. The right side of the page presents EPA’s response to that 
comment. 



A number of commenters’ names were illegible, and these commenters are listed as 
“Unknown.” EPA has included their comments in Attachment I and has responded to the 
comments where possible.  

As provided in the CERCLA statute, Section 117(b), EPA is only responsible for providing 
responses to each of the “significant” comments, criticisms, and new data. Comments not 
meeting this statutory criterion have nonetheless been recorded in this section, and responses 
have been provided to the extent possible. 
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Achord, Jae Jean, I848, Letter 1365245  

 

Response to comment I848-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I848-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I848-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-2 

Achord, Steve, I547, Letter 617543 

 

 

 

Response to comment I547-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Achord, Sue, I548, Letter 617544  
 

Response to comment I548-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Adams, Janet, I524, Letter 617265 

 

 

 

Response to comment I524-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, and I58-3. 

Response to comment I524-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Aguiar, Carlos, I77, Letter 1357122  
 

Response to comment I77-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I77-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I77-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I77-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I77-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Albright, Wayne, I347, Letter 616231  
 

Response to comment I347-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Alexander, Mike, I528, Letter 617269  
 

Response to comment I528-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Allen, C.O., I497, Letter 1308952  
 

Response to comment I497-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I497-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I497-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Allen, Kip, I549, Letter 617545  
 

Response to comment I549-1 
This letter is nearly identical to the letter submitted by the Idaho Mining 
Association. Please see responses to Document No. LC28 for responses to the 
Idaho Mining Association's comments. 
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Altman, Beth, I348, Letter 616232 

 

 

 

Response to comment I348-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Ames, Darlene, I349, Letter 616233 

 

 

 

Response to comment I349-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Amonson, John, I826, Letter 1365221  
 

Response to comment I826-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Also see response 
to Comment No. L295-3. 

Response to comment I826-2 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
lead speciation and bioavailability in the Upper Basin. Results from these studies 
were considered in the development and evaluation of remedial alternatives. As 
to human health risks in the Basin, see the response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I826-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I826-4 
Comment noted. 
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Anderson, Cathy, I296, Letter 614426 

 
 

Response to comment I296-1 
Please see Response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I296-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public.   See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I296-3 
EPA is required by Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act (CERCLA) to carry out the cleanup to meet applicable or relevant and 
appropriate requirements (ARARs) unless these are waived. The ARARs for 
protection of the environment in the Upper Basin are the site-specific surface 
water quality standards for cadmium, lead, and zinc developed by the State of 
Idaho (Idaho Administrative Procedures Act [IDAPA] 58.01.02.285). The site-
specific criteria for lead and zinc are higher than the federal and state-wide 
criteria for protection of aquatic life, although they have been demonstrated to 
provide a comparable level of protectiveness within the SFCDR Watershed. The 
site-specific cadmium criterion is lower than the federal and state criteria. See 
response to Comment No. LC33-8 regarding background concentrations in the 
Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I296-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I296-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, 
and the environment. The levels of contamination significantly exceed regulatory 
and site-specific water quality standards. See response to Comment No. LC33-8 
regarding background metals levels in the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I296-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5.  
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Anderson, Charleen, I362, Letter 616248  
 

Response to comment I362-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Anderson, Kirk, I350, Letter 616234 

 

 

 

Response to comment I350-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I350-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I350-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Anderson ,Lucia, I51, Letter 1357095  
 

Response to comment I51-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Although 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, 
wildlife, fish, and the environment.  The No Action Alternative was evaluated as 
part of the recent Final Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) process (EPA, August 
2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene 
River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). However, 
evaluation results indicate the No Action Alternative would not be protective of 
human health and the environment. 
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Angle, James , I510, Letter 1308965 

 
 

 

Response to comment I510-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I510-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I510-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Angle, James, I125, Letter 1357173  
 

Response to comment I125-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I125-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I125-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I125-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I125-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Anthony, Ann, I841, Letter 1365238 

 

 

Response to comment I841-1 
While significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination 
in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, 
cadmium, arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine 
waste rock, and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. 
There is substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. 
The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I841-2 
See response to Comment No. I521-8 regarding the yard cleanup program. If the 
commenter is aware of specific instances of contaminated material used for 
"clean" barriers, please contact IDEQ or EPA. 

Response to comment I841-3 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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Response to comment I841-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I841-5 
We commend your brother on his continued good health. Protecting human 
health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place 
in the Basin, there is still contamination that poses unacceptable risks to human 
health and the environment. The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing 
these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I841-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I841-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I841-8 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I841-9 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I841-10 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site.  See responses to 
Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I841-11 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I841-12 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-23 

Anthony, Sally, I882, Letter 1365438  
 

Response to comment I882-1 
EPA appreciates your concern regarding the contamination that has occurred 
over time in the Basin. While significant cleanup has taken place, there is still 
contamination in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses 
unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. The Upper Basin 
cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I882-2 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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No comments  
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Anthony, Ann, I171, Letter 1357372  
 

Response to comment I171-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I171-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I171-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I171-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I171-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I171-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I171-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I171-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I171-9 
Comment noted. 
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Anthony, Ann, I179, Letter 1357372 

 

 

Response to comment I179-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I179-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I179-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I179-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I179-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I179-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I179-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I179-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I179-9 
Comment noted. 
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Anthony, Sally, I681, Letter 618291 

 

 

 

Response to comment I681-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I681-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-28 

Antonioli, Ted, I529, Letter 617270 

 

 

 

Response to comment I529-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I529-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and LC33-8. 
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Response to comment I529-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Arnold, Tim, I909, Letter 617271 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I909-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Arthur, Billie, I34, Letter 1357078  
 

Response to comment I34-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I34-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I34-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I34-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I34-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I34-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I34-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I34-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I34-9 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Asseb, Charles  J, I794, Letter 1365172  
 

Response to comment I794-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I794-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I794-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Bailey, Mark, I351, Letter 616235  
 

Response to comment I351-1 
Due in part to extensive public concern about the duration of cleanup, EPA has 
decided to reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy by prioritizing the remedial 
actions that were presented as EPA’s Preferred Alternative in the Proposed Plan. 
The Upper Basin Selected Remedy is an interim remedy which identifies the 
priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest reduction of 
contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-place human 
health barriers in local communities. EPA’s goal is to complete the actions 
identified in the interim remedy in the Upper Basin as quickly as possible and 
with minimum disruption. Most of the cleanup work will be in the areas of 
greatest contamination which are generally in more remote areas and hence 
won’t be highly visible or disruptive to communities. Implementation of the 
Selected Remedy is expected to take about 30 years.  

How long it takes to implement the Selected Remedy will ultimately depend 
upon the annual funding rate, the ability to work in multiple areas 
simultaneously, the overall pace of cleanup, and how well the environmental 
system responds to cleanup actions. As the cleanup progresses, EPA will 
routinely look for opportunities to speed up cleanup activities while also 
identifying locations where no further or more limited action is required. Using 
the adaptive management process, EPA will also continually evaluate the 
effectiveness of the cleanup actions, as well as the need for additional actions.  

Economic Impacts – The plan will have a negative impact on development in 
the Silver Valley. 

EPA believes that the cleanup will benefit the local economy in a variety of ways. 
The Selected Remedy will boost economic growth by significantly improving the 
environment for residents and tourists, creating jobs with the money that will be 
spent on the Upper Basin cleanup, and providing opportunities for currently 
contaminated land to be redeveloped. Retail development in Smelterville, the 
Galena Ridge golf community, and the Trail of the Coeur d’Alenes are examples 
of the types of redevelopment that can occur on remediated properties. 
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Since 2000, millions of dollars have been spent on cleanup, primarily for yard remediation 
and cleanup in the Bunker Hill Box. Significant spending will continue for the cleanup 
actions in the Upper Basin. EPA encourages the hiring of local businesses and workforce for 
the cleanup work. 

Cleanup of additional properties in the Silver Valley will provide opportunities for 
development that do not currently exist. EPA is committed to working with the mining 
industry and Silver Valley businesses and landowners to conduct the cleanup in ways that 
are consistent with the current and future land uses desired by the community. 
Throughout the cleanup, there will be opportunities for the public to provide input on 
implementation planning through the established Basin Environmental Improvement 
Project Commission (Basin Commission) process.  

Legislative Oversight – This plan has not been reviewed by the Idaho Legislature, 

Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take actions to 
protect human health and the environment. EPA's decisionmaking process has been a 
careful and collaborative effort, which included input from state and local governments, 
tribes, other federal agencies, the Basin Commission, and the public. During the Focused 
Feasibility Study for the Upper Basin, EPA met regularly with the Basin Commission’s Upper 
Basin Project Focus Team (PFT), a group focused on technical issues related to cleanup and 
primarily composed of interested citizens and representatives from the State of Idaho, 
Shoshone County, the U.S. Bureau of Land Management, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
the U.S. Forest Service, the Coeur d’Alene and Spokane Tribes, and the State of 
Washington. Additional stakeholders participated in some of these meetings, including 
mining industry representatives. During the 135-day Proposed Plan comment period, some 
members of the Idaho State Legislature reviewed and submitted formal comments on the 
Proposed Plan.  

Cost – The EPA plan will cost too much ($1.3 billion in today’s dollars), 

EPA agrees that this is a considerable amount of money and has significantly reduced the 
scope of the Selected Remedy so that the total cost is decreased by about half. EPA’s 
implementation planning process will also ensure that money is spent wisely to protect 
human health and the environment.   

Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take actions to 
ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned up to protect human 
health and the environment, and to communicate this cleanup to the public. The Preferred 

Alternative as presented in the Proposed Plan provided an overall vision of the 
estimated full amount of cleanup required in the Upper Basin. Based on 
comments received from the public EPA decided to reduce the scope of this ROD 
Amendment. The Selected Remedy is now an interim remedy which identifies 
the priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest reduction 
of contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-place 
human health barriers in local communities. The Selected Remedy will make 
substantial progress toward the overall cleanup goals perhaps may eventually 
achieve those goals without additional actions. EPA will ensure that settlement 
monies are spent wisely and will maximize the cleanup completed using these 
funds. This will be accomplished by rigorous implementation planning and pacing 
cleanup over time, allowing interest to accrue on the settlement monies. 

EPA has listened and responded to comments received on the Proposed Plan to 
reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy. The total estimated cost of the 
Selected Remedy as presented in the ROD Amendment is $635 million. This 
includes capital costs as well as long-term operation and maintenance costs. 
Furthermore, EPA has developed and documented an implementation approach 
to identify where the work starts, how it will proceed, how sites may be removed 
from the Selected Remedy should additional data indicate acceptable exposure 
risks, and how the community can be involved. The bottom line is that actions 
will be planned and implemented to ensure that those providing the highest 
value in terms of effectiveness per dollar spent are conducted first, with 
consideration of a variety of other factors in consultation with the Basin 
Commission’s Upper Basin PFT and other community members. EPA understands 
that $635 million is still a large sum of money, but cleaning up contamination 
from a hundred years of past mining practices in this large and complex area will 
require considerable time and resources. The actions included in the Selected 
Remedy will provide a significant step forward in site cleanup and EPA is 
committed to getting the job done as efficiently as possible.  

Mining and Land Use – This plan gives the EPA far too much control over the 
future of the Silver Valley. 

EPA is confident that cleanup and mining can coexist. The Upper Basin cleanup 
will address historical contamination from mining activities that began in the 
1880s. Historical mine waste disposal practices were much different than they 
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are today. For example, until 1968, significant amounts of mine wastes were discharged 
directly into creeks and rivers. This widespread contamination from past mining and 
smelting activities led to the necessity of CERCLA cleanup actions. Today, ongoing mining 
activities are regulated by state and federal laws other than the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).  

In response to public comments and concerns, the Upper Basin ROD Amendment clarifies 
the decision process for whether CERCLA cleanup actions will be conducted at “Active 
Facilities” (i.e., mining facilities among others). This process was developed through 
cooperation between EPA, IDEQ, and the community members and stakeholders involved 
in the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT. For the purposes of the ROD Amendment, an 
Active Facility is defined as a property where the owner is actively managing the risk of a 
release, or potential release, of a hazardous substance through regulatory mechanisms 
outside CERCLA that enforce compliance to protect human health and the environment. 
Active Facilities will continue to operate under those governing regulations and will be 
required to address the release of hazardous substances, as necessary, under those 
governing regulations. CERCLA cleanup actions will be conducted if data indicate that a 
release of hazardous substances has occurred or is occurring from a facility that poses risks 
to human health or the environment, and that this release is not being satisfactorily 
managed or addressed by the facility under an existing regulatory program.  

EPA is confident that cleanup and mining can continue together in the Upper Basin. Where 
cleanup of historical contamination from past mining activities is planned in areas that are 
being currently mined, developed, or expanded, EPA will coordinate investigation, design, 
and cleanup work with the property owners. This approach will minimize disruption to 
Active Facilities.  

One of the provisions of the Consent Decree between Hecla and EPA is for both parties to 
attend an annual planning meeting to coordinate the cleanup with ongoing exploration or 
development by Hecla. EPA is willing to coordinate with other mining companies in the 
Basin in a similar way, and welcomes further discussions with them. 

Cleanup is not expected to restrict future mining and exploration in the Silver Valley. EPA is 
aware that mining has been an important part of the history and economy of the Silver 
Valley and will continue to be in the future. EPA also understands that mining companies 
need certainty for planning and investing, and is committed to completing cleanup actions 

in ways that allow mining operations to continue in compliance with 
environmental regulations. 

Cleanup of additional properties in the Silver Valley will provide opportunities for 
development that do not currently exist. EPA is committed to working with the 
mining industry and Silver Valley businesses and landowners to conduct the 
cleanup in ways that are consistent with the current and future land uses desired 
by the community. Throughout the  cleanup, there will be opportunities for the 
public to provide input on implementation planning through the established 
Basin Commission process.  

Human Health – Of the $1.3 billion, only $3 million will be spent on new 
projects designed to protect human health. EPA identified human health risks 
years ago that are being addressed through work that is nearly complete. 

EPA has consistently stated and shown that protection of human health in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin is its highest priority. Since the ROD for OU 3 was issued in 
2002, EPA has carried out the majority of the Selected Human Health Remedy 
throughout the residential areas of the Upper Basin. In addition, to date, millions 
of dollars have been spent implementing the Selected Human Health Remedies 
described in the existing RODs for OUs 1, 2, and 3. The Selected Human Health 
Remedy for OU 1, described in the 1991 ROD and performed by the Upstream 
Mining Group under the 1994 Consent Decree, has been certified complete. 
Additional human health actions in the Upper Basin are ongoing. Although 
human health is the highest priority, EPA is also required to address the 
significant risks to the environment that still exist. 

It is not correct that “only $3 million will be spent on new projects designed to 
protect human health.” The Upper Basin Selected Remedy includes an estimated 
$33.9 million for remedy protection work in the Upper Basin. Remedy protection 
is intended to protect the existing human health clean soil barriers (e.g., 
remediated yards, commercial properties, and rights-of-way) within Upper Basin 
communities from tributary flooding and high-precipitation events. In addition to 
the remedy protection work, cleanup actions that address mine waste 
contamination within drainage areas accessible for recreational use will protect 
human health and improve surface water quality. Common recreational activities 
in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, hunting, boating, swimming, 
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and all-terrain-vehicle riding. Exposure to lead contamination can cause elevated blood 
lead levels and resulting adverse neurological effects. EPA has also found that elevated 
blood lead levels can occur within relatively short exposure periods (such as through 
recreational exposure to contamination located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The 
Selected Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and reduce 
particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected Remedy will further 
reduce the risks people may be exposed to during recreational activities. 

Water Treatment – EPA claims its massive new expansion plan for the Basin will protect 
drinking water. The plan is NOT about drinking water. 

EPA has not focused this Selected Remedy on drinking water. The focus of the remedial 
actions is to achieve the applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) for 
surface water. In the case of the SFCDR, the ARARs that will protect the environment are 
the site-specific ambient water quality criteria (AWQC), which were developed by the State 
of Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water quality standards to protect the environment are 
more stringent than drinking water standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels) for 
contaminants of concern in the Basin. There is one exception, mercury, as it has not been 
found to be prevalent in the Upper Basin. EPA is simply stating that by achieving the AWQC 
through the proposed water treatment actions, the surface water in the SFCDR will also 
meet drinking water standards.  

Water treatment is a key part of this remedy because it (1) addresses subsurface materials 
too deep or impractical to be removed, (2) generally provides a high degree of metals load 
reduction for a relatively low cost, and (3) provides immediate improvements to surface 
water quality.  

Stream & Fishery Impacts – This plan could eliminate or reduce water flows. 

Collection of contaminated groundwater for treatment will reduce surface water flows in 
Canyon Creek and the SFCDR, but not significantly. EPA has modeled these reductions 
during low-flow and average-flow conditions. The modeling estimates that the maximum 
stream flow reductions in Canyon Creek and the SFCDR during extreme low-flow conditions 
would be about 10 percent and 16 percent, respectively. To put this in perspective, in a 
“typical” year, dry season flow rates, as represented by flows in the 10 percentile, have 
been shown to fluctuate by 21 percent on average over the period of record. Therefore, a 
fluctuation of 16 percent is within the range of average natural low flow fluctuation from 
year to year. Under average-flow conditions, the reductions are estimated to only be about 

1 percent in Canyon Creek and 5 percent in the SFCDR. Further, this reduction 
will only occur for a small stretch of river between the collection points in 
Osburn and Canyon Creek and Kellogg, where the same volume of clean treated 
water will be returned to the SFCDR. EPA has estimated this expected stream 
flow reduction using Basin-wide groundwater model historical stream flow 
monitoring data collected by the U.S. Geological Service (see the Final FFS Report 
[EPA, 2012] for documentation of these analyses). Before conducting any water 
treatment project, EPA will perform additional study and remedial design to 
ensure that stream flows are not reduced to a point that will have negative 
effects on water rights holders or aquatic life. During and after remedy 
implementation, stream flows and collected flow rates will be monitored. Water 
collected for treatment will include both contaminated groundwater and adit 
discharges. Surface water will not be collected directly from tributaries and the 
SFCDR.  

Problems from stream flow reduction are not expected but, if any were to occur, 
collection rates could be modified to minimize or eliminate any problems. In 
addition, adit discharges currently slated for treatment at the CTP could be 
treated onsite using semi-passive technologies. Following treatment at the CTP, 
the same volume of clean water will return to the SFCDR at Kellogg, albeit 
downstream from onsite treatment locations. Onsite treatment of the adit 
discharges involves smaller, semi-passive systems and returns the collected 
water back to the water body from which it came, resulting in no net reduction 
in stream flow. The flow rate of adit discharges to be collected is uncertain at 
this time. Adit discharge flow rates will be determined during design. Early 
activities will include the sampling of adit discharge flows under both low- and 
high-flow conditions to inform planning for future water treatment actions and 
evaluation of projected stream flow reductions, including adit discharges.  

Some comments received during the public comment period have speculated 
that water treatment will eliminate or greatly reduce water flows. These 
comments are flawed in that they are based on impossible flow scenarios. For 
example, maximum groundwater and adit discharge flows, which only take place 
under high-flow conditions (conditions during peak runoff periods as occur in 
spring runoff or rain-on-snow events), were compared to the lowest flow 
conditions, which happen during dry periods like late summer and early fall. This 
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logic is flawed. Peak flows do not occur during the dry season. Therefore, any assessment 
of stream flow reduction must consider both stream flows and projected groundwater and 
adit discharge collection under the same flow regime (i.e., comparison of high-flow to high-
flow and low-flow to low-flow conditions). 

States’ Rights – EPA is a federal agency, but Idaho water belongs to the state. 

Collection of contaminated groundwater and adit discharges is a key component of the 
Selected Remedy and will provide immediate improvements in water quality and address 
areas where source control actions are not feasible. The State of Idaho has legislated law 
concerning the use of water belonging to the State. That Idaho State water law is an ARAR 
for the selected remedy. EPA will comply with Idaho State water law as an ARAR and in 
accordance with CERCLA.  

Repositories – The EPA plan calls for 5-6 new repositories for contaminated rock and soil 
– all together, and area the size of 28 football fields stacked 50 feet high. 

The Selected Remedy does call for significant excavation and consolidation of 
contaminated materials in either engineered repositories or “waste consolidation areas”. 
For the purposes of the Selected Remedy, repositories are considered to be large, centrally 
located areas within the Upper Basin where contaminated soil excavated during cleanup 
actions is transported to, managed, and secured. EPA’s preference will be to locate 
repositories in areas that are already contaminated, such as on top of historical mine 
tailings piles. The Big Creek Repository, Page Repository, Osburn Tailings Ponds, and Star 
Ponds are examples of former tailings impoundments that either have been or could be 
turned into cleanup repositories. Repositories help protect people and the environment by 
dramatically decreasing the chance that people and wildlife will be exposed to metals-
contaminated soil, sediment, and debris. Without repositories, cleanup cannot proceed 
and the public will continue to be exposed to high metals levels. Repositories constructed 
under the Selected Remedy will be engineered to securely contain waste materials, which 
will prevent contaminants from being released to surface water, groundwater, or air at 
concentrations above State and/or federal standards. 

Waste consolidation areas will differ from the centrally located repositories. Waste 
consolidated areas will be established within tributary watersheds (e.g., the Ninemile and 
Canyon Creek Watersheds) in areas where significant volumes of waste are already present 
from historical mine and mill site operations. Rather than haul these wastes out of the 
watershed to a regional repository, EPA's first step will be to look for locations to safely 

consolidate and cap wastes at the particular mine and mill site being cleaned up 
or in another area of the watershed where the consolidated waste can be better 
protected from surface water runoff and erosion. This approach will significantly 
reduce the number of haul trucks driving through communities such as 
Woodland Park, Wallace, and Mullan. The approach has already been used 
successfully in the Upper Basin and, as a result, the volume of soil hauled to 
repositories has been minimized. Good examples of the successful use of waste 
consolidation areas include the Moon Creek Watershed and the Golconda Mine 
near Wallace. Pre-design investigation work has also led to the identification of a 
location for waste consolidation  in the East Fork Ninemile Creek drainage. Based 
on this new information, select cleanup methods for sites in the Ninemile 
drainage have been modified to optimize the use of this local waste 
consolidation area and eliminate the need for regional repository space for these 
materials. 

EPA, IDEQ, and the Basin Commission are working together to identify locations 
for new repositories in the Upper Basin. There are many opportunities for 
community involvement in repository siting. To learn more, please contact Don 
Carpenter, IDEQ, at 208-373-0141 or Ed Moreen, EPA, at 208-664-4588, or visit: 
http://basincommission.com/TLG_PFT_Repository.asp.  

National Academy of Sciences – This plan is based on a flawed model and 
ignores many NAS recommendations. 

In 2002, Congress instructed EPA to ask the National Research Council (NRC) to 
conduct an independent evaluation of the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. The NRC 
established the Committee on Superfund Site Assessment and Remediation in 
the Coeur d’Alene Basin to evaluate the 2002 ROD for OU 3 (EPA, 2002; 
www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf) and supporting 
documents, and to examine EPA’s scientific and technical practices at the Site. 
NAS issued its resulting report in 2005 (National Academy of Sciences, 2005, 
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/).  

The report’s conclusions and recommendations cover the remedial investigation, 
human health risk assessment, and ecological risk assessment of the Coeur 
d’Alene Basin, and remediation objectives and approaches. Many of the 
recommendations relate to EPA’s approach to protection of the environment 
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presented in the 2002 ROD for OU 3 and the 2001 Feasibility Study (FS) Report (EPA, 
October 2001, Final [Revision 2] Feasibility Study Report, Coeur d’Alene Basin Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study). The NAS review validated much of the 2002 ROD for OU 3, 
and the recommendations for areas of improvement primarily focused on ecological 
protection. EPA carefully considered the NAS report and its recommendations, and 
conducted studies and evaluations to address the major recommendations. The results of 
those efforts are reflected in the actions identified in the Upper Basin Selected Remedy. 
EPA believes the Selected Remedy presented in the ROD Amendment addresses the NAS 
report’s recommendations, while recognizing EPA’s statutory obligations under CERCLA. 

Since the ROD for OU 3 was issued in 2002 and the NAS report in 2005, EPA has continued 
to collect environmental data and conduct additional studies throughout the Coeur d’Alene 
Basin, particularly in the Upper Basin. The additional data and studies have improved EPA’s 
understanding of the Upper Basin, and enabled EPA to address key NAS recommendations 
involving: the fate and transport of dissolved metals in the subsurface; the role that 
groundwater plays in contaminant loading to surface water; approaches to groundwater 
treatment; the development of predictive tools to assess the effectiveness of remedial 
actions; evaluation of the SFCDR Watershed as a whole, including the Bunker Hill Box; and 
improving the use of the adaptive management approach. 

The Predictive Analysis (PA) is a tool that can be used to estimate how effective proposed 
remedial actions will be in relation to projected improvements to surface water quality. 
The PA was first developed to support the evaluation of alternatives in the 2001 FS Report. 
It was later used to support evaluations in the ROD for OU 3 and the FFS Report for the 
Upper Basin. The Upper Basin covers a large geographic area, and predicting the potential 
effectiveness of hundreds of individual remedial actions across the entire Upper Basin is a 
significant challenge. The PA provided a means of addressing this challenge. Using the basic 
principle of mass balance (i.e., if 10 lb. of zinc are present at a site and 9 are removed, 1 lb. 
remains), the PA provided estimates of remedial effectiveness on an Upper-Basin-wide 
scale that could be used in comparing alternatives.  

The development of the PA (referred to as the Probabilistic Analysis at the time of the 2002 
ROD for OU 3) was first documented in a 2001 technical memorandum (URS Greiner, 
September 2001, Technical Memorandum [Revision 1]: Probabilistic Analysis of Post-
Remediation Metal Loading, prepared for EPA Region 10). The PA and associated 
documentation were reviewed as part of the NAS review (see Appendix F in National 
Academy of Sciences, 2005, http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/). That review 

raised questions about the methods and assumptions used to develop the PA. 
Following the NAS review, EPA sought an independent review of the PA by a 
well-known leader in the field of probabilistic modeling, Dr. Gregory B. Baecher, 
University of Maryland, A.J. Clark School of Engineering (College Park, MD). The 
purpose of Dr. Baecher’s review was to address questions raised by the NAS 
review.  

Dr. Baecher’s review validated EPA’s use of the PA in the evaluation and 
comparison of remedial alternatives. This review culminated in a second 
memorandum, A Predictive Analysis of Post-Remediation Metals Loading (EPA, 
2007, 
http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/6ea33b02338c3a5e882567ca005d3
82f/97c56add3adf94678825755900771691/$FILE/CDA%20Final%20Tech%20Me
mo.pdf), which provided clarification and additional documentation related to 
the PA. However, the fundamentals of the analysis have remained unchanged 
since it was first developed for the 2001 FS. The following is an excerpt from Dr. 
Baecher’s transmittal letter for the 2007 memorandum, which summarizes his 
findings related to the PA: “In my opinion, the Predictive Analysis strikes a 
reasonable balance between the needs of the Remedial Investigation and 
Feasibility Study to chart a course forward, and the difficulty of acquiring 
sufficient data on the basin from which to analyze conditions in a statistically 
exhaustive way. The approach taken by the Predictive Analysis is the traditional 
one of using professional judgment -- both engineering and scientific -- to form 
assumptions and to make estimates of parameter values, boundary conditions, 
and initial conditions. In my opinion, this is sound engineering practice.” 

Additional Comments: I support the 10-Year Planning approach as presented by 
Citizens for a Prosperous Silver Valley. 

Response: EPA does not believe that Hecla’s 10-Year Plan is comprehensive 
enough to protect human health and the environment throughout the Upper 
Basin. Most of the sites identified in Hecla’s 10-Year Plan are also priority sites in 
EPA’s Selected Remedy. However, the actions included in Hecla’s 10-Year Plan 
only address a fraction of the contamination that needs to be and is addressed 
under EPA’s Selected Remedy. Hecla’s 10-Year Plan also relies heavily on less 
protective remedial actions such as “toe pull-back” (moving the base of waste 
piles away from creeks and the SFCDR), regrading, soil capping, and 
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revegetation. Furthermore, elements of Hecla’s 10-Year Plan may not be technically 
feasible. For example, the plan calls for contaminated adit and seep discharges to be 
collected and treated at lagoon-type systems which, as proposed, have serious technical 
flaws and are not likely possible to implement.  

In contrast to Hecla’s 10-Year Plan, EPA’s Selected Remedy identifies effective and proven 
actions. For example, the remedy includes methods such as excavation of highly 
contaminated floodplain sediments and tailings, and groundwater collection and 
treatment, to address contamination that is inaccessible for removal (such as materials 
located beneath roads and communities). EPA believes these actions will be more effective 
in reducing metals loading to the SFCDR and its tributaries, and will more comprehensively 
protect human health and the environment.  
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Bailey, Mike, I35, Letter 1357079 

 

 

 

Response to comment I35-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I35-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I35-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I35-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I35-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I35-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I35-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I35-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Baillie, Alice, I531, Letter 617273 

 

 

 

Response to comment I531-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Baillie, Melvin, I530, Letter 617272  
 

Response to comment I530-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I530-2 
Comment noted. 
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Bair, Geri, I532, Letter 617274  
 

Response to comment I532-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I532-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding duration of cleanup. See response 
to Comment No. SA4-12 regarding water rights. 

Response to comment I532-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I532-4 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I532-5 
Comment noted. 
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Baker, Annie, I533, Letter 617275  
 

Response to comment I533-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I533-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I533-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Bales, Stephany, I905, Letter 616236  
 

Response to comment I905-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Banks, Bill, I2, Letter 896725  
 

Response to comment I2-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I2-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I2-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I2-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I2-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-47 

Banks, Karen, I89, Letter 1357134  
 

Response to comment I89-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I89-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I89-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I89-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I89-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Bardelli, Fred, I857, Letter 1365254  
 

Response to comment I857-1 
Thank you for your comment. Most of the Selected Remedy cleanup work will be 
in the areas of greatest contamination which are generally in less populated 
areas higher in stream drainages. With much of the Selected Remedy work 
planned for outside community areas such as Osburn, impacts to local residents 
and businesses are expected to be significantly less than experienced during yard 
cleanup work in the residential areas. 
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Response to comment I857-2 
Thank you for your comment. While some disruption is unavoidable, EPA will 
continue to work to minimize the impact cleanup work has on nearby residents 
and businesses. 

Response to comment I857-3 
Comment noted. To the extent practical, EPA schedules field work hours to 
minimize impacts to local residents. Some disruption during cleanup is 
unfortunately unavoidable. 

Response to comment I857-4 
The Selected Remedy focuses on cleanup of historical mining-related 
contamination. The EPA does not regulate mine safety and that is the 
responsibility of other federal agencies such as the U.S. Department of Labor and 
the Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA). 

Response to comment I857-5 
Comment noted. 
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Barker, Douglas, I534, Letter 617276  
 

Response to comment I534-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I534-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I534-3 
The Upper Basin ROD Amendment does not select any remedies for the Lower 
Basin.  The RODs for OUs 1, 2, and 3 address cleanup of rights-of-way (ROWs) in 
the Bunker Hill Box and the Coeur d’Alene Basin, as appropriate, to respond to 
risks to human health. The RODs allow ROWs to be cleaned up such that they 
provide barriers to underlying metals contamination. Many ROWs have been 
cleaned up as residential and commercial properties have been remediated in 
Box and Basin communities. However, EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-
existing paved roadways may not provide adequate long-term barriers to 
underlying contaminated material, and that local and state entities are 
responsible for the long-term road development and maintenance efforts. As a 
result, the agencies are developing an approach under the existing RODs to 
address this issue collaboratively with local, county, and state entities 
responsible for providing and maintaining roadways in their communities. The 
objective of this effort is to develop and implement a strategy that ensures the 
long-term effectiveness of barriers installed in ROWs, and also aligns with the 
transportation and maintenance needs of the Box and Basin communities. 
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Barnes, David, I67, Letter 1357112  
 

Response to comment I67-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I67-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I67-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I67-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I67-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Barrett, Ronnel, I92, Letter 1357139  
 

Response to comment I92-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I92-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I92-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I92-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I92-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I92-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I92-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I92-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Barrett, Ronnel, I116, Letter 1357163  
 

Response to comment I116-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I116-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I116-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I116-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I116-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Batey, Kate, I450, Letter 1308364  
 

Response to comment I450-1 
EPA appreciates your support in urging an expeditious cleanup. EPA’s goal is to 
complete the cleanup in the Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum 
disruption. EPA is required by law to ensure protection of human health and the 
environment. The Upper Basin is a large area with complicated contamination 
issues that have evolved over a long period of time. The extent and nature of the 
contamination will take substantial time and resources to clean up. EPA expects 
that implementing the Selected Remedy will lead to significant reductions in risks 
to human health and the environment throughout the Upper Basin. 
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Bayless, Laura, I352, Letter 616237  
 

Response to comment I352-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I352-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I352-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Beard, Douglas  R, I118, Letter 1357165  
 

Response to comment I118-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I118-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I118-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I118-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I118-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Beattie, Mark, I304, Letter 614434  
 

Response to comment I304-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I304-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I304-3 
Comment noted and appreciated. EPA's responsibilities under CERCLA include 
protection of both human health and the environment. Implementing the Upper 
Basin Selected Remedy will make substantial progress in achieving such 
protection. 

Response to comment I304-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I304-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Bedard, Jeffrey, I198, Letter 1357510  
 

Response to comment I198-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I198-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I198-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I198-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I198-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I198-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I198-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I198-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Beebe, Tiffany, I305, Letter 614435  
 

Response to comment I305-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I305-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I305-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Beehner, Don, I535, Letter 617277 

 

 

 

Response to comment I535-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Beehner, Matt, I552, Letter 617551  
 

Response to comment I552-1 
The comment appears to discuss issues related to a community landfill located 
near the mouth of Canyon Creek. Community wastes disposed of in the landfill 
were commingled with mining wastes that contain heavy metals like lead and 
zinc. This area continues to be a source of metals contamination and the 
Selected Remedy identifies cleanup actions for the this area. It should be noted 
that the community landfill is not a repository that was developed as part of 
clean up actions to address mine waste contamination. Repositories that EPA 
develops as part of the Selected Remedy shall only accept wastes generated 
during the performance of an EPA selected response action. Repositories used by 
the Institutional Control Program will only accept contaminated materials 
generated during cleanup or pursuant to an ICP regulated activity. 
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Response to comment I552-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I552-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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Response to comment I552-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I552-5 
Based on modeling conducted by EPA (see response to Comment No. I54-8), it 
does not appear likely that the groundwater collection systems would need to be 
turned off to prevent detrimental effects to the streams with the possible 
exception of extreme low flow events (which occur for short periods of time at 
frequencies more than 10 years apart). EPA will further evaluate potential 
environmental impacts as well as collection system effectiveness during design. 

Response to comment I552-6 
EPA does not believe that the collection and treatment of contaminated 
groundwater will result in a mining company never receiving a Clean Water Act 
(CWA) discharge permit in Burke Canyon. Whether a mining company obtains a 
CWA discharge permit will depend on information developed at the time of the 
permit application. Reduced river flows resulting from the collection, 
conveyance, and treatment of contaminated adit discharges may change the 
analysis underlying the permit application but will not make it impossible for a 
mining company to obtain a CWA discharge permit. The Selected Remedy 
includes actions to collect and actively treat adit drainages from adits upstream 
of Burke Canyon. Contaminated waters collected from these adits will be 
conveyed to the Central Treatment Plant for treatment. These adits contribute 
relatively low flows to Canyon Creek but the collection of these contaminated 
adits discharges and conveyance for treatment at the Central Treatment Plant 
will reduce river flows in Canyon Creek in Burke Canyon. This stretch of Canyon 
Creek is identified as impaired by certain pollutants pursuant to the CWA. There 
is no Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for such pollutants that applies to 
Canyon Creek. As such, effluent limits for these pollutants are based on meeting 
the applicable water quality criteria prior to discharge to the water (i.e., end-of-
pipe) and discharges of these pollutants do not receive the benefit of a mixing 
zone. If a TMDL is developed for the South Fork of the Coeur d'Alene River and 
its tributaries, the TMDL will allocate pollutant loads for point and non-point 
sources within the South Fork and its tributaries. The allocations will provide the 
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basis for permitted effluent limitations. Effluent limitations based on the TMDL load 
allocations will not get the benefit of a mixing zone either. Pollutants present in the 
discharge but not identified as impaired, so not included in a  

TMDL, will be subject to analyses to determine whether effluent limitations are necessary. 
This analysis will occur when the permit application is submitted. Discharges for these 
permits may receive the benefit of a mixing zone. It should be noted that reductions of 
river flow as a result of remedy implementation may also correspond with reduction in 
surface water loading from non-impaired pollutants. Nevertheless, reduction in lower flows 
in the receiving stream may impact the amount of mixing zone available to meet these 
effluent limits for these pollutants and application of mixing zone to discharge permits will 
be dependent upon information developed at the time the permit is applied for and 
evaluated.     

See response to Comment No. I58-5 regarding EPA's plans to conduct cleanup activities 
alongside continued mining operations. See response to Comment No. LC32-2 regarding 
jobs created as part of implementing the Selected Remedy. 
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Response to comment I552-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I552-8 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I552-9 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. The No 
Action Alternative is required to be evaluated under CERCLA. As described in the 
ROD Amendment, it was rejected as not compliant with the threshold criteria 
(Overall protections of human health and the environment, and Compliance with 
ARARs). Regarding the funding of the cleanup, see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I552-10 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I552-11 
Comment noted. 
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Beliveau, David, I536, Letter 617278 

 

 

 

Response to comment I536-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I536-2 
Comment noted. 
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Bennett, Barbara, I807, Letter 1365197 

 

 

Response to comment I807-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I807-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Bennett, Davis, I813, Letter 1365205 

 

 

Response to comment I813-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I813-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I813-3 
Comment noted. 
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Benson, Todd, I891, Letter 619651-24  
 

Response to comment I891-1 
Comment noted. However, EPA neither sought nor benefited from the demise of 
Gulf Resources. Gulf's demise resulted in an enormous cleanup cost being 
passed to the taxpayers of the United States. EPA, as a result of its obligations 
and responsibilities under CERCLA, had to assume the lead cleanup role for 
administering that cleanup. 
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Response to comment I891-2 
EPA neither sought nor benefited from the demise of Gulf Resources. 
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Response to comment I891-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ36-3. If a flood event damages a constructed 
remedy such that remedial action and O&M performance standards may no 
longer be met, EPA and the State will evaluate how and why the event occurred, 
and will determine whether the damage requires repair and whether such repair 
is a remedial action or part of O&M. This determination will be based on many 
factors including the severity of the event, the severity of damage, and risk 
posed by the damage. Depending upon extent of damage other state and federal 
agencies may be involved in addressing the damage. 
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Response to comment I891-4 
The capital and Operation and Maintenance costing of the Selected Remedy is 
described in Part 2, Sections 12.1.3 and 12.2.3 of the ROD Amendment. 
Regarding the funding of the Selected Remedy see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I891-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I891-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I891-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I891-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and I295-3 and I58-2. 
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Benson, Wayne, I452, Letter 1308494  
 

Response to comment I452-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I452-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I452-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I452-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I452-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I452-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I452-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I452-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I452-9 
Comment noted. 
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Bergstrom, Frank , I537, Letter 617279  
 

Response to comment I537-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Bertino, Frank , I553, Letter 617552  
 

Response to comment I553-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I553-2 
As described in the response to Comment No. I58-1, EPA has decided to 
significantly reduce the scope of the cleanup included in the Selected Remedy. 
As the cleanup is implemented, EPA will use an adaptive management process as 
described in the ROD Amendment Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I553-3 
The federal government may not take private property without paying 
compensation. A property owner who believes that his or her property has been 
taken without the payment of compensation may assert a takings claim against 
the United States. 
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Bircher, Colleen and Kenneth, I873, Letter 1395024  
 

Response to comment I873-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I873-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I873-3 
See responses to Comments Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I873-4 
See response to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I295-2. 
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Bircher, Colleen, I460, Letter 1308797  
 

Response to comment I460-1 
Comment noted. 
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Bircher, Kip, I470, Letter 1308809  
 

Response to comment I470-1 
Comment noted. 
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Bjorkman, John, I353, Letter 616238  
 

Response to comment I353-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I353-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the 
Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. The Selected Remedy does focus the majority of actions on 
Canyon Creek, Ninemile Creek and the Bunker Hill Box. 

Response to comment I353-3 
Regarding EPA's use of the Predictive Analysis, see response to comment No. 
LJ27-8. Regarding "data-driven measures of success" see responses to Comment 
Nos. LJ39-5 and SA4-13. 

Response to comment I353-4 
EPA is committed to using an adaptive management framework to manage and 
carry out the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin, in accordance with its 
previous decision documents and the recommendations of the NAS (National 
Academy of Sciences, 2005, http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/). 

Response to comment I353-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Blackburn, Del, I306, Letter 614436  
 

Response to comment I306-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I306-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I306-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Blair, Frank, I538, Letter 617280  
 

Response to comment I538-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Blair, Tammy, I539, Letter 617281  

 

Response to comment I539-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I539-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Bloxam, Linda, I300, Letter 614430  
 

Response to comment I300-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I300-2 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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Bockino, Alida, I346, Letter 614476 

 

 

 

Response to comment I346-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I346-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I346-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Boleneus, David, I354, Letter 616239  
 

Response to comment I354-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Bond, David, I245, Letter 610097-40  
 

Response to comment I245-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I245-2 
In regards to Gulf Resources and Chemical Corporation, the United States 
pursued Gulf through its bankruptcy and recovered those assets that were 
available. Unfortunately the recovery did not reflect Gulf's fair share of 
responsibility of contamination in the Silver Valley. See response to Comment 
No. I58-2. 
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Response to comment I245-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 
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No comments  
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Response to comment I245-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-8 regarding water treatment and potential 
streamflow reduction. In regards to citing a pipeline for conveyance of 
contaminated water EPA will need to obtain access from property owners prior 
to design and construction of a pipeline. EPA will make every effort to minimize 
disruption to any private property owners. Finally, a logical corridor for the 
pipeline would be within the right of way of the Trail of the Coeur d'Alenes. In 
this area access would be straightforward and minimize or eliminate any impact 
to private property. 

Response to comment I245-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. 
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No comments  
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Bond, David, I274, Letter 616015-38  
 

Response to comment I274-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I274-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I274-3 
Comment noted. 
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Boothe, La Donna, I463,  Letter 1308800  
 

Response to comment I463-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I463-2 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 
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Boothe, Ron, I464, Letter 1308801  
 

Response to comment I464-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the 
Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative in the Proposed Plan. 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. 

Response to comment I464-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As 
documented in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, past studies have 
documented these unacceptable risks which include excessive concentrations of 
zinc in streams. Zinc has severe adverse effects on fish at the concentrations 
found and warrants remediation of sources of zinc. The Selected Remedy will 
make significant progress in diminishing this unacceptable risk. 

Response to comment I464-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Bowers, Bret, I247, Letter 610097-42  
 

Response to comment I247-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I247-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I295-1, and I295-2. 
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Response to comment I247-3 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I247-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I247-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I247-6 
Comment noted. The cleanup levels for surface water are site-specific criteria 
developed by the state of Idaho for the SFCDR and its tributaries. See the ROD 
Amendment Decision Summary (Part 2) Section 8.0 for more detail. Local mines 
operating within this area are required to meet discharge requirements based on 
these site specific standards. 

Response to comment I247-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I247-8 
EPA's cleanup decisions are not driven by litigation but are based on well 
documented risks to human health and the environment. See response to 
Comment No. I58-2. 
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Response to comment I247-9 
Thank you for your comment. EPA has responded separately to formal 
comments from the Coeur d'Alene Lakeshore Property Owners Association (see 
Document LC37). 

Response to comment I247-10 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Braach, Buddy, I355, Letter 616240  
 

Response to comment I355-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Brackenbusch, Fred, I4, Letter 896727 

 

 

 

Response to comment I4-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I474-1. 
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Brackenbusch, Grant, I5, Letter 896728  
 

Response to comment I5-1 
It is correct that drinking water standards may not be achieved in all locations 
following implementation of the Selected Remedy. In addition, EPA has reduced 
the scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative 
identified in the Proposed Plan.  The Selected Remedy is expected to result in 
significant improvements to surface water quality in the Upper Basin and may 
achieve ambient water quality criteria (AWQC) applicable and relevant or 
appropriate requirements (ARARs) under the Clean Water Act in many locations; 
however, it may not achieve these AWQC ARARs at all locations. The Selected 
Remedy is also expected to greatly reduce both groundwater contamination 
levels and the contribution of contaminated groundwater to surface water. 
However, given the pervasive nature of the subsurface contamination, the 
Selected Remedy is not expected to achieve the groundwater ARARs under the 
Safe Drinking Water Act at all locations. EPA will evaluate future monitoring data 
to determine whether additional actions are needed or would be effective in 
meeting drinking water standards and AWQC. 

Response to comment I5-2 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I5-3 
No, EPA has not considered such an alternative. At this time, there are no 
economically viable processes by which to concentrate the contamination that is 
present throughout the Upper Basin into a "saleable product". However, through 
the adaptive management process, EPA will continue to consider new 
technologies and should such a process become economically viable, it will be 
considered. 
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Bramstetter, Mike, I227, Letter 610097-22  
 

Response to comment I227-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I227-2 
See response to Comment Nos. I58-5, LC32-2, and I54-2. 
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Response to comment I227-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I227-4 
EPA is not yet required to participate in the adjudication since any permit 
application EPA may submit would be filed after November 12, 2008, the cut-off 
date for requiring participation in the adjudication. EPA does not believe that its 
collections and treatment of contaminated water will impair a mining company's 
ability to discharge water generated through its operations, however such 
discharge is likely subject to the Clean Water Act. See response to Comment No. 
SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 
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Response to comment I227-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and I54-6. 
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No comments 
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Brand, Nathan, I542, Letter 617284  
 

Response to comment I542-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-109 

Brand, Paul, I541, Letter 617283  
 

Response to comment I541-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I541-2 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I541-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I541-4 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I541-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-2 and the ROD Amendment Part 2, Section 
3.0 regarding EPA's efforts to involve the community in the decisionmaking 
process. 
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Brandstaedter, Mike, I279, Letter 616015-43  
 

Response to comment I279-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I279-2 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I279-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I279-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I279-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Brannan, Judy, I543, Letter 617285 

 

 

 

Response to comment I543-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I543-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I543-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Brannigan, Harvey, I356, Letter 616241 

 

 

 

Response to comment I356-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I356-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I356-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Branstetter, Michael , I823, Letter 1365218 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I823-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I823-2 
The Selected Remedy does not regulate mining. In addition, see response to 
Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I823-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I823-4 
EPA intends to implement remedial actions selected for ground and surface in 
compliance with CERCLA as well state and federal water law. See responses to 
Comment Nos. I54-2 and SA4-12; and the ROD Amendment Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I823-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I823-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I823-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I823-8 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I823-9 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Branstetter, Joann, I54, Letter 1357098  
 

Response to comment I54-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I54-2 
EPA believes that the cleanup will benefit the local economy in a variety of ways. 
The Selected Remedy will boost economic growth by significantly improving the 
environment for residents and tourists, creating jobs with the money that will be 
spent on the Upper Basin cleanup, and providing opportunities for formerly 
contaminated land to be redeveloped. Retail development in Smelterville, the 
Galena Ridge golf community, and the Trail of the Coeur d’Alenes are examples 
of the types of redevelopment that can occur on remediated properties.  

Since 1985, millions of dollars have been spent on cleanup, primarily for yard 
remediation and cleanup in the Upper Basin, including the Bunker Hill Box. 
Significant spending will continue for the cleanup actions in the Upper Basin. EPA 
encourages the hiring of local businesses and workforce for the cleanup work. To 
that end EPA is providing training opportunities, through the Superfund Job 
Training Initiative, for local citizens in order to successfully compete for these 
jobs. 

Cleanup of additional properties in the Silver Valley will provide opportunities for 
development that do not currently exist. EPA is committed to working with the 
mining industry and all Silver Valley businesses and landowners to conduct the 
cleanup in ways that are consistent with the current and future land uses desired 
by the community 

Response to comment I54-3 
The Selected Remedy does call for significant excavation and consolidation of 
contaminated materials in either engineered repositories or “waste 
consolidation areas”. For the purposes of the Selected Remedy, repositories are 
considered to be large, centrally located areas within the Upper Basin where 
contaminated soil excavated during cleanup actions is transported to, managed, 
and secured. EPA’s preference will be to locate repositories in areas that are 
already contaminated; such as on top of historical mine tailings piles. The Big 
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Creek Repository, Page Repository, Osburn Tailings Ponds, and Star Ponds are examples of 
former tailings impoundments that either have been or could be turned into cleanup 
repositories. Repositories help protect people and the environment by dramatically 
decreasing the chance that people and wildlife will  

be exposed to metals-contaminated soil, sediments, and debris. Without repositories, 
cleanup cannot proceed and the public will continue to be exposed to high metals levels. 
Repositories constructed under the Selected Remedy will be engineered to securely 
contain waste materials, which will prevent contaminants from being released to surface 
water, groundwater, or air at concentrations above State and/or federal standards. 

Waste consolidation areas will differ from the centrally located repositories. Waste 
consolidation areas will be established within tributary watersheds (e.g., the Ninemile and 
Canyon Creek Watersheds) in areas where significant volumes of waste are already present 
from historical mine and mill site operations. Rather than haul these wastes out of the 
watershed to a regional repository, EPA's first step will be to look for locations to safely 
consolidate and cap wastes at the particular mine and mill site being cleaned up or in 
another area of the watershed where the consolidated waste can be better protected from 
surface water runoff and erosion. This approach will significantly reduce the number of 
haul trucks driving through communities such as Woodland Park, Wallace, and Mullan. The 
approach has already been used successfully in the Upper Basin and, as a result, the 
volume of soil hauled to repositories has been minimized. Good examples of the successful 
use of waste consolidation areas include the Moon Creek Watershed and the Golconda 
Mine near Wallace. Pre-design investigation work has also led to the identification of a 
location for a waste consolidation area in the East Fork of Ninemile Creek drainage. Based 
on this new information, select cleanup methods for sites in the Ninemile drainage have 
been modified to optimize the use of this local waste consolidation area and eliminate the 
need for regional repository space for these materials. 

EPA, IDEQ, and the Basin Commission are working together to identify locations for new 
repositories in the Upper Basin. There are many opportunities for community involvement 
in repository siting. To learn more, please contact Don Carpenter, IDEQ, at 208-373-0141 or 
Ed Moreen, EPA, at 208-664-4588, or visit: 
http://basincommission.com/TLG_PFT_Repository.asp.  

Response to comment I54-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I54-5 
The Selected Remedy includes remedy protection actions to protect remediated 
properties from SFCDR tributary stormwater runoff. These actions will help 
protect areas that have been cleaned up—i.e., keep clean areas clean, which is a 
common sense goal. Remedy protection includes actions such as local drainage 
controls to ensure that clean gravel or soil barriers are not washed away or 
recontaminated during heavy rain or snow  events or by tributary flooding.  

To date, EPA has addressed these types of issues on a site-by-site and as-needed 
basis. In some instances, recontaminated barriers have been replaced by new 
clean barriers. This approach may have been acceptable in the short term, but it 
is not proactive in addressing recontamination concerns. EPA recognizes that it is 
better to be more systematic about these types of recontamination problems. By 
being proactive EPA intends to reduce the chance that clean barriers will be 
recontaminated. Based on hydraulic analyses, field experience over the last 15 
years, and input from local public works and elected officials, EPA and IDEQ have 
identified areas most likely to be recontaminated by tributary flooding or heavy 
rain or snowfall. Basin-wide flooding issues (including SFCDR flooding) are not 
addressed in this ROD Amendment. 

EPA worked collaboratively with IDEQ to develop and evaluate remedy 
protection alternatives in the Focused Feasibility Study (FFS). The Selected 
Remedy includes specific mitigation actions (referred to as remedy protection 
projects) within the primary Upper Basin communities (Pinehurst, Smelterville, 
Kellogg, Wardner, Osburn, Silverton, Wallace, and Mullan) to protect existing 
Selected Human Health Remedies at risk from recontamination. The remedy 
protection projects include drainage controls such as replacing culverts, 
improving channel capacity, controlling erosion, and other actions to reduce the 
risks posed to the existing remedies. In addition to the eight primary 
communities, the Selected Remedy anticipates additional remedy protection 
work in the Upper Basin side gulches (defined as drainage areas outside the 
primary communities). Remedy protection projects in the side gulches will be 

http://basincommission.com/TLG_PFT_Repository.asp�
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similar to work selected for the primary communities and will be described in future 
decision documents as appropriate.  

Response to comment I54-6 
Based on requests from the public after the Proposed Plan was issued, the comment 
period was extended 90 additional days, for a total of 135 days for public and stakeholder 
comment on both the Proposal Plan and the Draft Final FFS Report.  

Response to comment I54-7 
Adaptive management does not mean that EPA can change the Selected Remedy without 
meaningful public participation. In fact, if EPA determines in the future that significant or 
fundamental changes to the remedy are necessary, then EPA is legally obligated by CERCLA 
to address these changes through an Explanation of Significant Differences or another ROD 
Amendment, respectively. Within the context of the Selected Remedy, adaptive 
management simply means that EPA will implement specific cleanup actions included in 
the remedy, monitor the effectiveness of those actions to determine whether cleanup 
goals are being achieved, and make adjustments to future cleanup actions to benefit from 
the information gained through the effectiveness monitoring. If these adjustments require 
significant or fundamental changes to the Selected Remedy, EPA will prepare a new 
appropriate decision document. In such circumstances, consistent with the requirements 
of Section 113(k) of CERCLA and 40 CFR Section 300.435(c), EPA will provide opportunities 
for public participation. Depending on the significance of the changes in cleanup approach, 
there may be additional opportunities for public input. Adaptive management does not 
relieve EPA of its obligations under law and policy, or of its commitment to work with the 
affected communities.  

Adaptive management is a critical component of the Selected Remedy because it is not 
possible for physical and chemical conditions to be fully defined and known for this large 
and complex area. Uncertainty is unavoidable, and the Selected Remedy must be managed 
and put into action taking this uncertainty into account. An adaptive management 
framework provides a methodology to carry out the Selected Remedy in a structured, 
iterative way. Adaptive management considers uncertainty, monitors and evaluates the 
effectiveness of the remedial actions and cleanup technologies, and then incorporates the 
“lessons learned” such that uncertainty is reduced for future actions as the cleanup work 
progresses towards achievement of the overall cleanup goals, called remedial action 
objectives (RAOs). The adaptive management process will provide valuable information to 

prioritize cleanup actions so the greatest amount of effective cleanup is achieved 
for the lowest cost. EPA previously identified the need to adaptively manage 
cleanup activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin in the ROD for OU 3 (EPA, 2002; 
www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf) and through the 
phased approach used to implement the remedy for non-populated areas of the 
Bunker Hill Box (OU 2) following bankruptcy of the potentially responsible party. 
In addition, the NAS agreed with EPA’s decision documented in the 2002 ROD to 
perform the cleanup through the “establishment of a rigorous adaptive 
management process” for the planning, implementation, and management of 
environmental cleanup activities at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site (National 
Academy of Sciences, 2005, http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/). 
EPA is committed to using an adaptive management framework to manage and 
carry out the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin, in accordance with its 
previous decision documents and the recommendations of the NAS. 

The replanting of the OU 2 hillsides that surround the historical Lead Smelter and 
Zinc Plant is a highly visible and successful example of adaptive management at 
the Site. Several earlier attempts to revegetate the hillsides failed because the 
high degree of associated uncertainty was neither understood nor addressed. 
Uncertainty existed with respect to the causes of prior failures, the levels of 
contamination, and the planting conditions and species that would have the 
greatest chance of survival and natural regeneration. To develop a successful 
planting program, EPA conducted studies of several small-scale test plots on the 
hillsides. These studies evaluated specific areas of uncertainty such as hillside 
slopes, contaminant levels, varying fertilizers and seed-tackifiers, and different 
grass, shrub, and tree species. The test plots were monitored over two growth 
seasons, and the lessons learned enabled EPA to develop a variety of “recipes” 
for revegetating the hillsides. The hillside replanting was ultimately a great 
success, as rocky, bare slopes were transformed into a healthy, green, 
sustainable ecosystem.  
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Response to comment I54-8 
Collection of contaminated groundwater for treatment will reduce surface water 
flows in Canyon Creek and the SFCDR, but not significantly. EPA has modeled 
these reductions during low-flow and average-flow conditions. The modeling 
estimates that the maximum stream flow reductions in Canyon Creek and the 
SFCDR during extreme low-flow conditions would be about 10 percent and 16 
percent, respectively. To put this in perspective, in a “typical” year, dry season 
flow rates, as represented by flows in the 10 percentile, have been shown to 
fluctuate by 21 percent on average over the period of record. Therefore, a 
fluctuation of 16 percent is within the range of average natural low flow 
fluctuation from year to year. Under average-flow conditions, the reductions are 
estimated to only be about 1 percent in Canyon Creek and 5 percent in the 
SFCDR. Further, this reduction will only occur for a small stretch of river between 
the collection points in Osburn and Canyon Creek and Kellogg, where the same 
volume of clean treated water will be returned to the SFCDR. EPA has estimated 
this expected stream flow reduction using the Basin-wide groundwater model 
and historical stream flow monitoring data collected by the U.S. Geological 
Service (see the Final FFS Report [EPA, 2012] for documentation of these 
analyses). Before conducting any water treatment project, EPA will perform 
additional study and remedial design to ensure that stream flows are not 
reduced to a point that will have negative effects on water rights holders or 
aquatic life. During and after remedy implementation, stream flows and 
collected flow rates will be monitored. Water collected for treatment will include 
both contaminated groundwater and adit discharges. Surface water will not be 
collected directly from tributaries and the SFCDR.  

Problems from stream flow reduction are not expected but, if any were to occur, 
collection rates could be modified to minimize or eliminate any problems. In 
addition, adit discharges currently slated for treatment at the CTP could be 
treated onsite using semi-passive technologies. Semi-passive treatment 
approaches that may be applied include ex situ chemical or biological treatment. 
In situ treatment approaches were considered in the FFS and may be evaluated 
further for application at specific sites. Following treatment at the CTP, the same 
volume of clean water will return to the SFCDR at Kellogg, albeit downstream 
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from onsite treatment locations. Onsite treatment of the adit discharges involves smaller, 
semi-passive systems and returns the collected water back to the water body from which it 
came, resulting in no net reduction in stream flow. The flow  

rate of adit discharges to be collected is uncertain at this time. Adit discharge flow rates 
will be determined during design. Early activities will include the sampling of adit discharge 
flows under both low- and high-flow conditions to inform planning for future water 
treatment actions and evaluation of projected stream flow reductions, including adit 
discharges.  

Some comments received during the public comment period have speculated that water 
treatment will eliminate or greatly reduce water flows. These comments are flawed in that 
they are based on impossible flow scenarios. For example, maximum groundwater and adit 
discharge flows, which only take place under high-flow conditions (conditions during peak 
runoff periods as occur in spring runoff or rain-on-snow events), were compared to the 
lowest flow conditions, which happen during dry periods like late summer and early fall. 
This logic is flawed. Peak flows do not occur during the dry season. Therefore, any 
assessment of stream flow reduction must consider both stream flows and projected 
groundwater and adit discharge collection under the same flow regime (i.e., comparison of 
high-flow to high-flow and low-flow to low-flow conditions).  

Response to comment I54-9 
Stream flow reduction will only occur for a brief stretch of the SFCDR between the 
collection points in Osburn and Canyon Creeks and Kellogg, where the water will be treated 
and returned to the river. All groundwater collected for treatment will be treated and 
discharged in Kellogg. Therefore, water will be replenished within the Upper Basin. 

See response to Comment No. I54-8 for additional information regarding the minimal 
reduction in stream flow expected, even during extreme low-flow periods.  

Response to comment I54-10 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I54-11 
See response to Comment No. I54-6 above. 

Response to comment I54-12 
The cost estimate was developed according to CERCLA guidance for the 
Feasibility Study (FS) process. EPA guidance states that the accuracy of the cost 
estimates presented in an FS should be within a range of -30 percent to +50 
percent , and that a discount rate of 7 percent should be used to estimate total 
project costs in today’s dollars (EPA, 2000, 
http://yosemite1.epa.gov/EE/EPA/ria.nsf/vwTD/D80FCAF00F14E6A585256A6F0
04C10B2). According to guidance, this 7 percent discount rate accounts for 
inflation and the rising costs of construction over time. In estimating the cost of 
the Selected Remedy in the ROD Amendment, 2009 dollars are the basis for the 
net present value cost estimate, consistent with cost estimates presented in the 
FFS Report (EPA, 2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the 
Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund 
Site). The cost estimate includes the costs of both the remedial actions and 
operation and maintenance. Cost estimates for work to be performed will be 
further refined during the remedial design process, and over time as the remedy 
is implemented. 

Response to comment I54-13 
See response to Comment No. I58-4.  

Response to comment I54-14 
See response to Comment No. I54-3 above. 

Response to comment I54-15 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I54-16 
See response to Comment No. I54-5 above. 

Response to comment I54-17 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and I54-9 above. 
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Branstetter, Joann and Kenneth, I789, Letter 1308976 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I789-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I789-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Also see response 
to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I789-3 
Upper Basin soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water are contaminated 
and pose unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. The levels of 
contamination are well established and are considerably above background 
levels. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, arsenic, and other metals. See 
response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I789-4 
There are serious risks to human health from heavy metal contamination in the 
Basin. The risks are well documented. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to 
address these risks. 

Response to comment I789-5 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. The 
primary human health concern in the Upper Basin is excessive lead in the blood 
of young children and pregnant women. Although risks have been greatly 
reduced through cleanup activities completed to date, more work is needed to 
address the continued transport of lead from Upper Basin sources, along the 
SFCDR floodplain and into Coeur d’Alene Lake. EPA is committed and required by 
CERCLA to address the remaining unacceptable human health risks in the Upper 
Basin. 
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No comments 
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No comments   
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Branstetter, Kenneth, I53, Letter 1357097  
 

Response to comment I53-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-1. 

Response to comment I53-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I53-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I53-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-4. 

Response to comment I53-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-5. 

Response to comment I53-6 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I53-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-7. 
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Response to comment I53-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I53-9 
See response to Comment No. I54-9. 

Response to comment I53-10 
See response to Comment No. I54-10. 

Response to comment I53-11 
See response to Comment No. I54-11. 

Response to comment I53-12 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I53-13 
See response to Comment No. I54-13. 

Response to comment I53-14 
See response to Comment No. I54-14. 

Response to comment I53-15 
See response to Comment No. I54-15. 

Response to comment I53-16 
See response to Comment No. I54-16. 

Response to comment I53-17 
See response to Comment No. I54-17. 
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Branstetter, Michael, I566, Letter 617567 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I566-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I566-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I566-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Bratten, Byron, I887, Letter 619651-18  
 

Response to comment I887-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. LC32-2 and I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-128 

 

 

 

Response to comment I887-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I887-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I887-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Response to comment I887-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I887-6 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 
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Bratton, Byron, I215, Letter 610097-10  
 

Response to comment I215-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I215-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. EPA and other agencies have conducted 
many studies over the years that document the human health risks posed by 
contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. EPA is required under CERCLA, the 
Superfund law, to address risks to human health and the environment at the 
Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest 
priority. While significant cleanup has taken place in the Upper Basin, there is 
still contamination in soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses 
risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. 
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Response to comment I215-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I215-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ11-2 and I58-5. 
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Response to comment I215-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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No comments 
 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-134 

Bratton, Byron, I259, Letter 616015-22 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I259-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and LC32-2. 

Response to comment I259-2 
There are serious risks to human health from heavy metal contamination in the 
Basin. The risks are well documented. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to 
address these risks. Lead is of most concern, especially for young children and 
pregnant women. Though some cleanup has been done, there is more work to 
do to protect people. Cleaning up contamination in the Upper Basin will reduce 
the amount of metals that flows downstream through communities. Also, some 
of the work done under the ROD Amendment will help keep cleaned-up areas 
clean. It will address tributary flooding, which can spread contamination. See 
response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope of the Selected 
Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
See responses to Comment Nos. LI11-2 and I58-5 regarding public input and 
mining in the Silver Valley. 

Response to comment I259-3 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Bratton, Byron, I43, Letter 1357087  
 

Response to comment I43-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I43-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I43-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I43-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I43-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Braun, Rodney, I1, Letter 896724  
 

Response to comment I1-1 
Comment noted. 
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Breazeal, Rose, I809, Letter 1365199 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I809-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I809-2 
EPA and other agencies have conducted many studies over the years that 
document the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene 
Basin. The primary human health concern in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is excessive 
lead in the blood of young children and pregnant women. 

Response to comment I809-3 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 
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Response to comment I809-4 
EPA is eager to ensure the long-term performance of the Selected Human Health 
Remedies and understands that local communities are concerned about flood 
insurance requirements and development restrictions associated with updated 
Flood Insurance Rate Maps. However, CERCLA requires that EPA’s contribution 
to flood control work must have a direct connection to the CERCLA remedy. 

Response to comment I809-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Briggs, Jeff, I295, Letter 614425 

 

 

 

Response to comment I295-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. As described in the ROD 
Amendment, EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years 
that document the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur 
d’Alene Basin. The primary human health concern in the Upper Basin is excessive 
lead in the blood of young children and pregnant women. Site-specific analysis of 
blood lead data paired with environmental lead data demonstrate that complex 
exposure pathways exist. Human health has been and continues to be EPA’s 
priority for cleanup, and EPA has targeted cleanup actions to reduce human 
health exposures. EPA is committed to addressing the remaining unacceptable 
human health risks in the Upper Basin. 

Cleanup of Upper Basin areas will also greatly reduce the amount of lead being 
transported down the Coeur d’Alene River and settling in Lower Basin areas and 
Coeur d’Alene Lake, posing potential risks to human health. Cleanup of Upper 
Basin areas will also reduce the risk of future recontamination of remediated 
Lower Basin areas, thereby minimizing the need for follow up cleanup work in 
those areas.  

The remedy protection actions included in the cleanup plan will protect the 
existing human health clean-soil barriers installed within Upper Basin 
communities from tributary flooding and other high-precipitation events, 
thereby protecting the cleanup investments made as part of the existing 
Selected Human Health Remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3. 

Response to comment I295-2 
EPA is committed to meaningful community participation throughout the 
Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over the years, EPA has engaged 
the public through all phases of its work. Most importantly, EPA has encouraged 
the public to be involved in selection of the remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3 and, 
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most recently, the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. Throughout the ROD Amendment 
process, EPA met regularly with the Basin Environmental Improvement Project 
Commission’s (the Basin Commission’s) Upper Basin Project Focus Team (PFT), a group 
focused on technical issues related to cleanup. The PFT members include interested 
citizens and representatives from the State of Idaho, Shoshone County, the U.S. Bureau of 
Land Management, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest Service, the Coeur 
d’Alene and Spokane Tribes, and the State of Washington. In addition to its meetings with 
the Upper Basin PFT, EPA has provided a wide range of opportunities for community 
participation in the selection of a remedy for the Upper Basin. Since late 2008, EPA has 
hosted and/or attended about 60 meetings to share information and gather input for 
development of the Focused Feasibility Study Report and the Proposed Plan and, 
ultimately, the ROD Amendment. EPA has engaged local residents, elected officials, 
community groups, and many other stakeholders in the decisionmaking process. This 
outreach has included working with the Basin Commission, its Technical Leadership Group, 
and the Citizens’ Coordinating Council. 

EPA’s efforts to provide opportunities for public participation more than satisfy the 
requirements of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan. The input 
EPA has received from the public has been instrumental in the changes made to the Upper 
Basin cleanup plan since the Proposed Plan was issued. The ongoing involvement of the 
community will be an important part of the cleanup as it moves forward. 

Response to comment I295-3 
EPA will pay for much of the proposed cleanup with funds from legal settlements between 
mining companies and the federal government. CERCLA creates a liability scheme that 
prioritizes cleanup by potential responsible parties (PRPs). In this instance EPA has 
maximized cost recovery from the PRPs. The cleanup will proceed as quickly as possible 
while balancing the need to let interest accrue on settlement monies, allowing for 
completion of the cleanup throughout the Upper and Lower Basin. Taxpayer dollars used to 
fund the cleanup, if any, will augment settlement funds. 

At this time, EPA has recovered the largest amount of available settlement funds—more 
than $573 million—from the ASARCO bankruptcy proceedings completed in 2009. Of this 
total, $494 million is apportioned for EPA response activities and the remainder will be 
used for mitigation of natural resource damages. An independent Work Trust has been 

established to manage the ASARCO settlement funds and conduct the EPA-
approved cleanup. The money held by the Work Trust is invested by a private 
investment firm, allowing this fund to continue to grow. Spending and investing 
under this Work Trust will be carefully managed by EPA to ensure the continued 
growth of the Trust while balancing the need to conduct cleanup in an efficient 
and a timely manner.  

In 2011, a significant settlement was reached with Hecla Mining 
Company. Under this settlement, Hecla will pay $263.4 million plus 
interest to the United States, the Coeur d’Alene Tribe, and the State of 
Idaho to resolve claims stemming from releases of wastes from its mining 
operations. Most (75 percent) of the recovery funds will be used for 
response actions at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. The remaining 
amount will fund natural resource restoration projects.  
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Brown, Gary, LC3, Letter 1357166  
 

Response to comment LC3-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment LC3-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment LC3-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment LC3-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment LC3-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Brown, Jonathan, I546, Letter 617289 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I546-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I546-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I546-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Brown, Kim, I545, Letter 617288 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I545-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I545-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I545-3 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Brown, Perry, I357, Letter 616242 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I357-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I357-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I357-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Buchanan-Vosberg, Jean, I224, Letter 610097-19  
 

Response to comment I224-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I224-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I224-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. As described in the ROD 
Amendment, the levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state 
and site-specific water quality standards. As described in the response to 
Comment No. I295-2, EPA has sought and received considerable public 
involvement in the development of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I224-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I224-5 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I224-6 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-149 

Buchler, Edward, I307, Letter 614437 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I307-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I307-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I307-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Buehler, George, I297, Letter 614427 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I297-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I297-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I297-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Buillip,Mel, I144, Letter 1357280  
 

Response to comment I144-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I144-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I144-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I144-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I144-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I144-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I144-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I144-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I144-9 
Comment noted. 
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Bumgardner, April, I204, Letter 1357516  
 

Response to comment I204-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I204-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I204-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I204-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I204-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Bumgardner, Kalie L., I205, Letter 1357517  
 

Response to comment I205-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I205-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I205-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I205-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I205-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Buncs, Gerald, I80, Letter 1357125  
 

Response to comment I80-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I80-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I80-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I80-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I80-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Burden, Robert, I74, Letter 1357119  
 

Response to comment I74-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I74-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I74-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I74-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I74-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Burrows, John, I558, Letter 617560 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I558-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Butler, Hap, I222, Letter 610097-17  
 

Response to comment I222-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I222-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Response to comment I222-3 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of our work. Most importantly, we have encouraged the 
public to provide comments and input on remedy selection. With help from 
stakeholders and community members involved in the Basin Commission’s 
Upper Basin PFT over the last several years, EPA developed a logical and 
transparent prioritization process for cleanup actions. Using this prioritization 
process, the Selected Remedy, an interim action, focuses on a prioritized set of 
cleanup actions. The actions include the most contaminated drainages (i.e., 
Ninemile and Canyon Creeks), areas that have the greatest adverse impact on 
groundwater and surface water (e.g., OU 2), and areas that provide protection 
for existing remedies. 

Response to comment I222-4 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I222-5 
See response Comment No. I58-1. 
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Butler, Hap, I263, Letter 616015-26 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I263-1 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9 

Response to comment I263-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I263-3 
Comment noted. 
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Butler, Hap, I888, Letter 619651-19  
 

Response to comment I888-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-6. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-162 

 

 

 

Response to comment I888-2 
EPA along with other state and federal agencies have developed environmental 
metrics to measure progress toward completion of the cleanup. See response to 
Comment No. I58-1 regarding duration of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I888-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I888-4 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I888-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Calhoun, William M., I856, Letter 1365253  
 

Response to comment I856-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I856-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I856-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I856-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I856-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I856-6 
Although significant cleanup has taken place in the Upper Basin that has focused 
on risks to human health, EPA also has the responsibility to ensure that the 
contamination in the Coeur d'Alene Basin is cleaned up to protect the 
environment. Contamination is still present in site soil, sediments, groundwater, 
and surface water that pose risks to people, wildlife, fish, and the environment.  
EPA will work with owners of private party to secure access by agreement and 
anticipates that it will be able to obtain access consensually. In addition, EPA 
intends to work with private property owners to minimize impacts to their use 
and enjoyment of property. 

Response to comment I856-7 
See responses to comments Nos. LC33-10 and I54-8. 

Response to comment I856-8 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 
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Response to comment I856-9 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I856-10 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I856-11 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-166 

Callicrate, Thomas, I559, Letter 617561 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I559-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Cameron, Donald, I169, Letter 1357305 

 
 

 

Response to comment I169-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. See responses to 
Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I169-2 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in 
scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified 
in the Proposed Plan. 

Response to comment I169-3 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. EPA 
is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human health 
and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. See response to 
Comment No. I58-5. 
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Campbell, Chris, I188, Letter 1357500  
 

Response to comment I188-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I188-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I188-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I188-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I188-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I188-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I188-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I188-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I188-9 
Comment noted. 
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Campbell, Jim, I141, Letter 1357277  
 

Response to comment I141-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I141-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I141-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I141-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I141-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I141-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I141-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I141-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Campbell, Scott T., I93, Letter 1357140  
 

Response to comment I93-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I93-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I93-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I93-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I93-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I93-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I93-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I93-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Cannon, Tom, I585, Letter 617766 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I585-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Cant, Geoffrey, I560, Letter 617562 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I560-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I560-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I560-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Cantamessa, Jon, I244, Letter 610097-39  
 

No comments 
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Response to comment I244-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I244-2 
EPA agrees that protection of human health should be a high priority. EPA is 
committed to completion of the property remediation program identified under 
previous decision documents. That said EPA is also required to take actions that 
protect the environment. EPA believes that the water treatment actions in the 
selected remedy are also a high priority and can proceed concurrently with 
cleanup actions to address human health. Also see responses to Comment Nos. 
I295-1 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I244-3 
The ROD Amendment, including the Selected Remedy, was developed in a 
manner consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (NCP), as required by CERCLA. In response to comments, EPA 
has significantly reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy and is not including 
all of the remedial actions that were identified in EPA’s Preferred Alternative for 
the Upper Basin in the Proposed Plan. Changes made to the Selected Remedy 
are described in detail in Part 2, Section 14.0 of this ROD Amendment. Regarding 
the NAS recommendations, see response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 
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Response to comment I244-4 
See response to Comment No. SA4-11. 

Response to comment I244-5 
Regarding the issue of speciation of metals, sufficient information has been 
collected to quantify the unacceptable risks and conditions, and select 
appropriate remedies. Human health impacts are still apparent and waterfowl 
mortalities occur on an annual basis. As EPA implements the Selected Remedy 
with an adaptive management approach, considerations will be given regarding 
the need for additional monitoring. 

Response to comment I244-6 
EPA is eager to ensure the long-term performance of the Selected Human Health 
Remedies. EPA is therefore committed to working with local, state, and federal 
entities with an interest in SFCDR flood issues and, consistent with EPA’s 
authority, to help craft solutions. EPA can and will contribute to efforts to 
understand SFCDR flooding and, if these efforts identify actions that will meet 
Superfund remedy requirements, EPA will define and select these activities in 
future decision documents. CERCLA requires that EPA’s contribution to flood 
control work must have a direct connection to the CERCLA remedy.  For 
additional information see responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 

Response to comment I244-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I244-8 
See response to Comment No. LJ36-3. 
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Response to comment I244-9 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I244-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-3, LJ36-3 and I54-5. The RODs for OUs 1, 2, 
and 3 address cleanup of rights-of-way (ROWs) in the Bunker Hill Box and the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin, as appropriate, to respond to risks to human health. The 
RODs allow ROWs to be cleaned up such that they provide barriers to underlying 
metals contamination. Many ROWs have been cleaned up as residential and 
commercial properties have been remediated in Box and Basin communities. 
However, EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved roadways may 
not provide adequate long-term barriers to underlying contaminated material, 
and that local and state entities are responsible for the long-term road 
development and maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies are developing 
an approach under the existing RODs to address this issue collaboratively with 
local, county, and state entities responsible for providing and maintaining 
roadways in their communities. The objective of this effort is to develop and 
implement a strategy that ensures the long-term effectiveness of barriers 
installed in ROWs, and also aligns with the transportation and maintenance 
needs of the Box and Basin communities. 
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Response to comment I244-11 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Carlson, Chris, I238, Letter 610097-33  
 

Response to comment I238-1 
EPA does believe that it makes sense to delay issuance of the Selected Remedy 
until after the Northern Idaho Adjudication has been completed. See response to 
Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I238-2 
EPA assumes that the commenter is referring to ongoing efforts to address 
jurisdictional issues related to the Clean Water Act. These issues are well outside 
of the scope of the Selected Remedy and EPA's efforts to address mine waste 
contamination in the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 
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Response to comment I238-3 
The comment raises issues concerning EPA regulation of non-navigable waters. 
Regulations of such waters is well beyond EPA's decision to the select remedial 
actions for the Upper Basin and the Selected Remedy does not regulate such 
waters. See responses to Comment Nos. SAA1-5 and SA4-12 and the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 
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Response to comment I238-4 
Thank you for your comment. EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed 
to meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund process in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin. 
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Carlson, Eric, I220, Letter 610097-15  
 

No comments 
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Response to comment I220-1 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I220-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-2. 
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Carlson, Eric, I359, Letter 616244 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I359-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I359-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I359-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 
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Carlson, Patty, I358, Letter 616243  
 

Response to comment I358-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Carlson, Serena, I562, Letter 617564 

 

Response to comment I562-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I562-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I562-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I562-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I562-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I562-6 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, particularly with regards to 
human health, there is still contamination in site soil, sediments, groundwater, 
and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, and ore 
concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is substantial 
documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The Upper Basin 
cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I562-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I562-8 
As it implements the Selected Remedy EPA intends to satisfy State water law as 
required by CERCLA. See response to Comments No. SA4-12, and the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I562-9 
See response to comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I562-10 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2.  
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Response to comment I562-11 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I562-12 
See response to Comment No. I828-10. 

Response to comment I562-13 
See response to comment I54-8. 

Response to comment I562-14 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I562-15 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I562-16 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I562-17 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I562-18 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Response to comment I562-19 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-189 

Carney, Lisa, I360, Letter 616246 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I360-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Carney, Lisa, I14, Letter 896738 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I14-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I14-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I14-3 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I14-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I14-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-5. 

Response to comment I14-6 
Regarding background concentrations, see response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I14-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I14-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and I295-2. 
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Caron, Dick, I816, Letter 1365208 

 

 

 

Response to comment I816-1 
Thank you for your comment. See responses to Comment Nos. I822-14 and I822-
11. 
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Response to comment I816-2 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I816-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I816-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I816-5 
Comment noted. The Selected Remedy includes funding for constructing roads 
to access sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities. 
In this particular case re-establishment of the road along the East Fork of 
Ninemile Creek at the Success site will occur as part of the work in this area 
during the summer of 2012. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Carpenter, Ann, I563, Letter 617565 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I563-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Catteau, Charles, I261, Letter 616015-24 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I261-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I261-2 
Comprehensive flood control is a complex multi-jurisdictional issue that exceeds 
the expertise and regulatory authority of EPA's CERCLA cleanup program. EPA is 
eager to ensure the long-term performance of the Selected Human Health 
Remedies. EPA is therefore committed to working with local, state, and federal 
entities with an interest in SFCDR flood issues and, consistent with EPA’s 
authority, to help craft solutions. EPA can and will contribute to efforts to 
understand SFCDR flooding and, if these efforts identify actions that will meet 
Superfund remedy requirements, EPA will define and select these activities in 
future decision documents. CERCLA requires that EPA’s contribution to flood 
control work must have a direct connection to the CERCLA remedy. 
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Chaffin, Gary, I361, Letter 616247 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I361-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Chambers, I564, Letter 617566 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I564-1 
This comment is interpreted as primarily referring to the East Mission Flats 
repository and the potential for other regional repositories to be constructed. 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I564-2 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 

Response to comment I564-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I564-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I564-5 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I564-6 
Comment noted. 
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Chapman, Bev, I565, Letter 617567 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I565-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I565-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I565-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Childress, Claudia, I228, Letter 610097-23  
 

Response to comment I228-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I228-2 
EPA agrees that it is helpful to have a community liaison available in the local 
area. In March 2011, EPA hired (through the “SEE” program) a local resident to 
serve this role. That individual later accepted a different position, resigning in 
2012. The agency has recently been looking into options for re-establishing the 
position and is now moving forward with filling this position with someone from 
the local community. In addition, several local resources are available. EPA 
maintains a field office in Coeur d’Alene, staffed with a key local contact for the 
cleanup. The office of the Coeur d’Alene Trust, heavily involved in cleanup work, 
is located in Kellogg. Also, the State Department of Environmental Quality has an 
office in Kellogg, staffed with people working on the cleanup. EPA encourages 
citizens to contact cleanup staff any time with questions or concerns. 

Response to comment I228-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I228-4 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I228-5 
EPA agrees that it is helpful to have a community liaison available in the local 
area. In March 2011, EPA hired (through the “SEE” program) a local resident to 
serve this role. That individual later accepted a different position, resigning in 
2012. The agency has recently been looking into options for re-establishing the 
position and is now moving forward with filling this position with someone from 
the local community. In addition, several local resources are available. EPA 
maintains a field office in Coeur d’Alene, staffed with a key local contact for the 
cleanup. The office of the Coeur d’Alene Trust, heavily involved in cleanup work, 
is located in Kellogg. Also, the State Department of Environmental Quality has an 
office in Kellogg, staffed with people working on the cleanup. EPA encourages 
citizens to contact cleanup staff any time with questions or concerns. 
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Response to comment I228-6 
As documented in the ROD Amendment, the Selected Remedy was developed 
based on significant data collection and pre-remediation studies. A considerable 
body of information is now available for updating prior analyses, developing and 
evaluating enhanced remedial alternatives, and selecting a remedy for the Upper 
Basin. The resulting information indicates that it is necessary to augment the 
established remedies to ensure continued protection of human health and the 
environment in the Upper Basin. These studies include a review by the National 
Research Council in 2005. 

Response to comment I228-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 
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Childress, Randy, I230, Letter 610097-25  
 

Response to comment I230-1 
EPA agrees that it is helpful to have a community liaison available in the local 
area. In March 2011, EPA hired (through the “SEE” program) a local resident to 
serve this role. That individual later accepted a different position, resigning in 
2012. The agency has recently been looking into options for re-establishing the 
position and is now moving forward with filling this position with someone from 
the local community. In the meantime, several local resources are available. EPA 
maintains a field office in Coeur d’Alene, staffed with a key local contact for the 
cleanup. The office of the Coeur d’Alene Trust, heavily involved in cleanup work, 
is located in Kellogg. Also, the State Department of Environmental Quality has an 
office in Kellogg, staffed with people working on the cleanup. EPA encourages 
citizens to contact cleanup staff any time with questions or concerns. 

Response to comment I230-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I230-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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No comments 
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Childress, Randall, I363, Letter 616249 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I363-1 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I363-2 
EPA has a statutory obligation under CERCLA to protect human health and the 
environment. Regarding funding of the cleanup, see response to Comment Nos. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I363-3 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Christensen, Todd, I257, Letter 616015-19 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I257-1 
Comment noted and also see responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I58-1. 
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Christensen, Robert, I500, Letter 1308955 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I500-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I500-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I500-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Christian, Robert, I28, Letter 1357072  
 

Response to comment I28-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I28-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I28-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I28-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I28-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I28-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I28-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I28-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I28-9 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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Christopher, Laurel, I281, Letter 616015-46 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I281-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I281-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I281-3 
Comment noted. 
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Christopherson, Ron, I136, Letter 1357184  
 

Response to comment I136-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I136-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I136-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I136-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I136-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Clancy, Cheryl, I567, Letter 617570 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I567-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I567-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I567-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Clark, Dave, I833, Letter 1365229  
 

Response to comment I833-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I833-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I833-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Clark, Chasidie, I203, Letter 1357515  
 

Response to comment I203-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I203-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I203-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I203-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I203-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Clark, David, I121, Letter 1357169  
 

Response to comment I121-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I121-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I121-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I121-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I121-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Clark, David, I518, Letter 1357640  
 

Response to comment I518-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I518-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I518-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I518-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I518-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I518-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I518-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I518-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Clark, Robert M., I202, Letter 1357514  
 

Response to comment I202-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I202-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I202-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I202-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I202-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Clary, Heidi, I568, Letter 617571 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I568-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ36-3, I58-1, and I58-5. 

Response to comment I568-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1, I54-5 and LJ36-3. 

Response to comment I568-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I568-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Clary, Michael, I364, Letter 616250 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I364-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I364-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. EPA has simply stated that the benefits of cleanup actions 
include benefits to the local economy. 

Response to comment I364-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I364-4 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I364-5 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-219 

 

 

 

Response to comment I364-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-2, LJ27-8, and I59-2. 
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Clary, Vern, I569, Letter 617572 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I569-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I569-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and LJ36-3. 

Response to comment I569-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Cloos, Judy, I800, Letter 1365188  
 

Response to comment I800-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I800-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I800-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Cloos, Ken, I365, Letter 616252 
 

 
 

Response to comment I365-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Cloos, Randy, I802, Letter 1365190  
 

Response to comment I802-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I802-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I802-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Clough, Jonathan, I570, Letter 617573 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I570-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Clough, Sharon, I366, Letter 616253 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I366-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2 and LJ39-5. 
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Clus, Mike, I482, Letter 1308937  
 

Response to comment I482-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I482-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I482-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Coan, K., I33, Letter 1357077  
 

Response to comment I33-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I33-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I33-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I33-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I33-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I33-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I33-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I33-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Collins, Carolyn, I521, Letter 1357643  
 

Response to comment I521-1 
EPA will continue to work with IDEQ, the Basin Commission, and other project 
stakeholders in addressing water contamination in the Upper Basin. There are no 
plans to create an additional organization to address water contamination 
issues. Where water runoff and erosion have the potential to impact the 
effectiveness of the Selected Remedy, these issues will be considered and 
mitigation measures incorporated into remedial designs.  The water adjudication 
process in the State of Idaho is ongoing. EPA will coordinate with the State of 
Idaho on all water collection actions as they are implemented and will comply 
with all applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs).  The flow 
rate of contaminated water to be collected from the Upper Basin for treatment 
at the Central Treatment Plan (CTP) is relatively low in comparison to overall 
surface water flows and is not expected to impact existing water rights holders, 
including mining companies.  The intent of the comment regarding settling 
ponds is unclear. If this refers to the onsite water treatment, there will be lime 
settling ponds used in some areas to treat contaminated water onsite rather 
than conveying it to the CTP for treatment. Onsite treatment is generally less 
costly than treatment at the CTP for sites in relatively remote locations. 

Response to comment I521-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 
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Response to comment I521-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I521-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed.  The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I521-5 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I521-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-230 

 

 

 

Response to comment I521-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. EPA has already begun the process of 
prioritizing sites for cleanup in the Upper Basin, and potential for 
recontamination is taken into account. 

Response to comment I521-8 
The yard cleanup remedy was selected as part of the human health component 
in EPA’s 2002 ROD for OU 3 (EPA, 2002; 
www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf). The current ROD 
Amendment for the Upper Basin does not include any changes to the human 
health remedy selected in the 2002 ROD, and focuses on cleanup actions to 
improve surface water and groundwater quality and to reduce contamination in 
soils and sediments where actions are taken. IDEQ administers the Basin 
Property Remediation Program (BPRP), also referred to as the yards program. 
The BPRP implements yard cleanups, which include the removal of contaminated 
soil in places where humans are frequently exposed, such as yards, parks, and 
public properties to address the human health component of the cleanup. 

Response to comment I521-9 
Repositories that are part of the Selected Remedy will be designed to mitigate 
potential flooding and erosion impacts. As documented in the ROD Amendment, 
numerous studies have been conducted regarding water quality. These studies 
have repeatedly documented concentrations of dissolved zinc and cadmium that 
are above safe levels for fish. The Selected Remedy will result in significant 
reductions in these metals concentrations. 
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Colonna, Bob, I286, Letter 616015-51 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I286-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LC21-9. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-232 

Compton, Mark, I236, Letter 610097-31  
 

Response to comment I236-1 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I236-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Response to comment I236-3 
EPA's decision to issue a selected remedy that addresses the Box and Upper 
Basin is consistent with the NAS recommendations related to remediation 
objectives and approaches which favored a upstream to downstream sequencing 
of cleanup.  In 2002, Congress instructed EPA to ask the National Research 
Council (NRC) to conduct an independent evaluation of the Bunker Hill 
Superfund Site. The NRC established the Committee on Superfund Site 
Assessment and Remediation in the Coeur d’Alene Basin to evaluate the 2002 
Interim ROD and supporting documents and examine EPA’s scientific and 
technical practices at the Site. The NAS issued the resulting report in 2005. The 
report’s conclusions and recommendations cover remedial investigation, human 
health risk assessment, ecological risk assessment, and remediation objectives 
and approaches. Many of the recommendations relate to EPA’s approach to the 
protection of the environment presented in the 2002 Interim ROD and the 2001 
Feasibility Study Report. The NAS Review validated much of the 2002 Interim 
ROD, and the recommendations for areas of improvement primarily focused on 
ecological protection. EPA carefully considered the NAS report and its 
recommendations. Since the Interim ROD for OU 3 was issued in 2002 and the 
NAS Report in 2005, EPA has continued to collect environmental data and 
conduct studies throughout the Coeur d’Alene Basin, particularly in the Upper 
Basin. The additional data and studies improve EPA’s understanding of the Upper 
Basin, and address key NAS recommendations. These are: the fate and transport 
of dissolved metals in the subsurface; the role that groundwater plays in 
contaminant loading to surface water; consideration of groundwater treatment 
approaches; the development of predictive tools to assess the effectiveness of 
remedial actions; evaluation of the SFCDR watershed as a whole, including the 
Bunker Hill Box; and improving the use of the adaptive management approach. 
The results of these efforts are reflected in the actions identified in this ROD 
Amendment. EPA believes the Selected Remedy presented in the ROD 
Amendment addresses the NAS report’s recommendations, while recognizing 
EPA’s statutory obligations under CERCLA. 
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Response to comment I236-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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No comments 
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Compton, Mark, I367, Letter 616254 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I367-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Conner, Ela, I308, Letter 614438 

 

 

 

Response to comment I308-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I308-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I308-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Cook, Lonnie, I63, Letter 1357108  
 

Response to comment I63-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I63-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I63-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I63-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I63-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-239 

Cook, Shara, I87, Letter 1357132  
 

Response to comment I87-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I87-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I87-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I87-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I87-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Cooper, Peter, I251, Letter 610097-46  
 

Response to comment I251-1 
Comment noted. Any reduction in stream flow due to water treatment in the 
Upper Basin will not affect the Couer d'Alene River. All water collected will be 
treated and discharged to the SFCDR near the Central Treatment Plant in 
Kellogg. Therefore, water will be replenished within the Upper Basin. 
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Response to comment I251-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-242 

 

 

 

No comments 
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No comments 
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Cooper, Dean, I573, Letter 617582  
 

Response to comment I573-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I573-2 
See the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 8.0 regarding remedial action 
objectives and cleanup levels for the Selected Remedy. As to human health see 
response to Comment No. I295-2. Regarding the implementation of the Selected 
Remedy, see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I573-3 
As noted in the ROD Amendment, EPA has not selected remedies for the North 
Fork as part of this action. The North Fork is being addressed under CERCLA by 
other (non-EPA) agencies, primarily the U.S. Forest Service. However, discharges 
of raw sewage are not within the purview of CERCLA and would be covered by 
other statutes. 
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Response to comment I573-4 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Cottle, Harvey, I29, Letter 1357073  
 

Response to comment I29-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I29-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I29-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I29-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I29-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I29-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I29-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I29-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I29-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Cox, Bruce, I788, Letter 1308973  
 

Response to comment I788-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I788-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I788-3 
Onsite semi-passive treatment technologies will be used as part of the Selected 
Remedy, including a lime lagoon-type system and sulfate reducing bioreactors. 
However, for some sites, conveyance and treatment at the existing Central 
Treatment Plant (CTP) is the least costly option, both in terms of capital and 
operations and maintenance costs.  Waters conveyed to the CTP for treatment 
will consist of either groundwater collected in subsurface drains or adit 
drainages collected at the source of discharge and conveyed within pipes to the 
CTP. There will be no channel alternations or diversions. There will be no 
disturbance of areas already remediated. The flows of contaminated water 
collected for treatment at the CTP are not expected to impact water rights 
holders (see response to Comment No. SA4-12). 

Response to comment I788-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I788-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I788-6 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I788-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I788-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I788-9 
The ROD Amendment, including the Selected Remedy, was developed in a 
manner consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (NCP), as required by CERCLA. EPA’s goal is to complete the 
cleanup in the Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. EPA is 
required by law to ensure protection of human health and the environment. The 
Upper Basin is a large area with complicated contamination issues that have 
evolved over a long period of time. The extent and nature of the contamination 
dictate that it will take substantial time and resources to clean up. The ROD 
Amendment provides details regarding the implementation approach for the 
Selected Remedy, including where the work starts and how it will proceed over 
time. With help from stakeholders and community members involved in the 
Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT over the last several years, EPA developed a 
logical and transparent prioritization process for cleanup actions. Using this 
prioritization process, the Selected Remedy, an interim action, focuses on a 
prioritized set of cleanup actions. The actions include the most contaminated 
drainages (i.e., Ninemile and Canyon Creeks), areas that have the greatest 
adverse impact on groundwater and surface water (e.g., OU 2), and actions that 
provide protection for existing remedies. This process of prioritizing actions 
included in the Selected Remedy is consistent with the adaptive management 
approach. The estimated time for implementing the Selected Remedy is about 
thirty years. Also see response to Comment No. I59-1.  
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Craig, James, I507, Letter 1308962  
 

Response to comment I507-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I507-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I507-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Craig, James, I103, Letter 1357150  
 

Response to comment I103-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I103-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I103-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I103-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I103-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I103-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I103-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I103-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I103-9 
Comment noted. Also see response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Crawford, Don, I309, Letter 614439 

 

 

 

Response to comment I309-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I309-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I309-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 

Response to comment I309-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I295-3. 
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Croft, Tyler, I499, Letter 1308954  
 

Response to comment I499-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I499-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I499-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Cronebaugh, Adrienne, I310, Letter 614440 

 

 

 

Response to comment I310-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I310-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I310-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Cronebaugh, Adrienne, I574, Letter 617755 

 

 

 

Response to comment I574-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I574-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I574-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Cronister, Jennie, I575, Letter 617756 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I575-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Cropper, Judith, I797, Letter 1365183 

 

 

Response to comment I797-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I797-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I797-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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Cullinane, Jim, I576, Letter 617757 

 

 

 

Response to comment I576-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Cupo, Curtis, I480, Letter 1308935  
 

Response to comment I480-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I480-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I480-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Currie, Rick, I254, Letter 616015-14 

 

 

 

Response to comment I254-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I254-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Currie, John, I368, Letter 616255  
 

Response to comment I368-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Curry, Ann, I819, Letter 1365211  
 

Response to comment I819-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I819-2 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-263 

D, Seth, I484, Letter 1308939  
 

Response to comment I484-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I484-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I484-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Dahlberg, Katie, I898, Letter 619651-33  
 

Response to comment I898-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I898-2 
Water that is treated at the CTP will be returned to the Coeur d'Alene River 
adjacent to the CTP in Kellogg, which is located within Shoshone County. 

Response to comment I898-3 
See response to Comment No. I8-2. 
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Response to comment I898-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human 
health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place 
in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, sediment, groundwater, 
and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. The 
levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state and site-specific 
water quality standards. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, arsenic, and 
other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, and ore 
concentrates are spread across the Upper Basin. There is substantial 
documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. 
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Dahlberg, Keith, I241, Letter 610097-36  
 

Response to comment I241-1 
See response to Comment No. I8-2. 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I241-2 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 
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Response to comment I241-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-271 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Dahlberg, Keith, I577, Letter 617758  
 

Response to comment I577-1 
Thank you for your comment. Regarding human health risks, see response to 
Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I577-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I577-3 
EPA placed a plastic cover (high-density polyethelene) over the entire surface of 
the Central Impoundment Area (CIA) about a decade ago to cut off the 
infiltration from precipitation into the approximate 230 Acre surface area. Since 
that cover installation the wells in the CIA cell have all dried up, indicating that 
there is no groundwater buildup in the CIA. These same monitoring wells 
contained water until a few years after installation of the cover. Recognizing that 
fact, the average amount of water that dewaters from the sludge is on the order 
of 9 gals per minute. That would equate to less than 2 five gallon buckets over a 
large area of over 5 acres. Imagine filling up 2 five gallon bucket twice in a 
minute and pouring it over a large surface, it would not amount to much 
moisture, which is one of the reasons why we don't see any water in the ground 
water wells in the CIA. The existing sludge pond is nearing capacity and will be 
closed with an impermeable membrane cover, similar to the rest of the CIA to 
preclude infiltration. With regard to impacts to groundwater in the vicinity of the 
CIA, EPA monitors impacts from a range of sources including from the CIA itself. 
Monitoring of the groundwater near the CIA has demonstrated that the waste 
material associated with the CIA is stable and no longer significantly contributing 
to the groundwater in the area. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-273 

 

 

 

Response to comment I577-4 
See response to comment I577-3 above. 

Response to comment I577-5 
The Central Impoundment Area (CIA) was closed in 2000 with an impermeable 
cap. Monitoring of the groundwater near the CIA has demonstrated that the 
waste material contained in the CIA is stable and no longer contributing to the 
groundwater in the area. The CIA remedy has successfully prevented direct 
contact with contaminated materials and minimized infiltration through the 
contaminated materials.  EPA will conduct site-specific designs for all remedial 
actions prior to implementation. As needed to support remedial designs, such as 
the in the Bunker Hill Box area, EPA will conduct additional sampling and may 
conduct pilot tests. 

Response to comment I577-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I577-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 
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Dahlberg, Keith, I8, Letter 896731 Response to comment I8-1 
With regard to contamination of the aquifer see response to Comment No. I577-
3.  With regard to the East Mission Flats Repository, please see response to 
Comment No. LC21-9. Regarding estimated costs of the Selected Remedy, see 
response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I8-2 
The infiltration rate of water beneath the sludge pond was estimated by EPA to 
be 9 gallons per minute (gpm) as noted in the comment and documented in the 
following report: Current Status, Conceptual Site Model, Operable Unit 2, Bunker 
Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site (CH2M HILL, 2006). The 
sludge in the pond is comprised of precipitated metal hydroxides, gypsum, and 
water. Alum is not used as a treatment reagent (coagulant) at the CTP, and the 
CTP influent contains relatively little aluminum; thus, the sludge is not “mostly 
alum” as indicated in the comment. The metals are sequestered in the 
precipitated solids such that the water that drains from the sludge (and thus the 
water that infiltrates the CIA) is near the same quality as the CTP effluent. 
Although this water is clean as it drains from the sludge, it is possible that it 
could become recontaminated to some degree as it infiltrates through the CIA 
materials.  

Capital costs for construction of a new sludge pond are estimated at $7.33 
million dollars, which is estimated to provide 30 years of capacity. Groundwater 
beneath the CIA currently constitutes one of the largest sources of metals 
loading to the SFCDR. Given that, the incremental increase in load that would be 
attributed to the 9 gpm that is estimated to be infiltrating from the sludge pond 
does not constitute a significant source of metals to groundwater. Because this 
water is not a significant source of contamination, and because construction of 
new sludge disposal capacity is so costly, closure of the existing sludge pond at 
this time would not be the best use of cleanup funds. The existing pond could 
last five years or more, depending on the implementation rate of the remedy, 
deferring construction of a replacement pond, as well as saving at least 5 years 
of capacity. 
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Response to comment I8-3 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I8-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I527-1.  
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Dahlberg, Keith, I22, Letter 896895 

 

 

 

Response to comment I22-1 
See response to Comment No. I8-2. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Dalaso, Julie, I185, Letter 1357479  
 

Response to comment I185-1 
Comment noted. EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to 
meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund cleanup in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over the years, EPA has spent considerable time and 
energy to engage the public through all phases of our work. 

Response to comment I185-2 
Comment noted. EPA’s decision-making process was a careful and collaborative 
effort that included input from state and local governments, tribes, other federal 
agencies, the Basin Commission and the public. 
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Response to comment I185-3 
Thank you for your comment. As noted this ROD Amendment focuses on the 
Upper Basin which primarily includes the SFCDR watershed. 

Response to comment I185-4 
Thank you for your comment. EPA continues to work with Panhandle Health to 
identify ways to increase educational opportunities about health risks associated 
with the Bunker Hill Superfund Site and to find ways to increase participation in 
the voluntary blood screening program. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Response to comment I185-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I185-6 
Thank you for the comment. 
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Response to comment I185-7 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I185-8 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I185-9 
Thank you for the comment. See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I185-10 
Comment noted. For the Upper Basin cleanup, water quality standards have 
been identified as applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) 
to protect aquatic life. The ARARs for protection of the environment in the 
Upper Basin are the site-specific surface water quality standards developed by 
the State of Idaho to protect designated and existing beneficial uses. Through 
the adaptive management process, EPA will implement specific cleanup actions 
included in the remedy, monitor the effectiveness of those actions to determine 
whether cleanup levels are being achieved, and make adjustments to future 
cleanup actions to benefit from the information gained through the 
effectiveness monitoring. 
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Response to comment I185-11 
With regard to stream lining, see response to Comment No. I828-10. With regard 
to water rights, see response to Comment No. SA4-12. With regard to wildlife 
and fish, see response to Comment No. LC33-10. 

Response to comment I185-12 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I185-13 
Work in the Lower Basin is continuing with additional characterization and 
refinement of the Conceptual Site Model and will likely include pilot projects. 
EPA continues to pursue data collection and analysis efforts in the Lower Basin 
to support the future development and evaluation of remedial alternatives. After 
these studies have been completed, EPA expects to select additional cleanup 
actions, subject to public comment, to address contamination issues in the 
Lower Basin. Although the Lower Basin is not included in the Selected Remedy, 
actions in the Upper Basin are expected to improve water quality and reduce the 
movement of contaminated sediments downstream in the Lower Basin. Thus, 
the Upper Basin cleanup is expected to complement cleanup activities in the 
Lower Basin by reducing the flow of contaminated materials and reducing the 
potential for recontamination from the Upper Basin to the Lower Basin. Actions 
in the Lower Basin will be conducted concurrently with Upper Basin cleanups 
depending on recontamination and other factors. The Selected Remedy includes 
specific actions to safeguard clean barriers installed to protect human health. 
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Response to comment I185-14 
Thank you for your comment. EPA continues to work with the Idaho Department 
of Environmental Quality and Panhandle Health District to ensure both 
prospective and current residents and business owners understand the health 
risks associated with mining related metal contamination. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Danye, Barbara, I275, Letter 616015-39 
 
 

Response to comment I275-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1 

Response to comment I275-2 
Comment noted. 
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Darcy, Sylvia, I370, Letter 616257  
 

Response to comment I370-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I370-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I370-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Davis, Josephine Mary, I844, Letter 1365241  
 

Response to comment I844-1 
Thank you for your comment. EPA is unaware of having contaminated a water 
supply. If the commenter is aware of specific instances of a contaminated water 
supply, please contact EPA. 

Response to comment I844-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I844-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I844-4 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Davis, Adrian, I587, Letter 617768 

 

 

 

Response to comment I587-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I587-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I587-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Decker, Kevin L., I847, Letter 1365244  
 

Response to comment I847-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I847-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I847-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Decker, Kevin L., I855, Letter 1365252  
 

Response to comment I855-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I855-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I855-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Decker, Edward, I371, Letter 616258 

 

 

 

Response to comment I371-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Dell, Patricia, I311, Letter 614441 

 

 

 

Response to comment I311-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I311-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I311-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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DeLorenzo, Julie, I599, Letter 617780  
 

Response to comment I599-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I599-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I599-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I599-4 
The Selected Remedy does not infringe on local governments' authority to 
regulate land use. Certain remedial actions, for example mine and mill sites that 
include consolidation and capping of contaminated materials, may require deed 
restrictions to ensure the remedy remains protective and that land uses are 
consistent with the level of cleanup achieved. EPA anticipates that the deed 
restrictions will be tailored to the area where the remedial action feature is 
located, i.e. the area where wastes have been consolidated and capped, and 
filed by the property owner. Previous decision documents have relied on the 
Institutional Control Program which was implemented through state and local 
authorities and is administered by the PanHandle Health District. EPA supports 
the ICP. See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I599-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Response to comment I599-6 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I599-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I599-8 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. The Upper Basin Selected Remedy 
includes an estimated $33.9 million for remedy protection work in the Upper 
Basin. Remedy protection is intended to protect the existing human health clean 
soil barriers (e.g., remediated yards, commercial properties, and rights-of-way) 
within Upper Basin communities from tributary flooding and high-precipitation 
events. In addition to the remedy protection work, cleanup actions that address 
mine waste contamination within drainage areas accessible for recreational use 
will protect human health and improve surface water quality. Common 
recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, hunting, 
boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. Exposure to lead 
contamination can cause elevated blood lead levels and resulting adverse 
neurological effects. EPA has also found that elevated blood lead levels can occur 
within relatively short exposure periods (such as through recreational exposure 
to contamination located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The Selected 
Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and reduce 
particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected Remedy 
will further reduce the risks people may be exposed to during recreational 
activities. 

Response to comment I599-9 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I599-10 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I599-11 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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deSimas, Betty, I804, Letter 1365193  
 

Response to comment I804-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I804-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I804-3 
While significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination 
in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, 
cadmium, arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine 
waste rock, and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. 
There is substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. 
The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks . 

Response to comment I804-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. In addition EPA is required to evaluate the 
progress of the cleanup every five years through Five Year Review reports. 

Response to comment I804-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I295-1 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I804-6 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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DEvore, Risa, I589, Letter 617770 

 

 

 

Response to comment I589-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I589-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I589-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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DeVries, Fred, I590, Letter 617771 

 

 

 

Response to comment I590-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Dexter, Mike, I885, Letter 619651-15  
 

Response to comment I885-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, and I58-5. 

Response to comment I885-2 
EPA acknowledges the extensive efforts by Ed Pommerening and the Mining 
Companies in restoration of the hillsides. This work in combination with EPA's 
efforts at planting and fertilization finally helped vegetation get established. The 
end result, and the point EPA was trying to make in the presentation, was to 
show the significant improvement in the environment that had occurred as a 
result of these significant efforts. 
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Response to comment I885-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the duration of the Selected 
Remedy. Adaptive management is a critical component of the Selected Remedy 
because it is not possible for physical and chemical conditions to be fully defined 
and known for this large and complex area. An adaptive management framework 
provides a methodology to carry out the Selected Remedy in a structured, 
iterative way. Also see response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 
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Response to comment I885-4 
EPA is carefully considering how to maximize the settlement funds while also 
moving forward with cleanup priorities. See response to Comment No. I58-1 
regarding the reduction in scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the 
Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. Also see response to 
Comment No. 1295-3. 

Response to comment I885-5 
Regarding human health risks in the Basin, see response to Comment No. I295-1. 
The Upper Basin Selected Remedy includes an estimated $33.9 million for 
remedy protection work in the Upper Basin. Remedy protection is intended to 
protect the existing human health clean soil barriers (e.g., remediated yards and 
rights-of-way) within Upper Basin communities from tributary flooding and high-
precipitation events. In addition to the remedy protection work, cleanup actions 
that address mine waste contamination within drainage areas accessible for 
recreational use will protect human health and improve surface water quality. 
Common recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, 
hunting, boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. As noted in the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4, exposure to lead contamination can cause 
elevated blood lead levels. EPA has also found that elevated blood lead levels 
can occur within relatively short exposure periods (such as through recreational 
exposure to contamination located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The 
Selected Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and 
reduce particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected 
Remedy will further reduce the risks people may be exposed to during 
recreational activities. Regarding effects of the Selected Remedy on the local 
economy and the duration of the Selected Remedy, see responses to Comment 
Nos. I54-2 and I58-1. 
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Response to comment I885-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I885-7 
Thank you for your comments. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Dexter, Mike, I842, Letter 1365239  
 

Response to comment I842-1 
The yards cleanup program is intended to address the human health risk posed 
by mining related contaminated. To the extent that the commenter or others are 
aware of specific instances where a contractor working on the yards cleanup 
program billed the government for services not related to the human health 
cleanup please let us know. 

Response to comment I842-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I842-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I842-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ11-2 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I842-5 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 
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Response to comment I842-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2, I58-5, and I58-2. 

Response to comment I842-7 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I842-8 
The Selected Remedy does not include the capture of all of the discharge from 
every portal and adit; only those discharges that exceed water quality standards 
and are resulting in impaired water quality in the SFCDR and its tributaries. The 
highest concentration discharges will be addressed first. During this initial period 
of implementation, water quality will be monitored and if needed, additional 
actions will be taken to achieve remedial action objectives. The impact to stream 
flows is expected to be minimal (see responses to comment I54-8 and I54-9), and 
conveyance to the Central Treatment Plant for treatment has been shown to be 
the lowest cost option for most sites (EPA, August 2012, Final Focused Feasibility 
Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and 
Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). 

Response to comment I842-9 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the ROD 
Amendment compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed 
Plan. See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. 

Response to comment I842-10 
As noted in the comment current interpretation is the State is not required to 
assume O&M for settlement dollars. This includes funding from both the Asarco 
and Hecla settlements. The State would be required to enter into a State 
Superfund contract prior to assuming any O&M responsibilities that are 
associated with the expenditure of other appropriated funds for cleanup. Also 
see responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I842-11 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I54-6. 

Response to comment I842-12 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I842-13 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I842-14 
See responses to Comment No. I58-5 and LC32-2. 

Response to comment I842-15 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I842-16 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I842-17 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I842-18 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I842-19 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-310 

Dexter, Mike, I232, Letter 610097-27  
 

Response to comment I232-1 
See response to comment I54-8 regarding estimated reductions in stream flows. 
The comment is accurate in that if stream flows are reduced by 7 percent during 
low flow times of the year, there will be a minor impact to NPDES permitted 
dischargers because that 7 percent difference may result in a lower flow tier 
applying to their discharge, and therefore a lower concentration or mass of a 
certain parameter, or parameters, that is acceptable for discharge. However, this 
estimated reduction in flow of 7 percent is not considered to be significant given 
that the natural variability of dry season flows from year to year averages 21 
percent. 

Response to comment I232-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I232-3 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I232-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I232-5 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Dexter, Mike, I280, Letter 616015-44 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I280-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I280-2 
Regarding risks to human health, see response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I280-3 
Comment noted. 
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Dexter, Terri, I837, Letter 1365234  
 

Response to comment I837-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, I58-5, and SA4-12. 

Response to comment I837-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I837-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I837-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-5. 
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Response to comment I837-5 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I837-6 
The comment does not state what specific "flaws" are of concern. The EPA 
Proposed Plan was carefully developed in a manner consistent with the National 
Contingency Plan (NCP), as required by CERCLA. EPA is required under CERCLA, 
the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human health remains 
EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, 
there is still contamination in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface 
water that poses unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. 
There is substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed.  
The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I837-7 
See response to Comment No. I828-10. 

Response to comment I837-8 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Dilling, Mary Ruth, I207, Letter 610097-2  
 

Response to comment I207-1 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I207-2 
See response to comments LC33-10 and I54-8. The Selected Remedy is not 
anticipated to have a detrimental effect on fish and wildlife; rather the Selected 
Remedy is expected to reduce contaminant concentrations in soil, sediments, 
and surface water, thereby creating an improved habitat for fish and wildlife. 
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Response to comment I207-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I207-4 
See response to Comment No. I691-25. 

Response to comment I207-5 
Comprehensive flood control is a complex multi-jurisdictional issue that exceeds 
the expertise and regulatory authority of EPA’s cleanup program. EPA is 
therefore committed to working with local, state, and federal entities with an 
interest in SFCDR flood issues and, consistent with EPA’s authority, to help craft 
solutions. 
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Response to comment I207-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-3 and LC21-9. 

Response to comment I207-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I207-8 
Comment noted. 
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Dimock, Tim, I591, Letter 617772 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I591-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Dineen, Donald, I403, Letter 616299 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I403-1 
Capturing surface water in Canyon Creek was not a component of the Preferred 
Alternative and is not a component of the Selected Remedy. Collection and 
treatment of surface water from Canyon Creek was a component of the 2002 
ROD for OU 3; however, that action has been replaced in this ROD Amendment 
with a more focused collection of groundwater only in the Woodland Park area. 
Collected groundwater will be conveyed to the CTP for treatment. Regarding 
routing of the conveyance pipeline, see response to Comment No. I248-1. Before 
the cleanup takes place, many pre-design activities will take place at specific 
sites, including for the route of the pipeline. The pre-design activities for the 
groundwater treatment pipe will, at a minimum, include surveying and mapping 
of the site; assessment of stormwater, surface water, and groundwater flows; 
assessment of site ownership; and identification of easement and access 
requirements. Collection of contaminated groundwater for treatment will result 
in some relatively minor, localized, flow reductions in Canyon Creek and the 
SFCDR. Regarding stream flow reduction, see response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I403-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-2, I295-2 and 1351-3. 
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Dineen, Donald, I527, Letter 617268 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I527-1 
EPA agrees that the total cost of the Selected Remedy is a considerable amount 
of money and has significantly reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy from 
that of the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan so that the total 
cost is decreased from $1.3 billion to about $635 million. Implementation of the 
Selected Remedy is expected to take about 30 years. EPA will pay for much of 
the proposed cleanup with funds from legal settlements between mining 
companies and the federal government. At this time, the largest amount of 
available settlement funds—more than $573 million—is from the ASARCO 
bankruptcy proceedings completed in 2009. Of this total, $494 million is 
apportioned for EPA response activities and the remainder will be used for 
mitigation of natural resource damage. Approximately $8 million are to be used 
for work in OU 2, the non-populated areas in the 21-square mile Bunker Hill Box 
surrounding Kellogg. An independent Work Trust has been established to 
manage the ASARCO settlement funds and conduct the EPA-approved cleanup. 
The money held by the Work Trust is invested, allowing this fund to continue to 
grow. Spending and investing under this Work Trust will be carefully managed by 
EPA to ensure the continued growth of the Trust while balancing the need to 
conduct cleanup in an efficient and a timely manner.  

In 2011, a significant settlement was also reached with Hecla Mining Company. 
Under this settlement, Hecla will pay $263.4 million plus interest to the United 
States, the Coeur d’Alene Tribe, and the State of Idaho to resolve claims 
stemming from releases of wastes from its mining operations. Most (75 percent) 
of the recovery funds will be used for response actions at the Bunker Hill 
Superfund Site. The remaining amount will fund natural resource restoration 
projects. 

Pursuant to the terms of the consent decrees approving these settlements, EPA 
may only use the recovered funds to perform response actions it selects.  Asarco 
funds are specifically limited to response actions in OU 3. Hecla settlement funds 
can be used for select response actions throughout the Bunker Hill Superfund 
Site. 
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Regarding the "infrastructure and our economy" see responses to Comments Nos. I58-5 
and I474-1.  

Response to comment I527-2 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I527-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. See responses to Comment 
Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-6 regarding remedy protection and flooding. With regard to cleanup 
work near or in streams or the SFCDR, after consideration of comments received on the 
Proposed Plan EPA further evaluated reaches of the SFCDR designated for stream and 
riparian cleanup actions that were of the most concern to stakeholders. As a result of this 
evaluation EPA has made changes to its plans for stream and riparian actions. These 
changes are described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 14.3. 

Response to comment I527-4 
The commenter may be referring to the 2009 1.6 acre Page Repository expansion into 
adjacent contaminated wetlands. This expansion did involve the use of a wetlands 
mitigation bank to make up for the loss of local Page area wetlands due to expansion. The 
Page Repository will be expanded again in the future and this expansion will impact 
additional areas of contaminated wetlands. IDEQ and EPA are currently working on a 
wetland design and conducting field work to allow for construction access to new wetlands 
across the Trail of the Coeur d'Alenes from Page wetlands that will be impacted by future 
expansion. Future wetlands mitigation will be located in the valley. Also see responses to 
Comment Nos. I54-3 and LC21-9. 

Response to comment I527-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 
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Response to comment I527-6 
Regarding funding of the cleanup, see response to comment No. I295-3. 
Regarding the effects of the cleanup on the economy, see response to Comment 
No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I527-7 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I527-8 
Comment noted. 
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Dineen, Donald, I55, Letter 1357100  
 

Response to comment I55-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Although 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, 
wildlife, fish, and the environment. 
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Dineen, Donald, I372, Letter 616260 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I372-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I372-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and LC32-2. 

Response to comment I372-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I372-4 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities.  In 
addition, EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved roadways may 
not provide adequate long-term barriers to underlying contaminated material, 
and that local and state entities are responsible for the long-term road 
development and maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies are developing 
an approach under the existing RODs to address this issue collaboratively with 
local, county, and state entities responsible for providing and maintaining 
roadways in their communities. The objective of this effort is to develop and 
implement a strategy that ensures the long-term effectiveness of roads that also 
serve as barriers, and aligns with the transportation and maintenance needs of 
the Box and Basin communities. 

Response to comment I372-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and I54-9. 

Response to comment I372-6 
Comment noted. 
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Dineen, Donald, I592, Letter 617773  
 

Response to comment I592-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I592-2 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I592-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I592-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I592-5 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-327 

 

 

 

Response to comment I592-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I592-7 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities.  The RODs 
for OUs 1, 2, and 3 address cleanup of rights-of-way (ROWs) in the Bunker Hill 
Box and the Coeur d’Alene Basin, as appropriate, to respond to risks to human 
health. The RODs allow ROWs to be cleaned up such that they provide barriers to 
underlying metals contamination. Many ROWs have been cleaned up as 
residential and commercial properties have been remediated in Box and Basin 
communities. However, EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved 
roadways may not provide adequate long-term barriers to underlying 
contaminated material, and that local and state entities are responsible for the 
long-term road development and maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies 
are developing an approach under the existing RODs to address this issue 
collaboratively with local, county, and state entities responsible for providing 
and maintaining roadways in their communities. The objective of this effort is to 
develop and implement a strategy that ensures the long-term effectiveness of 
barriers installed in ROWs, and also aligns with the transportation and 
maintenance needs of the Box and Basin communities. 

Response to comment I592-8 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 
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Dineen, Donald, I593, Letter 617774  
 

Response to comment I593-1 
Regarding funding of the cleanup, see response to Comment No. I58-2. 
Regarding the "infrastructure and our economy" see responses to Comments 
Nos. I58-5 and I474-1. 

Response to comment I593-2 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I593-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I593-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 

Response to comment I593-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I593-6 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I593-7 
Regarding funding of the cleanup, see response to comment No. I295-3. 
Regarding the effects of the cleanup on the economy, see response to Comment 
No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I593-8 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I593-9 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. See response to 
Comment Nos. LC32-2 and I295-3. 
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No comments 
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Dineen, Donald, I9, Letter 896732  
 

Response to comment I9-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I9-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I521-8. 

Response to comment I9-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As 
described in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous studies 
over the years have documented these risks. The Selected Remedy is expected 
to make significant progress towards addressing these risks. Water treatment is 
a key part of the Selected Remedy because it will (1) address subsurface 
materials too deep or impractical to be removed, (2) generally provide a high 
degree of metals load reduction for a relatively low cost, and (3) achieve 
immediate improvements to water quality. EPA has conducted studies to 
evaluate groundwater-surface water interactions and characterize aquifer 
properties in key areas of the Upper Basin, conducted pilot studies for 
groundwater treatment, and evaluated the cost of implementing various 
groundwater treatment technologies. These studies found that for some areas 
within the Upper Basin, collection of groundwater and treatment at the Central 
Treatment Plant (CTP) in Kellogg is the lowest-cost treatment option. 

Response to comment I9-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I521-8 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I9-5 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-331 

Dineen, Donald, I10, Letter 896733  
 

Response to comment I10-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I10-2 
EPA is unaware of any instances where the sampling or analytical methodologies 
it employed in developing the technical information that supports this ROD 
Amendment were not scientifically acceptable. In addition EPA is not aware of 
any instances where fraudulent practices were used by on behalf of EPA. EPA 
conducts monitoring activities in accordance with all appropriate testing 
standards and quality control procedures. 

Response to comment I10-3 
Comment noted. 
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Dineen, Donald, I24, Letter 897236  
 

Response to comment I24-1 
Comment noted. 
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Dineen, Donald, I444, Letter 898783 

 

 

Response to comment I444-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Dingman, Kenneth, I594, Letter 617775 

 

 

 

Response to comment I594-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Dominick, I487, Letter 1308942  
 

Response to comment I487-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I487-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I487-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Domy, Debbie and Mike, I917, Letter 1365185  
 

Response to comment I917-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I917-2 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I917-3 
The remedy protection actions for Jackass Creek are located downstream from 
the high school where the creek has been channelized. There are no actions 
upstream from the high school. The conceptual design, including figures, for 
Alternative RP-2 actions in Jackass Creek are presented in Appendix G of the FFS 
Report (CH2M HILL, July 2010, Draft Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper 
Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex 
Superfund Site, prepared for EPA Region 10). 

Response to comment I917-4 
Thank you for your comment. Expansion of the existing Page Institutional 
Controls Program Repository is proceeding outside the scope of this ROD 
Amendment. IDEQ and EPA are working with interested individuals and 
organizations to address aesthetic and wildlife habitat concerns similar to those 
expressed by the commenter. Mitigation for wetlands impacted by the 
expansion is planned for an area adjacent to the Trail of Coeur d'Alenes near the 
impacted wetlands. In response to input from stakeholders, preliminary designs 
for this work have incorporated components to enhance the experience of Trail 
users in the Page area. 
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Donlevy, Byron, I31, Letter 1357075  
 

Response to comment I31-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I31-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I31-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I31-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I31-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I31-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I31-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I31-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Dorchuck, Ron, I901, Letter 619651-36  
 

Response to comment I901-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. 

Response to comment I901-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I901-3 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I901-4 
See response to Comment No. I822-11. 

Response to comment I901-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I901-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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No comments 
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Douglas, Bonita, I595, Letter 617776 

 

 

 

Response to comment I595-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-342 

Driskell, James, I369, Letter 616256 

 

 

 

Response to comment I369-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I54-6. 

Response to comment I369-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I369-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site.  See response to 
Comment No. I58-1 regarding duration of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I369-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-345 

Driskell, J., I457, Letter 1308794  
 

Response to comment I457-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I457-2 
EPA believes that money spent on investigation and development of a cleanup 
plan for the Upper Basin has been appropriate in relation to the magnitude of 
the human health and environmental risk. EPA is required under CERCLA, the 
Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While significant cleanup has 
taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, sediments, 
groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to human health 
and the environment. EPA is also required under CERCLA to provide a Proposed 
Plan for comment by the local community. 

Response to comment I457-3 
Comment noted. 
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Driskell, J., I596, Letter 617777 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I596-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-347 

Driskell, Melissa, I458, Letter 1308795  
 

Response to comment I458-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I458-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Dunnigan, Michael, I211, Letter 610097-6  
 

Response to comment I211-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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No comments 
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Easley, Jonni, I98, Letter 1357145  
 

Response to comment I98-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I98-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I98-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I98-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I98-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I98-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I98-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I98-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Easley, Josh, I101, Letter 1357148  
 

Response to comment I101-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I101-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I101-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I101-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I101-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I101-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I101-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I101-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Eder, Renee, I600, Letter 617781 

 

 

 

Response to comment I600-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I600-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I600-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Elisoff, Robert, I127, Letter 1357175  
 

Response to comment I127-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I127-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I127-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I127-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I127-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Emmons, Dwight, I167, Letter 1357303  
 

Response to comment I167-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I167-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5.  Environmental monitoring conducted at 
the Bunker Hill Superfund Site is performed using standard methods and 
procedures developed by EPA and USGS for environmental sampling. 
Environmental samples are analyzed by laboratories with state-of-the-art 
analytical methods. Field and laboratory quality control procedures are 
implemented to ensure data quality is achieved. 

Response to comment I167-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I167-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I167-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I167-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I167-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I167-8 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I167-9 
See response to Comment No. I54-5. 

Response to comment I167-10 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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Employee of Bunker Hill Mine, I902, Letter 619651-37  
 

Response to comment I902-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I902-2 
Thank you for your comments. 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I902-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I902-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I902-5 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I902-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I902-7 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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Enzler, Susan, I156, Letter 1357292  
 

Response to comment I156-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I156-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I156-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I156-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I156-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I156-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I156-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I156-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Erickson, Carol, I602, Letter 617785 

 

 

 

Response to comment I602-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Erickson, Lois, I601, Letter 617784 

 

 

 

Response to comment I601-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I601-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 
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F., Luke, I520, Letter 1357642  
 

Response to comment I520-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I520-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I520-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I520-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I520-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I520-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I520-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I520-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Facer, Dennis, I606, Letter 617789 

 

 

 

Response to comment I606-1 
This letter is nearly identical to the letter submitted by the Idaho Mining 
Association. Please see responses to Document LC28 for responses to the Idaho 
Mining Association's comments. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Farnsworth, David, I373, Letter 616261 

 

 

 

Response to comment I373-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Farris, Noni, I608, Letter 617791  

Response to comment I608-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I608-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I608-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I608-4 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I608-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I54-12. 

Response to comment I608-6 
The Selected Remedy does not infringe on local governments' authority to 
regulate land use. Certain remedial actions, for example mine and mill sites that 
include consolidation and capping of contaminated materials, may require deed 
restrictions to ensure the remedy remains protective and that land uses are 
consistent with the level of cleanup achieved. EPA anticipates that the deed 
restrictions will be tailored to the area where the remedial action feature is 
located, i.e. the area where wastes have been consolidated and capped, and 
filed by the property owner. Previous decision documents have relied on the 
Institutional Control Program which was implemented through state and local 
authorities and is administered by the Panhandle Health District. EPA supports 
the ICP. See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I608-7 
Regarding human health risks, see response to Comment No. 1295-1. EPA has 
not focused its Selected Remedy on drinking water. In the case of the SFCDR, the 
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) that will protect 
the environment include site-specific ambient water quality criteria. These 
criteria were developed by the State of Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water 
quality standards to protect the environment are more stringent than drinking 
water standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels [MCLs]) for contaminants of 
concern in the Basin. (There is one exception -- mercury, as it has not been found 
to be prevalent in the Upper Basin.) Therefore, EPA believes that achieving 
ARARs will inherently have a potential drinking water benefit.  
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Response to comment I608-8 
With regard to CTP upgrades see response to Comment No. LC37-9. With regard 
to the SFCDR groundwater action see response to Comment No. I828-10. With 
regard to private land access see response to Comment No. I248-1. 

Response to comment I608-9 
It is unclear where the percentages for stream flow reduction in the comment 
come from. EPA has evaluated potential stream flow reductions related to the 
Selected Remedy and they are expected to be minimal. See response to 
comments I54-8 and LC33-10. 

Response to comment I608-10 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I608-11 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the ROD 
Amendment compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed 
Plan. See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. 

Response to comment I608-12 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8 and SA4-13. 

Response to comment I608-13 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Response to comment I608-14 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I608-15 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I608-16 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I608-17 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I608-18 
The comment raises issues regarding whether EPA satisfied National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. For CERCLA response actions, 
EPA is exempted from the procedural requirements of environmental laws, 
including NEPA. CERCLA Section 121 (d)(2)(A) addresses the applicability of other 
environmental laws through applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs). The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan interprets this to require compliance only with substantive, not 
procedural, aspects of ARARs. Because NEPA requirements are procedural, NEPA 
is not an ARAR for CERCLA response actions. EPA procedures or environmental 
reviews under CERCLA enabling legislation are functionally equivalent to the 
NEPA process and thus, exempt from the procedural requirements in NEPA. 
CERCLA addresses the two basic objectives of NEPA: (1) the agency should 
consider significant environmental impacts of the proposed action, and (2) 
relevant environmental information should be made available to the public, 
which allows the public to play a role in the agency's decision-making process 
and implementation of the decision. The administrative record EPA developed in 
support of the Selected Remedy documents that EPA, by following the 
requirements of the NCP, conducted a remedy selection process that was the 
functional equivalent of NEPA. 

Response to comment I608-19 
See response to Comment No. I58-5.  
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Response to comment I608-20 
See responses to Comment Nos. SA4-12, LC33-10, and I248-1 and the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I608-21 
Following consideration of comments received on the Proposed Plan, EPA 
further evaluated reaches of the SFCDR designated for stream and riparian 
cleanup actions that were of the most concern to stakeholders. As a result of this 
evaluation EPA has made changes to its plans for stream and riparian actions. 
These changes are described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 14.3. 
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Fattu, Charles, I610, Letter 617793 

 
 

 

Response to Comment I610-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1.  

Response to Comment I610-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to Comment I610-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to Comment I610-4 
Regarding human health risks in the Upper Basin, see response to Comment No. 
I295-1.   

As discussed in the ROD Amendment, for additional information regarding risks 
to songbirds, see the following references: CH2M HILL, December 2006 (Coeur 
d’Alene Riparian Songbird Ecological Risk Assessment); Hansen, James A., August 
30, 2007 (Songbird Exposure to Lead-Contaminated Soils in the Coeur d’Alene 
Basin); Hansen, James A., Daniel Audet, Brian L. Spears, Kate A. Healy, Roy E. 
Brazzle, David J. Hoffman, Anne Dailey, and W. Nelson Beyer, April 2011 (“Lead 
Exposure and Poisoning of Songbirds Using the Coeur d’Alene River Basin, Idaho, 
USA” in Integrated Environmental Assessment and Management, vol. 7. No. 4, 
pp. 587-595); and Sample, Bradley E., James A. Hansen, Anne Dailey, and Bruce 
Duncan, July 2011 (“Assessment of Risks to Ground-Feeding Songbirds from Lead 
in the Coeur d’Alene Basin, Idaho, USA” in Integrated Environmental Assessment 
and Management, vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 596-611). 

Regarding the collection of contaminated groundwater for treatment (and 
associated reductions in stream flows), see response to Comment No. I54-8. 
Upgrade and expansion of the Central Treatment Plant (CTP) in Kellogg is a 
component of the Selected Remedy; therefore, the facility will have the ability to 
treat the waters identified for treatment.  

Response to Comment I610-5 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12. 

Response to Comment I610-6 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 
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Response to Comment I610-7 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 

Response to Comment I610-8 
Regarding general flooding concerns, see response to Comment No. LJ36-3. Regarding the 
East Mission Flats Repository, see response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-376 

Fedders, John, I611, Letter 617794  
 

Response to comment I611-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I611-2 
The State of Idaho is not required to provide funds for remedial actions funded 
by monies EPA recovers from settlements. Settlement funds can be used to 
reduce both federal and state costs associated with cleanup. EPA, and the 
ASARCO Work Trust, have received approximately $691 million from its 
settlements with ASARCO Inc. and the Hecla Mining Company, and is committed 
to careful use of these funds to protect human health and the environment over 
the long-term. However, when cleanup costs exceed the money recovered, the 
federal government pays directly for cleanup, and the state is required to fund 
10 percent of the construction costs and 100 percent of the O&M costs. In 
regards to water rights please see response to comment SA4-12. 

Response to comment I611-3 
Comment noted. See response to Comment I58-1 regarding the reduction in 
scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified 
in the Proposed Plan. 
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Fegelein, Sue, I612, Letter 617795 

 

 

 

Response to comment I612-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I612-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I612-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Female Speaker 11, I289, Letter 616015-54 

 

 

 

Response to comment I289-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I289-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I289-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5 regarding CERCLA cleanup actions and 
mining. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope of the 
Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. See response to Comment No. SA4-12 regarding water rights. 
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Fessler, Gary, I613, Letter 617796  
 

Response to comment I613-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I613-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I613-3 
Comment Noted 

Response to comment I613-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-12. 

Response to comment I613-5 
There are serious risks to human health from heavy metal contamination in the 
Basin. The risks are well documented. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to 
address these risks. Lead is of most concern, especially for young children and 
pregnant women. Though some cleanup has been done, there is more work to 
do to protect people. Cleaning up contamination in the Upper Basin will reduce 
the amount of metals that flows downstream into communities. Also, some of 
the work done under this ROD Amendment will help keep cleaned-up areas 
clean. It will address tributary flooding, which can spread contamination. Also 
see the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4. 

Response to comment I613-6 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. EPA has reduced the scope of the 
Selected Remedy. The Selected Remedy includes significantly less remedial 
actions east of Wallace compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. 
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Response to comment I613-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I613-8 
EPA developed and evaluated alternatives according to CERCLA criteria and the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan in the 
Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) Report (EPA, August 2012, Final Focused 
Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill 
Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). The long- and short-term 
effectiveness of each alternative was evaluated in the FFS Report. The sources of 
metals loading in the Upper Basin are described in Section 5.0 of the Upper Basin 
ROD Amendment. See response to Comment No. LC33-8 regarding background 
levels in the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I613-9 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 
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Fister, Wayne, I863, Letter 1365265  
 

Response to comment I863-1 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public.  See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I863-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I863-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I863-4 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public.  See response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Fitzner, Brant, I615, Letter 617798 

 

 

 

Response to comment I615-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I615-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I615-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Fitzner, Lisa, I614, Letter 617797 

 

 

 

Response to comment I614-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I614-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I614-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Flechsing, Christine, I840, Letter 1365237  
 

Response to comment I840-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Fleisher, Mark, I312, Letter 614442 

 

 

 

Response to comment I312-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I312-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I312-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Fleisher, Mark, I616, Letter 617799 

 

 

 

Response to comment I616-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I616-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I616-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Fogdall, Brenda, I617, Letter 617800 

 

 

 

Response to comment I617-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I617-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I617-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Fortier, David, I620, Letter 617804 

 

 

 

Response to comment I620-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I620-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I822-14, and the ROD Amendment, 
Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I620-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-5. 

Response to comment I620-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I620-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I822-14. 
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Response to comment I620-6 
EPA recognizes that the original mapping that was done by Bureau of Land 
Management was based on limited information at the time and included any site 
where there may have been some sort of mining or exploration activity. Over 
time this larger list has been screened by EPA and other stakeholders and 
prioritized in order to identify the most important sites. This process is ongoing. 
See response to Comment No. I822-14.  Sites included in the Selected Remedy 
will be further evaluated in the design phase to obtain more detailed 
information in order to determine the extent of cleanup required. 

Response to comment I620-7 
Comment noted. If other sites are identified that warrant action, that were not 
part of those carried through the RI/FS, they can be added through future 
decision documents. 

Response to comment I620-8 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I620-9 
Section 10.0 of the Proposed Plan is not intended to serve as an Implementation 
Plan for the Selected Remedy but rather an overview of what the 
implementation process will be.  

As noted in the Proposed Plan, a Draft Implementation Plan has been in 
development and is being published in parallel with the ROD Amendment. This 
implementation plan will act as a “living document” to identify priority projects 
and guide the actions selected in the ROD Amendment. There will be regular 
opportunities for review of this document. It is through these public review 
periods, as well as ongoing Project Focus Team meetings, that comments related 
to priority setting will be discussed and considered. Also see the ROD 
Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I620-10 
Regarding prioritization of sites, see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3.3 
and response to Comment No. I822-14.  
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Response to comment I620-11 
Over time, cleanup actions have been conducted by EPA, other agencies, and 
property owners within the Upper Basin. The majority of actions taken at these 
sites focused on human health risks, but in some cases additional actions were 
taken to reduce contaminant loading to surface and groundwater. Currently, 
sites where cleanup actions have been conducted are being monitored to 
determine their effectiveness in meeting RAOs. Review of the monitoring results 
and the protectiveness of these cleanup actions are documented in Five-Year 
Reviews consistent with CERCLA and the 2002 ROD for OU 3 (EPA, 2002; 
www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf). Potential 
shortcomings of these cleanup actions in achieving RAOs and protection of 
human health and the environment will be addressed as part of the Five-Year 
Review process. Any addition actions that may be required at these sites will be 
conducted under the authority of the original documents that implemented 
those actions i.e., 2002 OU3 ROD. 

Response to comment I620-12 
See response to comment I54-3. 

Response to comment I620-13 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I620-14 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. LJ36-3. 

  

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf�
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Response to comment I620-15 
As noted in the response to Comment No. I58-1, the scope of the Selected 
Remedy has been significantly reduced. Consequently, significantly fewer 
sources in remote areas will need to be accessed. Those sources which will need 
to be accessed in remote locations have been determined to be sufficiently 
significant to require remediation. EPA will seek to minimize damage to the 
environment in accessing them. Final details regarding access will be determined 
during design. 

Response to comment I620-16 
See response to Comment No. I899-7. 

Response to comment I620-17 
Since the NAS review, EPA has conducted studies to evaluate groundwater-
surface water interactions and characterize aquifer properties in key areas of the 
Upper Basin; conducted pilot studies for groundwater treatment; and evaluated 
the cost of implementing various groundwater treatment technologies. This 
information has enabled hydraulic isolation actions to be refined. For example, 
as a result of this work it was determined that though active water collection 
options (extraction wells) have relatively low estimated capital and 30-year NPV 
costs compared to the passive water collection options (French drains), the 
number of wells needed to replace to function of the drains is relatively high. For 
example, an estimated 41 wells would be needed in Woodland Park to replace 
the planned French drain in that location. These wells would need to be 
constantly monitored and adjusted to maintain the desired hydraulic control 
with seasonally fluctuating flows. French drains will be tested at the site prior to 
implementation. Information collected during testing will be used to inform 
decisions about groundwater collection methods to be used throughout the 
Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Specific groundwater collection methods will also be 
evaluated on a site-by-site basis during remedial design, when more site-specific 
information will be available. If the results of drain testing and site-specific 
design activities indicate than an alternative groundwater collection method 
(such as wells) would be most appropriate for a given site, then those alternative 
methods will be used. This approach is consistent with EPA’s adaptive 
management of Site cleanup activities. 

Response to comment I620-18 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I899-7.  
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Response to comment I620-19 
See response to Comment No. I620-10 above. 
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Response to comment I620-20 
EPA agrees with your comment. During the development of the Focused 
Feasibility Study and previous decision documents, EPA has met regularly with 
the Basin Commission’s Technical Leadership Group, a group focused on 
technical issues related to cleanup and primarily composed of interested 
citizens, representatives from the State of Idaho, Shoshone County, the U.S. 
Bureau of Land Management, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest 
Service, the Spokane Tribe, the Coeur d’Alene Tribe, and the State of 
Washington. EPA will continue to work with these key stakeholders as the 
cleanup moves forward in order to address the long-term responsibilities 
associated with the cleanup actions. Development of national agreements and 
commitments of funding will require participation of all key stakeholder to 
resolve these complex multi-jurisdictional issues. 
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Response to comment I620-21 
Thank you for your comments and for your input on the Bunker Hill Superfund 
Site cleanup plans. 
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Fosberg, Jeanne, I278, Letter 616015-42 

 

 

 

Response to comment I278-1 
Comment noted. 
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Foster, Dale, I375, Letter 616263 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I375-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I375-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I375-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I375-4 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I375-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Foster, Fess, I621, Letter 617805 

 

 

 

Response to comment I621-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Fox, Fred, I622, Letter 617806 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I622-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Frago, Fred, I623, Letter 617807 

 

 

 

Response to comment I623-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-2, I54-5, and LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I623-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Franck, Lynn, I624, Letter 617808 

 

 

 

Response to comment I624-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I624-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I624-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Fredericks, Sally, I313, Letter 614443 

 

 

 

Response to comment I313-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I313-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I313-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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French, Elaine, I376, Letter 616264 

 

 

 

Response to comment I376-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I376-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I376-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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French, Elaine, I625, Letter 617809 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I625-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I625-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I625-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Gagne, Barbara, I218, Letter 610097-13  
 

Response to comment I218-1 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. EPA 
is required under Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act, the Superfund law, to address risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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Gagne, Brenda, I626, Letter 617810 

 

 

 

Response to comment I626-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I626-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Galbreath, Jeff, I627, Letter 617811 

 

 

 

Response to comment I627-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Gamangasso, Robin, I628, Letter 617812 

 

 

 

Response to comment I628-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Garofalo, Rosemary, I344, Letter 614474 

 

 

 

Response to comment I344-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I344-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I344-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Gaudielle, A.J., I161, Letter 1357297  
 

Response to comment I161-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I161-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I161-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I161-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I161-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I161-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I161-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I161-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I161-9 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Gaudielle, Andy, I377, Letter 616266 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I377-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-411 

Gendrow, David, I84, Letter 1357129  
 

Response to comment I84-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I84-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I84-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I84-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I84-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Gentry, Dean, I315, Letter 614445  
 

Response to comment I315-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I315-2 
EPA is listening. EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific 
decisions. EPA is dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health 
and the environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input 
seriously and always considers the information and comments provided by 
citizens. EPA may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. 
This does not mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly 
disregarding public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not 
heard or seen information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the 
case of this cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to 
public comments. EPA is committed to working with the mining industry and 
Silver Valley businesses and landowners to conduct the cleanup in ways that are 
consistent with the current and future land uses desired by the community. See 
Response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I315-3 
EPA believes that monies it has recovered should be applied to cleanup within 
the Site. EPA has not recovered in excess of any potentially responsible party's 
fair or actual share of responsibility and see no reason to return settlement 
recoveries to any potentially responsible party who has resolved its liability to 
the United States. While natural events have contributed to the fate and 
transport of contamination within the Site, these events were not solely 
responsible for the spreading of contamination. For example, the environmental 
degradation caused by early floods was greatly influenced by historical mining 
practices, such as direct discharge of tailing into the river system and the 
construction of plank dams. See response to Comment No. I527-1. 
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Gilbert, Marsha, I316, Letter 614446 

 

 

 

Response to comment I316-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I316-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I316-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Gilda, Alan, I838, Letter 1365235  
 

Response to comment I838-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I838-2 
The comment raises issues regarding whether EPA satisfied National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. For CERCLA response actions, 
EPA is exempted from the procedural requirements of environmental laws, 
including NEPA. CERCLA Section 121 (d)(2)(A) addresses the applicability of other 
environmental laws through applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs). The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan interprets this to require compliance only with substantive, not 
procedural, aspects of ARARs. Because NEPA requirements are procedural, NEPA 
is not an ARAR for CERCLA response actions. EPA procedures or environmental 
reviews under CERCLA enabling legislation are functionally equivalent to the 
NEPA process and thus, exempt from the procedural requirements in NEPA. 
CERCLA addresses the two basic objectives of NEPA: (1) the agency should 
consider significant environmental impacts of the proposed action, and (2) 
relevant environmental information should be made available to the public, 
which allows the public to play a role in the agency's decision-making process 
and implementation of the decision. The administrative record EPA developed in 
support of the Selected Remedy documents that EPA, by following the 
requirements of the NCP, conducted a remedy selection process that was the 
functional equivalent of NEPA. 

Response to comment I838-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I838-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I838-5 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I838-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5.  
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Gilda, Alan, I36, Letter 1357080  
 

Response to comment I36-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I36-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I36-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I36-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I36-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I36-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I36-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I36-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I36-9 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-416 

Gillerman, Virginia S., I775, Letter 618776 

 

 

 

Response to comment I775-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I775-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I775-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. Cleanup of Upper Basin areas will 
also greatly reduce the amount of lead being transported down the Coeur 
d’Alene River and settling in Lower Basin areas and Coeur d’Alene Lake, posing 
potential risks to human health. Cleanup of Upper Basin areas will also reduce 
the risk of future recontamination of remediated Lower Basin areas, thereby 
minimizing the need for follow up cleanup work in those areas. The plastic liners 
mentioned in the comment will provide hydraulic isolation to isolate 
contaminated waters from clean waters (i.e., keep clean water clean). The liners 
will be installed with bedding material beneath and on top of the liner to prevent 
damage to the liner. Over time, the liners will need repair and replacement and 
costs for that upkeep are included in the cost estimates for the Selected 
Remedy. The comment suggests collection of contaminated groundwater in 
wells and treatment at treatment plants. Treatment at the Central Treatment 
Plant in Kellogg is essentially what is included in the Selected Remedy for areas 
of significant groundwater contamination. Similarly, contaminated adit 
discharges will be collected and treated. 

Response to comment I775-4 
EPA carefully considered the NAS report and its recommendations. Furthermore, 
EPA collected additional data and conducted studies to address some of the key 
NAS recommendations. The results of those efforts are reflected in the Upper 
Basin Selected Remedy. Also see the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.5.2. 
Regarding jobs and the mining industry, see responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 
and I58-5. Regarding EPA's interaction with the community and others in 
developing the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. I295-2.  
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No comments 
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Gillespie, Clyde, I629, Letter 617813 

 

 

 

Response to comment I629-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Glader, Paul L., I829, Letter 1365224  
 

Response to comment I829-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I829-2 
Cleanup actions that address mine waste contamination within drainage areas 
accessible for recreational use will protect human health and improve surface 
water quality. Common recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include 
hiking, fishing, hunting, boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. The 
Selected Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and 
reduce particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected 
Remedy will further reduce the risks people may be exposed to during 
recreational activities. Also see response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I829-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I829-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I829-5 
The ROD Amendment selects a remedy consistent with CERCLA and the National 
Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan. EPA will use an 
adaptive management process to monitor the performance of cleanup actions 
and will make adjustments to future actions to benefit from the information 
gained. Adaptive management does not mean that EPA can change the Selected 
Remedy without meaningful public participation. In fact, if EPA decides in the 
future that significant or fundamental changes to the remedy are needed, EPA is 
legally required to document changes to the Selected Remedy in an Explanation 
of Significant Differences or another ROD Amendment. Also see response to 
Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I829-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-420 

Response to comment I829-7 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I829-8 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I829-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. SA4-12 and LJ39-5 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, 
Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I829-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8, I58-1 and I822-14. 
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Response to comment I829-11 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I829-12 
EPA selected an interim remedy for the Upper Basin its remedy in a manner 
consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan. As noted in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.0, EPA did 
not select a final remedy. In response to public comments, EPA reduced the 
scope of the Preferred Alternative as identified in the Proposed Plan, and did not 
include all of the remedial actions that were identified in its Preferred 
Alternative. Therefore, the Selected Remedy is not intended to fully address 
surface water contamination in all locations in the Upper Basin. Nor is it 
intended to fully address groundwater contamination. Thus, the Selected 
Remedy is an interim remedy for the Upper Basin. However, the Selected 
Remedy will address many significant sources of contamination in the Upper 
Basin and will be protective of human health and the environment within the 
context of its scope. 

Response to comment I829-13 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I829-14 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I829-15 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I829-16 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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No comments 
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Glass, Rachel, I630, Letter 618237 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I630-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Goebel, Michele, I379, Letter 616268 

 

 

 

Response to comment I379-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Goelle, I30, Letter 1357074  
 

Response to comment I30-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I30-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I30-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I30-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I30-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I30-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I30-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I30-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Goode, Jon, I380, Letter 616270 

 

 

 

Response to comment I380-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Goodman, Betsy, I317, Letter 614447 

 

 

 

Response to comment I317-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I317-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I317-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Goodman, Hattie, I299, Letter 614429 

 

 

 

Response to comment I299-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I299-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I299-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Gorup, Kathy, I631, Letter 618238 

 

 

 

Response to comment I631-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I631-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I631-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Grandpre, Margaret L., I869, Letter 1365273 

 

 

Response to comment I869-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-431 

Grandpre, Randall W., I867, Letter 1365271 

 

 

Response to comment I867-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I867-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I867-3 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I867-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-2 and I58-2. 
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Graves, Adam, I381, Letter 616271 

 

 

 

Response to comment I381-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Groves, Joann, I913, Letter 1308802  
 

Response to comment I913-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I913-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 
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H, Brian, I159, Letter 1357295  
 

Response to comment I159-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I159-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I159-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I159-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I159-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I159-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I159-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I159-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hadley, Walter J., I912, Letter 1308493  
 

Response to comment I912-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I912-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I912-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I912-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I912-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I912-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I912-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I912-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I912-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 
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Hagadone, Jon, I634, Letter 618241 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I634-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I634-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I634-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Haight, G.W., I825, Letter 1365220  
 

Response to comment I825-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I825-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I825-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I825-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I825-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I825-6 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I825-7 
As documented in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous 
studies have been conducted over the years in the Upper Basin which irrefutably 
document the unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. EPA has 
the responsibility and obligation under CERCLA to address these unacceptable 
risks and is doing so with the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I825-8 
As documented in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous 
studies have been conducted over the years in the Upper Basin which irrefutably 
document the unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. EPA has 
the responsibility and obligation under CERCLA to address these unacceptable 
risks and is doing so with the Selected Remedy. Also see response to Comment 
I295-1. 
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Hall, Jack, I635, Letter 618242  
 

Response to comment I635-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-440 

Hallard, Susan, I177, Letter 1357370  
 

Response to comment I177-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I177-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I177-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I177-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I177-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I177-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I177-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I177-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hallenbeck, Gerald, I46, Letter 1357090  
 

Response to comment I46-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-442 

Hallenbeck, Ramona, I44, Letter 1357088  
 

Response to comment I44-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Hammond, Ray, I636, Letter 618243 

 

 

 

Response to comment I636-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I636-2 
Comment Noted. See response to Comments No. I58-4 and I822-14 for 
information regarding EPA's plan for implementation of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I636-3 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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Hansen, Ray, I208, Letter 610097-3  
 

Response to comment I208-1 
Thank you for your comment. EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, 
to address risks to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill 
Superfund Site. 
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Response to comment I208-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has the responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to protect human health and the environment. Cost is one of the nine 
CERCLA remedy selection criteria that EPA has evaluated during the remedy 
selection process as documented in the ROD Amendment and the FFS Report. 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Hansen, Scott M., I517, Letter 1357639  
 

Response to comment I517-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I517-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I517-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I517-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I517-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I517-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I517-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I517-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hanson, Wes, I849, Letter 1365246  
 

Response to comment I849-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I849-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I849-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I849-4 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I849-5 
EPA is confident that cleanup and mining can coexist. The proposed cleanup 
addresses historical contamination from mining activities that began in the late 
1880s. Historical mine waste disposal practices were much different than those 
used today. For example, until 1968, some mine wastes were discharged directly 
into creeks and rivers. Today, ongoing mining activities are regulated by state 
and federal laws other than CERCLA. 

Response to comment I849-6 
EPA agrees regarding the importance of cleaning up the Basin. EPA is required 
under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to 
addressing these unacceptable risks . 

Response to comment I849-7 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hanson, Wes, I382, Letter 616272 

 

 

 

Response to comment I382-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I382-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I54-5. 

Response to comment I382-3 
EPA remains committed to ongoing, meaningful community involvement during 
implementation of the cleanup. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I382-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Harlan, Bruce, I637, Letter 618244 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I637-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Harlen, Craig, I638, Letter 618245 

 

 

 

Response to comment I638-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I638-2 
See response to Comment No. I638-1 above. 
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Harman, Tom, I821, Letter 1365214  
 

Response to comment I821-1 
See response to Comment No. I822-11. 

Response to comment I821-2 
Yard cleanup work involves removing 6 or 12 inches of contaminated soil or 
gravel and replacement with a similar amount of clean material. Yard cleanup 
work is done with the consent of property owners and generally does not 
require removal of foundations or other potentially valuable artifacts. Also see 
Response to Comment No. I521-8. EPA has identified the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA) as an Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate 
Requirement for the Selected Remedy. EPA intends to comply with substantive 
requirements of the NHPA as it implements the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I821-3 
The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) is an ARAR for the Selected 
Remedy. By complying with NHPA EPA will develop historic and cultural 
information that will expand the base of knowledge of local history. Recently this 
type of information has been developed by the Wallace Mining Museum for 
several cleanup sites in Nine Mile Creek. See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 
and I58-5. 

Response to comment I821-4 
See response to Comment No. I822-11. 
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No comments 
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Harris,Tom, I643, Letter 618250  
 

Response to comment I643-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I643-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I643-3 
Regarding human health risks, see response to Comment No. 1295-1. EPA has 
not focused its Selected Remedy on drinking water. In the case of the SFCDR, the 
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) that will protect 
the environment include site-specific ambient water quality criteria. These 
criteria were developed by the State of Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water 
quality standards to protect the environment are more stringent than drinking 
water standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels [MCLs]) for contaminants of 
concern in the Basin. (There is one exception -- mercury, as it has not been found 
to be prevalent in the Upper Basin.) Therefore, EPA believes that achieving 
ARARs will inherently have a potential drinking water benefit. 
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Response to comment I643-4 
With regard to the proposed liner action along the SFCDR, see response to 
Comment No. I828-10. With regard to private land access for pipelines see 
response to Comment No. I248-1. 

Response to comment I643-5 
It is unclear where the percent reductions referenced in the comment came 
from. EPA has conducted an evaluation of potential stream flow reductions 
related to the Selected Remedy and the estimated reductions are relatively low. 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. Regarding potential ecosystem impacts, see 
response to Comment No. LC33-10. 

Response to comment I643-6 
EPA has received notice of the Northern Idaho Adjudication but is not required 
to participate in the adjudication at this time. See response to Comment No. 
SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I643-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Response to comment I643-8 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Harris, Terry, I226, Letter 610097-21  
 

Response to comment I226-1 
As described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 3.0, EPA has gone to great 
lengths to engage the public in the remedy selection process and gather 
viewpoints on all aspects of the process. The public session was one of a number 
of opportunities for public comment. 

Response to comment I226-2 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the 
duration of the Selected Remedy. 
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Response to comment I226-3 
Comment noted. In general, EPA agrees with these priorities and this is reflected 
in the Upper Basin ROD Amendment. 

Response to comment I226-4 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I226-5 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I226-6 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I226-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I226-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I226-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2. 
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Hartman, Scott; Hartman, Patricia, I469, Letter 1308808  
 

Response to comment I469-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I469-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I469-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I469-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1, I58-1, and I58-2. 

Response to comment I469-5 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I469-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I474-2. 
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Hartmann, Mark, I11, Letter 896734  
 

Response to comment I11-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to people, wildlife, fish, and the environment. Contaminants include lead, 
zinc, cadmium, arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, 
mine waste rock, and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper 
Basin. There is substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks 
posed. The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 
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Hasz, Fred, I645, Letter 618254 

 

 

 

Response to comment I645-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I645-2 
Comment noted. 
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Hasz, Torin, I644, Letter 618253 

 

 

 

Response to comment I644-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I644-2 
Comment noted. 
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Hauff, Dawn, I455, Letter 1308792  
 

Response to comment I455-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I455-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. EPA's goal is to complete cleanup as quickly as possible 
and with minimum disruption. 
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Hauff, Mark, I459, Letter 1308796  
 

Response to comment I459-1 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate the 
cleanup plan and progress to the public. 
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Hayman, Marcy, I646, Letter 618255 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I646-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I646-2 
See responses to Comments No. 1295-1, 158-1, and I295-3. 
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Haynes, Lee, I266, Letter 616015-30 

 

 

 

Response to comment I266-1 
Issues related to the methodologies used for the current site specific standards 
for surface water quality in the South Fork of the Coeur d'Alene River are not 
addressed by the Selected Remedy. The site-specific surface water quality 
standards for cadmium, lead, and zinc were developed by the State of Idaho 
(Idaho Administrative Procedures Act [IDAPA] 58.01.02.285). The site-specific 
criteria for lead and zinc are higher than the federal and state-wide criteria for 
protection of aquatic life, although they have been demonstrated to provide a 
comparable level of protectiveness within the SFCDR Watershed. The site-
specific cadmium criterion is lower than the federal and state criteria. 
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No comments 
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Wilson, Alan, I782, Letter 618783 

 

 

 

Response to comment I782-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Heep, Dave, I301, Letter 614431  
 

Response to comment I301-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I301-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hei, Darren, I243, Letter 610097-38 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I243-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I243-2 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I243-3 
Thank you for your comments. See response to Comment I58-1 regarding the 
reduction in scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred 
Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
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Hei, Darren, I260, Letter 616015-23 

 

 

 

Response to comment I260-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I260-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and LC32-2. 
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No comments 
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Hempstead, Karen, I318, Letter 614448 

 

 

 

Response to comment I318-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I318-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I318-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hendrickson, Borg, I345, Letter 614475 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I345-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I345-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I345-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hendrix, Rick, I843, Letter 1365240  
 

Response to comment I843-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I843-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I843-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Hendrix, Rick, I523, Letter 1357785  
 

Response to comment I523-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I523-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I523-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I523-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I523-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I523-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I523-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I523-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hennessy, Pat, I319, Letter 614449  
 

Response to comment I319-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I319-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I319-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hennessy, Pat, I648, Letter 618258  
 

Response to comment I648-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I648-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I648-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hickey, Robert W., I468, Letter 1308807  
 

Response to comment I468-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-2. 
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Hicks, Kenny, I896, Letter 619651-30 

 

 

 

Response to comment I896-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Higbee, Sally, I471, Letter 1308924  
 

Response to comment I471-1 
Please see response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Higbee, Thomas, I472, Letter 1308925  
 

Response to comment I472-1 
There was no such agreement to limit EPA's authority to the Box. The mining 
companies challenged in court EPA's authority to use remedial authorities 
outside of the Box. EPA prevailed in this action and the court found EPA's 
authority did extend outside the Box. 
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Higdem, Jan, I270, Letter 616015-34 

 

 

 

Response to comment I270-1 
The Selected Remedy selected in the Upper Basin ROD Amendment addresses 
historical mining contamination and not current mining operations. 
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Higdem, Jann, I817, Letter 1365209  
 

Response to comment I817-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I817-2 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. EPA 
is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human health 
and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I817-3 
Regarding human health risk, see response to I295-1. For more information on 
the use of the IEUBK model, please see the 2002 ROD, Part 3, Section 3.7.1. 

Response to comment I817-4 
Regarding bioavailability, EPA uses a substantially reduced bioavailability (18% 
instead of 30%) based on site specific data & observed blood lead levels from 
thousands of children residing in the community (see the 2002 ROD, Part 3, 
Section 3.7.7). Also see response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I817-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. As described in the ROD 
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Amendment, the levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state and site-
specific water quality standards. 

Response to comment I817-6 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I817-7 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I817-8 
The comment raises issues regarding whether EPA satisfied National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) requirements. For CERCLA response actions, EPA is exempted from the 
procedural requirements of environmental laws, including NEPA. CERCLA Section 121 
(d)(2)(A) addresses the applicability of other environmental laws through applicable or 
relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs). The National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan interprets this to require compliance only with 
substantive, not procedural, aspects of ARARs. Because NEPA requirements are procedural, 
NEPA is not an ARAR for CERCLA response actions. EPA procedures or environmental 
reviews under CERCLA enabling legislation are functionally equivalent to the NEPA process 
and thus, exempt from the procedural requirements in NEPA. CERCLA addresses the two 
basic objectives of NEPA: (1) the agency should consider significant environmental impacts 
of the proposed action, and (2) relevant environmental information should be made 
available to the public, which allows the public to play a role in the agency's decision-
making process and implementation of the decision. The administrative record EPA 
developed in support of the Selected Remedy documents that EPA, by following the 
requirements of the NCP, conducted a remedy selection process that was the functional 
equivalent of NEPA. 

Response to comment I817-9 
See response to Comment No. I817-8. 
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Response to comment I817-10 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I817-11 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Higdem, Jann, I235, Letter 610097-30  
 

Response to comment I235-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I235-2 
CERCLA does provide EPA authority to recover windfall lien to compensate EPA 
for the cost of remediation. EPA has not filed any such lien on a residential 
property at the site. 
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Hill, Ruby, I860, Letter 1365259  
 

Response to comment I860-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I860-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I860-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I860-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I860-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I860-6 
EPA has not focused its Selected Remedy on drinking water. Past cleanup plans 
have already addressed residential drinking water issues. However, the Upper 
Basin Selected Remedy will significantly improve surface water quality in the 
SFCDR and its tributaries. In the case of the SFCDR, the applicable or relevant 
and appropriate requirements (ARARs) that will protect the environment include 
site-specific ambient water quality criteria (AWQC). These criteria were 
developed by the State of Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water quality 
standards to protect the environment are more stringent than drinking water 
standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels [MCLs]) for contaminants of 
concern in the Basin. (There is one exception -- mercury, as it has not been found 
to be prevalent in the Upper Basin.) Therefore, EPA believes that achieving 
ARARs will inherently have a potential drinking water benefit. 

Response to comment I860-7 
See response to Comment No. I248-1. 

Response to comment I860-8 
See responses to comments LC33-10 and I54-8.  
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Response to comment I860-9 
EPA agrees that the State of Idaho regulates Idaho state waters. See response to 
Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I860-10 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the ROD 
Amendment compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed 
Plan. See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. 

Response to comment I860-11 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I860-12 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I860-13 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8, LJ11-2, I822-14, and 158-4. 

Response to comment I860-14 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I860-15 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Response to comment I860-16 
The comment raises issues regarding whether EPA satisfied National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. For CERCLA response actions, 
EPA is exempted from the procedural requirements of environmental laws, 
including NEPA. CERCLA Section 121 (d)(2)(A) addresses the applicability of other 
environmental laws through applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs). The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (NCP) interprets this to require compliance only with 
substantive, not procedural, aspects of ARARs. Because NEPA requirements are 
procedural, NEPA is not an ARAR for CERCLA response actions. EPA procedures 
or environmental reviews under CERCLA enabling legislation are functionally 
equivalent to the NEPA process and thus, exempt from the procedural 
requirements in NEPA. CERCLA addresses the two basic objectives of NEPA: (1) 
the agency should consider significant environmental impacts of the proposed 
action, and (2) relevant environmental information should be made available to 
the public, which allows the public to play a role in the agency's decision-making 
process and implementation of the decision. The administrative record EPA 
developed in support of the Selected Remedy documents that EPA, by following 
the requirements of the NCP, conducted a remedy selection process that was 
the functional equivalent of NEPA. 

Response to comment I860-17 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I860-18 
See responses to Comment Nos. SA4-12 and I248-1 and the ROD Amendment, 
Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I860-19 
Comment noted. Through the design and construction process EPA will seek to 
minimize damage to the environment while conducting necessary remedial 
work. As part of the cleanup EPA must meet the substantive requirements of the 
Clean Water Act to prevent and/or mitigate any deleterious effects on streams 
and stream habitat. EPA will also be using best management practices to control 
turbidity and erosion while conducting any in stream work.  
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Hill, Hannah, I652, Letter 618262 

 

 

 

Response to comment I652-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I652-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I652-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I652-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Hill, Jamie, I102, Letter 1357149  
 

Response to comment I102-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I102-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I102-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I102-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I102-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I102-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I102-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I102-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hill, Jesse, I12, Letter 896735  
 

Response to comment I12-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the ROD 
Amendment compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed 
Plan. See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. 

Response to comment I12-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope of the Selected 
Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
The reduced scope Selected Remedy includes relatively few actions in the SFCDR 
upstream of Wallace. 

Response to comment I12-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I12-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I12-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I12-6 
Regarding the reduced scope and implementation of the Selected Remedy, 
including the use of adaptive management, see the response to Comment No. 
I58-1 and the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3, respectively. Regarding the 
route of pipelines, see response to Comment No. I248-1. 

Response to comment I12-7 
An extensive evaluation of background concentrations of metals was conducted 
as part of the studies. The overwhelming conclusion of this evaluation is that the 
dominant source of metals to the surface water is mining-related contamination, 
that naturally occurring metals contribute insignificant amounts of metals to 
surface waters, and that the contribution of naturally occurring metals is 
localized (associated with areas near exposed ore bodies). Lead sulfide, lead 
phosphate, and lead oxides are not soluble in water. When soils with high 
concentrations of metals are exposed to air, a natural geochemical process can 
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occur in which the sulfide form of the metals is oxidized. These oxidized metals can absorb 
to soil particles and be transported from the landscape with the soil via surface runoff and 
wind and water erosion. Lead absorption is influenced by the route of exposure, the 
exposure medium, speciation and physiochemical characteristics of lead, and the age and 
physiological state of the exposed individual. Adverse effects of lead in humans are most 
often related to the blood lead level as an indicator of internal lead dose. Regarding human 
health risks in the Basin, see response to Comment No. I295-1 
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Response to comment I12-8 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 in regards to the duration of cleanup. See 
response to Comment No. LJ11-2 regarding EPA's limitations to making changes 
to cleanup without public comment. EPA has been, and will continue to be, 
committed to meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund 
process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Where changes to the Selected Remedy are 
significant, EPA will provide opportunities for public participation consistent with 
the requirements of Section 113(k) of CERCLA and 40 Code of Federal 
Regulations Section 300.435(c). Depending on the significance of the changes in 
the cleanup approach, there will be additional opportunities for public input as 
the cleanup proceeds. 
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Hill, Joe, I183, Letter 1357406  
 

Response to comment I183-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I183-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I183-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I183-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I183-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I183-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I183-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I183-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hill, John L., I100, Letter 1357147  
 

Response to comment I100-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I100-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I100-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I100-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I100-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I100-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I100-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I100-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hill, Lennis, I38, Letter 1357082  
 

Response to comment I38-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I38-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I38-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I38-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I38-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I38-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I38-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I38-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hill, Unknown, I911, Letter 1308363  
 

Response to comment I911-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I911-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I911-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I911-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I911-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I911-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I911-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I911-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I911-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 
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Hillman, Shauna, I915, Letter 1357137  
 

Response to comment I915-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I915-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I915-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I915-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I915-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I915-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I915-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I915-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I915-9 
Comment noted. See the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 4.0 for additional 
detail regarding existing RODs. 
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Hillman, Shauna, I13, Letter 896736  
 

Response to comment I13-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I13-2 
It is beyond the scope of the decision to address the role of government. EPA 
believes it has the authority to issue and implement the Selected Remedy. See 
response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 
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Hodge, Jim, I910, Letter 896737  
 

Response to comment I910-1 
In 2005 and again in 2010, EPA and IDEQ evaluated potential exposures at the 
Pinehurst Golf Course. In both cases the Agencies determined that based on 
contaminant concentrations at the Golf Course and the recreational use of the 
property, unacceptable exposures were not occurring. 
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Hofmann, Don, I37, Letter 1357081  
 

Response to comment I37-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I37-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I37-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I37-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I37-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I37-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I37-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I37-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hofmann, Fred, I498, Letter 1308953  
 

Response to comment I498-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I498-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I498-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Hofmann, Fred, I522, Letter 1357784  
 

Response to comment I522-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I522-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I522-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I522-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I522-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I522-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I522-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I522-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I522-9 
Comment noted. 
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Hogamier, Scott, I383, Letter 616273 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I383-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I383-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I383-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I383-4 
As described in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous studies 
have been conducted that document significant environmental problems, 
including impacts on fish, in the Upper Basin. The Selected Remedy is expected 
to make considerable progress in remedying these problems. 
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Holcomb, J., I488, Letter 1308943  
 

Response to comment I488-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I488-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I488-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Holcomb, Todd, I320, Letter 614450 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I320-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I320-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I320-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Holder, Jeanne, I321, Letter 614451 

 

 

 

Response to comment I321-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I321-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I321-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-513 

Holger, Michael, I147, Letter 1357283  
 

Response to comment I147-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I147-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I147-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I147-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I147-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I147-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I147-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I147-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Holland, David E., I824, Letter 1365219  
 

Response to comment I824-1 
Thank you for your comments. See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I824-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and I58-1. 
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Response to comment I824-3 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I824-4 
As described in the Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, extensive and 
numerous studies have been conducted in the Coeur d'Alene Basin which 
document the adverse effects to the environment. The commenter is mistaken 
to the extent that he suggests discharges from mine portals and mine waste 
dumps do not contribute to surface water contamination. Depending on the 
locations, time, and metal concentration, these sources of contamination may 
contribute to problems even when the discharges occur upstream of locations 
where tailing were disposed of. It should be noted that EPA relies on actual 
water quality data and not the Predictive Analysis to characterize surface water 
quality. As to EPA's use of the Predictive Analysis to evaluate remedial 
alternatives, see response to comment LJ27-8. As noted in the ROD Amendment, 
Part 2, Section 14.0, The Selected Remedy contains significant changes from 
EPA’s Preferred Alternative identified in the Upper Basin Proposed Plan (EPA, 
2010, Proposed Plan, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining 
and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). These changes affect the remedial 
actions included in the Selected Remedy. No changes have been made to the 
remedy protection actions as identified in the Proposed Plan. In response to 
stakeholder and public comments, EPA has reduced the scope of the Selected 
Remedy and focused on prioritized actions that will be implemented over about 
a 30-year time frame. 

Response to comment I824-5 
In order to catch the “high” and the “low” flow event, samples had to be 
collected within a short period of time, so for this study EPA decided to sample 
stations that USGS monitors on a routine basis. The 2008 High-Flow and Low-
Flow Surface Water Study Report was one of various studies that have been 
conducted to determine the nature and extent of contamination in the Upper 
Basin. Also see response to Comment No. I58-1. As described in the ROD 
Amendment, Part 2, Section 12, many of proposed remedial actions upstream of 
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Wallace that were identified in the Preferred Alternative of the Proposed Plan have been 
excluded from the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I824-6 
Regarding the scope and cost of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. I58-
1.EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, sediments, 
groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment. As described in the ROD Amendment, the levels of contamination 
significantly exceed acceptable state and site-specific water quality standards. 

Response to comment I824-7 
As documented in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous studies have 
been conducted in the Upper Basin which document adverse effects to the environment 
caused by past mining, milling and smelting activities. The Box is indeed a significant 
contributor to these problems. As described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12, 
considerable remedial work will be conducted in the Box as part of the Selected Remedy. 
Implementation of the Selected Remedy will significantly improve water quality in affected 
areas. 
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Response to comment I824-8 
Granted that only a small percentage of residences may obtain water from 
private sources in the South Fork Upper Basin, the State of Idaho has identified 
drinking water as a designated beneficial use for the surface water of the Idaho 
portion of the Coeur d'Alene Basin. EPA is required by law to clean to the 
beneficial use designation. EPA has not focused its Selected Remedy on drinking 
water. In the case of the SFCDR, the applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs) that will protect the environment include site-specific 
ambient water quality criteria. These criteria were developed by the State of 
Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water quality standards to protect the 
environment are more stringent than drinking water standards (i.e., maximum 
contaminant levels [MCLs]) for contaminants of concern in the Basin. (There is 
one exception -- mercury, as it has not been found to be prevalent in the Upper 
Basin.) Therefore, EPA believes that achieving ARARs will inherently have a 
potential drinking water benefit. 

Response to comment I824-9 
The remedy selection process was conducted in a manner consistent with the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required 
by CERCLA. Also see response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 
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Response to comment I824-10 
See response to Comment No. SA4-13 regarding biological indicators. See 
response to Comment No. SA4-11 regarding EPA's ability to invoke ARAR 
waivers. 

Response to comment I824-11 
Thank you for your comment. Also, see response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Hollenbeck, Ramona, I284, Letter 616015-49 

 

 

 

Response to comment I284-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I295-3. 
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No comments 
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Hollingsworth, Jim, I282, Letter 616015-47 

 

 

 

Response to comment I282-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Response to comment I282-2 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
people, wildlife, and the environment. The levels of contamination significantly 
exceed acceptable state and site-specific water quality standards. Under the 
Superfund Law, EPA has a responsibility and obligation to take actions to protect 
human health and the environment. As described in the responses to Comment 
Nos. I58-1 and I295-3 EPA has reduced the scope, and hence the cost, of the 
Selected Remedy and entered into settlements with mining companies regarding 
paying for cleanup. This cleanup which addresses prioritized sources of 
contamination was developed in a collaborative manner with the public, as 
described in the response to Comment No. I295-2. The Selected Remedy also 
includes remedy protection actions to protect remediated properties from 
SFCDR tributary stormwater runoff. EPA worked collaboratively with IDEQ to 
develop and evaluate remedy protection alternatives in the Focused Feasibility 
Study (FFS). The Selected Remedy includes specific mitigation actions (referred 
to as remedy protection projects) within the primary Upper Basin communities 
(Pinehurst, Smelterville, Kellogg, Wardner, Osburn, Silverton, Wallace, and 
Mullan) to protect existing Selected Human Remedies at risk from 
recontamination. 

Response to comment I282-3 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Holman, Patricia, I323, Letter 614453 

 

 

 

Response to comment I323-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I323-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I323-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Hood, Ron, I209, Letter 610097-4  
 

No comments 
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Response to comment I209-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I209-2 
The FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment were developed in a manner 
consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan, as required by CERCLA. EPA is required under CERCLA, the 
Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As documented in the ROD 
Amendment, while significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still 
contamination in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses 
unacceptable risks to human health and the environment. Regarding the 
reduced scope of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I209-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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No comments 
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Houchin, Mark, I384, Letter 616274  
 

Response to comment I384-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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House, Clint, I83, Letter 1357128  
 

Response to comment I83-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I83-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I83-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I83-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I83-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Howalt, Mike, I196, Letter 1357508  
 

Response to comment I196-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I196-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I196-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I196-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I196-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I196-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I196-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I196-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Hudson, Bill, I454, Letter 1308791  
 

Response to comment I454-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Hull, John, I385, Letter 616276 

 

 

 

Response to comment I385-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Hulsizer, Archie N., I854, Letter 1365251  
 

Response to comment I854-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Huoyman, Dennis, I900, Letter 619651-35  
 

Response to comment I900-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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No comments 
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Husman, James, I653, Letter 618263 

 

 

 

Response to comment I653-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I653-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and LJ39-5. 
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Huter, Alayna, I324, Letter 614454 

 

 

 

Response to comment I324-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I324-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I324-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-538 

Ireland, Terri, I654, Letter 618264 

 

 

 

Response to comment I654-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I654-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I654-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Irish, Rachel, I836, Letter 1365233  
 

Response to comment I836-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I836-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I836-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I836-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I836-5 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I836-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, and I474-2. 
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J, Vincent, I485, Letter 1308940  
 

Response to comment I485-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I485-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I485-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Jackson, Larry, I155, Letter 1357291  
 

Response to comment I155-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I155-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I155-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I155-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I155-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I155-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I155-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I155-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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James, Jared, I115, Letter 1357162  
 

Response to comment I115-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I115-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I115-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I115-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I115-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Jameson, Dee, I655, Letter 618265  
 

Response to comment I655-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I655-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3, LJ39-5 and I54-2. 
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Jatma, Ray, I61, Letter 1357106  
 

Response to comment I61-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I61-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I61-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I61-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I61-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Jeffries, Tom, I656, Letter 618266 

 

 

 

Response to comment I656-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I656-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 
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Jeffries, Tracy, I657, Letter 618267 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I657-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Jimmerson, Trish, I658, Letter 618268 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I658-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I658-2 
See response to Comment No. I658-1 above. 
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Johnson, E. G., I831, Letter 1365227  
 

Response to comment I831-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I831-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I831-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Johnson, Dixie, I343, Letter 614473 

 

 

 

Response to comment I343-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I343-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I343-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Johnson, Dixie, I659, Letter 618269 

 

 

 

Response to comment I659-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I659-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I659-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Johnson, Gordon, I26, Letter 1357070  
 

Response to comment I26-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I26-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I26-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I26-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I26-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I26-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I26-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I26-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I26-9 
Comment noted. 
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Johnson, Roger, I660, Letter 618270 

 

 

 

Response to comment I660-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Johnston, Bob, I386, Letter 616277  
 

Response to comment I386-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I386-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I386-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Jones, Kevin, I162, Letter 1357298  
 

Response to comment I162-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I162-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I162-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I162-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I162-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I162-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I162-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I162-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I162-9 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Jordan, John, I886, Letter 619651-16 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I886-1 
See response to Comment No. LC37-9. 

Response to comment I886-2 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I886-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I886-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-4 and LJ11-2. 
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Response to comment I886-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 
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Jordan, John, Jordan, Valerie, I834, Letter 1365231  
 

Response to comment I834-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I834-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1, I295-2, and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I834-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I834-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-1 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.3.1. 

Response to comment I834-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I834-6 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-560 

 

 

 

Response to comment I834-7 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I834-8 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Joy, I872, Letter 1395022 

 
 

Response to comment I872-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I872-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I872-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I872-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I872-5 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I872-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I872-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I872-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I872-9 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I872-10 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Kammarcal, Randy, I664, Letter 618274 

 

 

 

Response to comment I664-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-1. 

Response to comment I664-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Kearney, Janet; Kearney, Timothy, I57, Letter 1357102  
 

Response to comment I57-1 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Keenan, Thomas D., I665, Letter 618275 

 

 

 

Response to comment I665-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I665-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I665-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Keister, Lois, I176, Letter 1357369  
 

Response to comment I176-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I176-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I176-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I176-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I176-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I176-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I176-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I176-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Kellerman, Debra, I325, Letter 614455 

 

 

 

Response to comment I325-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I325-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I325-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-569 

Kelley, William, I489, Letter 1308944  
 

Response to comment I489-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I489-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I489-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Kelley, William, I70, Letter 1357115  
 

Response to comment I70-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I70-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I70-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I70-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I70-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Kelly, Sharon, I666, Letter 618276 

 
 

 

 

Response to comment I666-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I666-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I666-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Response to comment I666-4 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I666-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I666-6 
As described in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment in the Upper Basin over time are well 
documented. The Selected Remedy is expected to make considerable progress in 
addressing these risks. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I666-7 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I666-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 
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Keough, Shawn, I667, Letter 618277  
 

Response to comment I667-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I667-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I667-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Keough, Shawn, I668, Letter 618278 

 

 

 

Response to comment I668-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Kerns, Doris, I850, Letter 1365247  
 

Response to comment I850-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I850-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I850-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Kinsey, Patrick, I47, Letter 1357091  
 

Response to comment I47-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I47-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. As described in the ROD 
Amendment, the levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state 
and site-specific water quality standards. 

Response to comment I47-3 
Comment noted. EPA has begun the process of prioritizing actions, and potential 
for recontamination is part of this prioritization. 

Response to comment I47-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I47-5 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Klein, Beverly, I811, Letter 1365201  
 

Response to comment I811-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I811-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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Klepfer, Eric, I387, Letter 616278 

 

 

 

Response to comment I387-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Klingensmith, Dennis, I388, Letter 616279 

 

 

 

Response to comment I388-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Knapp, Anthony D., I105, Letter 1357152  
 

Response to comment I105-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I105-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I105-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I105-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I105-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Knauss, Dan, I796, Letter 1365182  
 

Response to comment I796-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I796-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I796-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Knepper, John, I194, Letter 1357506  
 

Response to comment I194-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I194-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I194-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I194-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I194-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I194-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I194-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I194-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Kohles, Richard; Kohles, Jean, I326, Letter 614456 

 

 

 

Response to comment I326-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I326-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I326-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Kopf, Edwin, I669, Letter 618279 

 

 

Response to comment I669-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I669-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I669-3 
EPA has identified the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) as an applicable 
or relevant and appropriate requirement for the Selected Remedy. EPA intends 
to comply with substantive requirements of the NHPA as it implements the 
Selected Remedy. Also see response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Kopf, Joel, I97, Letter 1357144 

 

 

Response to comment I97-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I97-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I97-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I97-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I97-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I97-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I97-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I97-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Kosonen, Craig, I249, Letter 610097-44 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I249-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I249-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I249-3 
Thank you for your comments. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Kromer, Joe, I479, Letter 1308934 

 

 

Response to comment I479-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I479-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I479-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Kromer, Joseph, I27, Letter 1357071 

 

 

Response to comment I27-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I27-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I27-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I27-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I27-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I27-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I27-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I27-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Kromer, Joseph, I123, Letter 1357171 

 

 

Response to comment I123-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I123-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I123-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I123-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I123-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Kucera, Bradley, I851, Letter 1365248 

 

 

Response to comment I851-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I851-2 
EPA has provided a wide range of opportunities for community participation in 
the selection of a remedy for the Upper Basin. Since late 2008, EPA has hosted 
and/or attended about 60 meetings to share information and gather input for 
development of the Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) Report and the Proposed 
Plan. EPA has engaged local residents, elected officials, community groups, and 
many other stakeholders in the decision making process. This outreach has 
included working with the Basin Commission, its Technical Leadership Group, 
and the Citizens’ Coordinating Council. EPA also submitted drafts of the FFS 
Report to stakeholders and the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin Project Focus 
Team for review and comment to assist EPA in preparing a final report. EPA’s 
efforts to provide opportunities for public participation more than satisfy the 
requirements of CERCLA, the Superfund law, and the National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan. 

Response to comment I851-3 
The remedy selection process was conducted in a manner consistent with the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required 
by CERCLA. Unacceptable risks to human health and the environment in the 
Upper Basin have been well documented through numerous studies, as noted in 
the Proposed Plan, ROD Amendment, and documents included in the 
administrative record that supports the Selected Remedy. EPA used generally 
accepted scientific methodologies when it collected and analyzed environmental 
and toxicological data during the remedy selection process that proceeded the 
Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I851-4 
The comment raises four main points, each of which is addressed in the 
paragraphs below.  

Background Concentrations -- EPA conducted extensive analyses and evaluations 
of background conditions as part of the RI/FS in documented in 2001.h. These 
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analyses and evaluations conclusively demonstrated that the dominant source of metals is 
from mining-related activities, not natural sources. A comprehensive analysis of 
background concentrations, representing more than 10,000 samples, can be found in the 
RI/FS Technical Memorandum (Revision 3): “Estimation of Background Concentrations in 
Soils, Sediments, and Surface Water in the Coeur d’Alene and Spokane River Basins,” EPA 
2001. Because metal concentrations are naturally variable, the analysis quantified the 
range of background concentrations for each metal and selected the 90th percentile for 
soils and sediments and the 95th percentile for surface water as the representative 
background concentrations. The background concentrations identified for the Upper Basin 
represent the most mineralized conditions and are different from background sediment 
concentrations for the Lower Basin, Coeur d’Alene Lake, and Spokane River. The 
background soil/sediment and surface water metal concentrations are far below, indeed 
are small fractions of the existing concentrations in the mining-impacted media targeted 
for cleanup by the Selected Remedy. Furthermore, the background soil and sediment lead 
levels are far below the soil/sediment cleanup level (530 milligrams/kilogram) reflected in 
the Selected Remedy.  

Use of 8-mesh Sieve During 2001 RI -- The 175 micrometer (µm) (80-mesh sieve) soil 
sampling technique used in the Bunker Hill Box and Basin was adopted in 1974 during the 
original lead health studies and was used for all residential soil and dust samples collected 
in the Basin RI/FS (EPA, 2001, Bunker Hill Mine Water Management Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study). The procedure was developed to represent the size range 
of particles most likely to adhere to children’s hands and be ingested during normal hand-
to-mouth activities. The selection of this standard pre-dates recent recommendations from 
EPA. However, subsequent research has shown that this size-range represents inadvertent 
soil ingestion of particles most likely to adhere to skin (Driver, J.H., J.J. Konz, G.K. 
Whitmyre, 1989, “Soil Adherence to Human Skin,” Bulletin of Environmental Contamination 
and Toxicology 43: 814-20; Kissel, J.C., K.Y. Richter, and R.A. Fenske, 1996, “Factors 
Affecting Soil Adherence to Skin in Hand-Press Trials,” Bulletin of Environmental 
Contamination and Toxicology 56:722-8; Que Hee, S.S., B. Peace, C.S. Clark, J.R. Boyle, R.L. 
Bornschein, and P.B. Hammond, 1985, “Evolution of Efficient Methods to Sample Lead 
Sources, such as House Dust and Hand Dust, in the Homes of Children,” Environmental 
Research 38: 77-95; EPA Technical Review Workgroup for Lead, October 2000, Review of 
Human Health Risk Assessment for the Coeur d'Alene Basin). While some questions remain 
as to the precise size fraction to use in risk assessment protocols, the studies support an 
upper size range limit between 150 and 250 um. EPA recommendations currently identify 

250 um as a maximum particle size to standardize sieving techniques, but 
acknowledge that site-specific differences may exist (EPA Technical Review 
Workgroup for Lead 2000). In the absence of compelling evidence to support 
modifying the existing protocol, the State of Idaho has decided to continue using 
the under 175 um size fraction to maintain consistency in risk characterization 
for the Bunker Hill Box and Coeur d’Alene Basin. EPA has concurred with the 
State’s approach. The 2001 HHRA analysis derived a site-specific dose-response 
by relating observed blood lead levels to paired soil and dust lead concentrations 
measurements (TerraGraphics and URS Greiner, 2001, Human Health Risk 
Assessment for the Coeur d’Alene Basin Extending from Harrison to Mullan on 
the Coeur d’Alene River and Tributaries Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study). 
Assuming that any concentration effect due to sieving is proportional, use of a 
larger particle size (resulting in a lower soil or dust concentration) would have 
been compensated with an increased dose-response coefficient in the Basin 
analysis. That is, the per unit effect of soil or dust lead concentration on blood 
lead levels would have been greater. The reduced concentration of lead would 
have been interpreted as a higher bioavailability of soil and dust or a higher 
ingestion rate of soil and dust. EPA and the State believe that the same sieving 
methodology used historically to characterize soil and dust exposure and to 
develop the action levels should be used to implement the cleanup.  

Bioavailability of Metals (primarily lead)-- The bioavailability of lead was an issue 
raised in some comments received by EPA on the 2001 Coeur d’Alene Basin 
Proposed Plan (EPA, 2001, Coeur d’Alene Basin Proposed Plan). A detailed 
explanation of bioavailability and speciation of lead in the Silver Valley is 
provided in the 2002 Record of Decision for OU 3, Section 3.7.7. The statement 
in the comment that a lead acetate ingestion study with pigs was utilized to 
assess bioavailability of lead in the Silver Valley is incorrect. Bioavailability of lead 
in the Silver Valley was evaluated in the 2001 HHRA based on over 10 years of 
blood lead measurements paired with soil and house dust lead. 

Predictive Analysis -- See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 
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Response to comment I851-5 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I851-6 
Following consideration of comments received on the Proposed Plan and the 
reduced scope of remedial actions included in the Selected Remedy, EPA further 
evaluated reaches of the SFCDR designated for stream and riparian actions in the 
Preferred Alternative. The goal of the evaluation was to identify stream and 
riparian actions that will be co-located with remedial actions, particularly 
sediment removal actions, included in the Selected Remedy. Stream and riparian 
actions will be conducted following remedial actions to stabilize rivers and creeks 
in the remediated locations. Therefore, the Selected Remedy refers to these 
actions as stream and riparian “stabilization” actions in the Selected Remedy. 
During site characterization and remedial design, EPA will continue to coordinate 
with local communities and flood control authorities, the Basin Commission, the 
U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency. 
This coordination will ensure that cleanup and stabilization actions do not 
exacerbate flooding concerns. For additional details on changes to stream and 
riparian action see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 14.3. 
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Response to comment I851-7 
As the focus of EPA's work moves from developing the general FFS conceptual 
designs to the more detailed work of site characterization and remedial design of 
remedy protection, source control, and water quality projects, EPA will continue 
to coordinate with local communities and flood control authorities, the Basin 
Commission, the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers, and the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency. This coordination will ensure that cleanup actions do not 
exacerbate flooding concerns along the SFCDR and Pine Creek, and will leverage 
future work by the various entities involved in SFCDR and Pine Creek activities. 
Where planning and logical work sequencing allow, EPA will work collaboratively 
with other entities performing flood control projects to coordinate the cleanup 
work in a manner that provides joint benefits. In addition, EPA will implement 
the Upper Basin Selected Remedy in compliance with applicable or relevant and 
appropriate requirements (ARARs) and will refer to information “to be 
considered” (TBC), including official documents that address flooding such as 
Executive Order 11988, Protection of Floodplains. Among other things, Executive 
Order 11988 requires federal agencies performing actions within a floodplain to 
minimize potential harm to or within the floodplain and to avoid long- and short-
term adverse impacts caused by floodplain modifications. Thus, as cleanup work 
is carried out within the floodplains of the SFCDR and Pine Creek, efforts will be 
made to comply with the mandate of that Executive Order. 

Response to comment I851-8 
With regard to stream reduction, see response to Comment No. I54-8. With 
regard to water rights, see response to Comment No. SA4-12. 

Response to comment I851-9 
It is unclear what the commenter is referring to. The Proposed Plan did include 
actions at the Missoula Mine (Site ID MUL103) and these actions did include 
treatment of an adit discharge for which there were no flow rate data available. 
At this site, as with others where no flow rate data were available, the flow rate 
was assumed to be 45 gallons per minute (~0.1 cubic feet per minute). As 
described in response to Comment No. I822-14, EPA has significantly reduced 
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the scope of the Selected Remedy. MUL103 (Missoula Mine) is one of the site that is no 
longer included in the Selected Remedy.  
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Response to comment I851-10 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8, I54-12 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I851-11 
The Selected Remedy was designed to allow for the emergence of new 
information and new technologies. As the cleanup is put into action, EPA will use 
an adaptive management process through which EPA will periodically review 
new information as the cleanup moves forward. “New information” may include 
the effectiveness of implemented remedial actions, the fate and transport of 
contaminants, and review of new technologies that may be applicable to the 
Upper Basin. Through ongoing adaptive management and the CERCLA Five-Year 
Review process, EPA anticipates using the information gained to make 
adjustments to implementation plans and to evaluate and implement new 
technologies where appropriate. 

Response to comment I851-12 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Kucera, Bradley, I248, Letter 610097-43 

 

 

Response to comment I248-1 
The route of the pipeline conveying water to the CTP is assumed to follow 
existing rights-of-way along public roads. This will be confirmed during the 
design phase. By following existing public roads, the impact on landowners and 
the risk of encountering unexpected contamination is reduced. 
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Response to comment I248-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Response to comment I248-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 
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Kucera, Bradley, I276, Letter 616015-40 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I276-1 
Regarding human health risks, see response to Comment No. I295-1. The FFS, 
Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment were developed in a manner consistent 
with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as 
required by CERCLA. 
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Kunz, Vicki, I810, Letter 1365200 

 

 

Response to comment I810-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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La, Clay, I50, Letter 1357094 

 

 

Response to comment I50-1 
EPA interprets this comment to be referring to the water treatment component 
of the Selected Remedy. The development of remedial alternatives, including 
application of water treatment and source control actions, is addressed in 
Section 6 of the FFS (EPA, 2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper 
Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex 
Superfund Site). Water treatment is a key part of the Selected Remedy because it 
will (1) address subsurface materials too deep or impractical to be removed, (2) 
generally provide a high degree of metals load reduction for a relatively low cost, 
and (3) achieve immediate improvements to water quality. Given the 
widespread nature of the contamination and extent of groundwater 
contamination it is likely that collection and treatment of water will need to 
occur for an extended period of time. 

Response to comment I50-2 
Yes, both tailings and smelter fumes produce lead that may be bioavailable to 
varying degrees. 

Response to comment I50-3 
The Selected Remedy addresses historical mining-related contamination. The 
vast majority of the historical mining contamination was generated by mining 
practices that are no longer used by the industry. Current mining activities are 
regulated by both federal and state authorities outside of the CERCLA process. 
For example EPA regulates current mining through the Clean Water Act 
permitting process. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-606 

Lake, Robin, I237, Letter 610097-32 

 

 

Response to comment I237-1 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I237-2 
Regarding the cost and funding of the cleanup, see response to Comment I58-2. 

Response to comment I237-3 
Comment noted. 
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Lake, Robin, I889, Letter 619651-20 

 

 

Response to comment I889-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I889-2 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I889-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I889-4 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Lambert, Troy, I670, Letter 618280 

 

 

Response to comment I670-1 
The costs identified in Proposed Plan were based on a development of a 
comprehensive remedy for the Upper Basin in order to achieve water quality 
goals for the entire Upper Basin. This information was developed from a 
predictive analysis discussed in Comment 135-11. Also see responses to 
Comment Nos. I58-2 and I295-3. 

Response to comment I670-2 
See response to Comment No. I822-14 regarding prioritizing sites for 
implementation. The Copper King Mine (MUL052) is included in the Selected 
Remedy. EPA will conduct additional site characterization and pre-design work. If 
this site characterization finds that risks do not exist then EPA will not implement 
remedial actions at this site. In addition EPA is also planning on conducting 
ongoing site characterization as was conducted in the summer 2011 at sites both 
within the selected remedy and those removed in order to insure that the 
cleanup work is focused on those sites which have the most significant impact on 
human health and the environment. 
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Response to comment I670-3 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I670-4 
An evaluation to include access road costs for individual sites was conducted 
during development of the FFS. However, development of these costs required 
detailed site-specific information that was not available. Even though limited 
site-specific information precluded development of site-specific access road 
costs, access road costs were accounted for as 15 percent of the direct capital 
costs. Before cleanup takes place, EPA will evaluate and address private property 
issues and access road feasibility and construction during the pre-design process. 

Response to comment I670-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I670-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the duration of cleanup. EPA 
plans to implement the Selected Remedy using an adaptive management 
approach. Adaptive management is a critical component of the Selected Remedy 
because it is not possible for physical and chemical conditions to be fully defined 
and known for this large and complex area. Adaptive management considers 
uncertainty, monitors and evaluates the effectiveness of the remedial actions 
and cleanup technologies, and then incorporates the “lessons learned” such that 
uncertainty is reduced for future actions as the cleanup work progresses towards 
achievement of the overall cleanup goals. 

Response to comment I670-7 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As documented in 
the ROD Amendment, sufficient information exists to support the Selected 
Remedy. However, insufficient information exists to characterize all the specific 
sources of metals contamination that affect the SFCDR, streams, and floodplains 
in some areas of the Upper Basin. Before the cleanup takes place, many pre-
design activities will take place at specific sites. EPA agrees that technologies can 
change over time and will always be looking for opportunities to adapt the 
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cleanup approach to make use of any new technologies that may be appropriate to address 
the risks. 

Response to comment I670-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I670-9 
See response to Comment No. LJ36-3. 
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Response to comment I670-10 
As described in the response to Comment No. I58-1, the scope of the Selected 
Remedy has been significantly reduced from that of the Preferred Alternative of 
the Proposed Plan. Nonetheless, French drains are a well established, feasible 
technology. 

Response to comment I670-11 
As described in the ROD Amendment, the Selected Remedy has a reduced scope 
and cost from that of the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
Regarding the cost and funding of the Selected Remedy, see ROD Amendment, 
Part 3, Section 3.9. Furthermore, as described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, 
Section 12.3, EPA will be implementing prioritized actions within the remedy in 
an incremental manner, not all at once. Consequently, the prospect of an 
unfinished remedy that results in "causing more harm than good" is unrealistic. 
Also see response to comment No. 1295-3. 

Response to comment I670-12 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to both human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. There is substantial 
documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The Upper Basin 
cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I670-13 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. The contaminants of concern for the 
Upper Basin include arsenic, cadmium, lead, mercury, and zinc. Dissolved zinc is 
considered indicator for dissolved metals in surface water and groundwater 
because it is the most ubiquitous of the metals; it occurs at the highest 
concentrations; it is relatively mobile compared to other metals; and dissolved 
metals appear well correlated with dissolved zinc throughout the Upper Basin. 
Zinc is widely distributed in the environment, and SFCDR site-specific ambient 
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water quality criterion or criteria (AWQC) for zinc are exceeded throughout the Upper 
Basin, generally at levels toxic to aquatic organisms. 

Response to comment I670-14 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I670-15 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I670-16 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I670-17 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I670-18 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. The War Eagle Mine (WAL024) was one 
of 51 sites included in EPA's summer 2011 sampling program. Sampling at this 
site found that concentrations were below the decision criteria developed for 
determining inclusion of sites in the Selected Remedy. Therefore WAL024 is not 
included in the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I670-19 
See responses to Comments No. I474-2, I58-1, and I58-2. 

Response to comment I670-20 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I670-21 
The ROD Amendment provides details regarding the implementation approach 
for the Selected Remedy, including where the work starts and how it will 
proceed over time. With help from stakeholders and community members 
involved in the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT over the last several years, 
EPA developed a logical and transparent prioritization process for cleanup 
actions. EPA plans to continue using this same collaborative prioritization 
process during implementation of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I670-22 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I670-23 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I670-24 
See responses to Comment Nos. I 58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I670-25 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. EPA has been working closely with stakeholders and community 
members during development of the remedy, and remains committed to 
working cooperatively with the local communities during implementation. See 
response to Comment No. I822-14. 
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Lane, William, I671, Letter 618281 

 

 

Response to comment I671-1 
Both federal and Idaho law requires the disclosure of lead contaminated soil by 
the owner of property that contains such contaminated soil. The Institutional 
Controls Program provides assistance to both sellers and prospective purchasers 
of residential and commercial property within the Bunker Hill Site. Additional 
information may be found at the Panhandle Health District web site -- 
http://www.phd1.idaho.gov/institutional/landtransdisclosure.cfm. 
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Langersmith, Carol, I672, Letter 618282 

 

 

Response to comment I672-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I672-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I672-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Langness, Linda, I673, Letter 618283 

 

 

Response to comment I673-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I673-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I673-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Larsen, Hal, I674, Letter 618284 

 

 

Response to comment I674-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Larson, Vicki, I390, Letter 616281 

 

 

Response to comment I390-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Latina, Beth, I513, Letter 1308968 

 

 

Response to comment I513-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I513-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I513-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Latina, Beth, I393, Letter 616286 

 

 

Response to comment I393-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-1. 

Response to comment I393-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-625 

Latina, Ray, I512, Letter 1308967 

 

 

Response to comment I512-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I512-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I512-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Lauer, Doug, I675, Letter 618285 

 

 

Response to comment I675-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Launhardt, Robert, I394, Letter 616287 

 

 

Response to comment I394-1 
Although human health protection has been and continues to be EPA's priority in 
the cleanup of the Upper Basin, it is also EPA's responsibility to address 
unacceptable risks to the environment. 

Response to comment I394-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I394-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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No comments 
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Lavergne, Joyce, I676, Letter 618286 

 

 

Response to comment I676-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I676-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-2 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I676-3 
Comment noted. 
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Leake, Brigid, I327, Letter 614457 

 

 

Response to comment I327-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I327-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I327-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Legarza, Ken, I678, Letter 618288 

 

 

Response to comment I678-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I678-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Lesky, Jaime, I85, Letter 1357130 

 

 

Response to comment I85-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I85-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I85-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I85-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I85-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Lesky, Jaime, I793, Letter 1365171 

 

 

Response to comment I793-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I793-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I793-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Lewis, Clay, I149, Letter 1357285 

 

 

Response to comment I149-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I149-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I149-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I149-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I149-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I149-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I149-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I149-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Lider, Edward, I395, Letter 616289 

 

 

Response to comment I395-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I395-2 
Thank you for your comment. During implementation of the Selected Remedy 
EPA will take a "watershed level" approach to cleanup actions. EPA will 
collaborate with federal Natural Resource Trustees (the U.S. Departments of the 
Interior and Agriculture) to conduct restoration work following remedial actions 
in the Upper Basin. 

Response to comment I395-3 
Thank you for your comment. EPA will conduct stream and riparian stabilization 
actions following remedial actions within creeks and rivers. EPA will be 
collaborating with other Federal agencies, including U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, U.S. Forest Service, and the Corps of Engineers, to implement this work. 
Additional restoration work may be conducted by Federal agencies in the 
context of restoration of natural resources. 

Response to comment I395-4 
The Selected Remedy includes contaminated waste removal actions in and 
adjacent to areas of the SFCDR and some of its tributaries. Once the removal 
portion of a cleanup action has been completed, some contamination may 
remain adjacent to the stream and riparian area (i.e., the banks of the stream or 
river), depending on the site and the extent of the contaminated wastes. 
Following the removal of contamination, the banks will be stabilized to reduce 
erosion and further contaminated sediment loading to the stream or river in 
those cases where not all contamination could feasibly be removed. EPA has 
worked collaboratively with other agencies in developing the Selected Remedy 
and will continue this effort during its implementation. For further information 
regarding EPA's collaborative plans for employing ecological response metrics in 
the cleanup, see response to Comment No. SA4-13. 
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Liebetrau, Jim, I679, Letter 618289 

 

 

Response to comment I679-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Lindstrom, Mark, I508, Letter 1308963 

 

 

Response to comment I508-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I508-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I508-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Little, Mike, I283, Letter 616015-48 

 

 

Response to comment I283-1 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Response to comment I283-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I283-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I283-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I283-5 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I283-6 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I283-7 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Loeffler, Gary, I682, Letter 618292 

 

 

Response to comment I682-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I682-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I682-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Lortz, Darol, I396, Letter 616290 

 

 

Response to comment I396-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Lortz, Sadae, I461, Letter 1308798 

 

 

Response to comment I461-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I461-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I461-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I461-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I461-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I461-6 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Lortz, Sadae, I49, Letter 1357093 

 

 

Response to comment I49-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Ludwig, Mark, I397, Letter 616292 

 

 

Response to comment I397-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Ludwish, Judy, I110, Letter 1357157 

 

 

Response to comment I110-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I110-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I110-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I110-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I110-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-646 

 

 

No comments 
 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-647 

Lukesh, Ronald, I462, Letter 1308799 

 

 

Response to comment I462-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I462-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. With regard to funding see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I462-3 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I462-4 
See response to comment I295-3. Taxpayer dollars used to fund the cleanup, if 
any, will augment settlement funds. 
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Response to comment I462-5 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Lyon, Gene, I476, Letter 1308931 

 

 

Response to comment I476-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I476-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I476-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Lyons, Doug, I398, Letter 616293  
 

Response to comment I398-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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MacKinnon, E. Neil, I684, Letter 618294 

 

 

Response to comment I684-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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MacKinnon, Robert, I683, Letter 618293 

 

 

Response to comment I683-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Macomber, Art, I579, Letter 617760 

 

 

Response to comment I579-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I579-2 
EPA received notice of the Northern Idaho Adjudication in August of 2011. 
However, and consistent with the terms of the notice, EPA is not yet required to 
participate in the adjudication since any permit application EPA may submit 
would be filed after November 12, 2008, the cut-off date for requiring 
participation in the adjudication. See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the 
ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I579-3 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I579-4 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Macphee, Alan, I293, Letter 610334 

 

 

Response to comment I293-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I293-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I293-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I293-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I293-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I293-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I293-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I293-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I293-9 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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MacPhee, Carolyn, I453, Letter 1308790 

 

 

Response to comment I453-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I453-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the 
Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. See response to Comment No. I474-2 regarding Hecla’s proposed 
10-Year Plan. EPA will be releasing a Draft Implementation Plan at the time the 
ROD Amendment is completed that will outline the planned cleanup actions for 
the next 10 years. This will be reviewed and discussed through the Basin 
Commission Process. 
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Magnuson, John, I255, Letter 616015-15 

 

 

Response to comment I255-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I255-2 
See response to Comment No.LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I255-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I255-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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No comments 
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Magnuson, John, I884, Letter 619651-13 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I884-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I884-2 
Regarding human health risks in the Basin, see response to Comment No. I295-1. 
The Upper Basin Selected Remedy includes an estimated $33.8 million for 
remedy protection work in the Upper Basin. Remedy protection is intended to 
protect the existing human health clean soil barriers (e.g., remediated yards and 
rights-of-way) within Upper Basin communities from tributary flooding and high-
precipitation events. In addition to the remedy protection work, cleanup actions 
that address mine waste contamination within drainage areas accessible for 
recreational use will protect human health and improve surface water quality. 
Common recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, 
hunting, boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. As noted in the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4, exposure to lead contamination can cause 
elevated blood lead levels and resulting adverse neurological effects. EPA has 
also found that elevated blood lead levels can occur within relatively short 
exposure periods (such as through recreational exposure to contamination 
located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The Selected Remedy will provide 
clean surface soil in contaminated areas and reduce particulate lead loading to 
surface water. In these ways, the Selected Remedy will further reduce the risks 
people may be exposed to during recreational activities. 

Response to comment I884-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I884-4 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of its work. The ongoing involvement of the community will 
be an important part of the cleanup as it moves forward. See responses to 
Comment Nos. I295-2 and I822-14. 
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Response to comment I884-5 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment I295-2. 
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Mahoney, Edward, I685, Letter 618295 

 

 

Response to comment I685-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Male Speaker 18, I288, Letter 616015-53 

 

 

Response to comment I288-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I288-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I288-3 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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No comments 
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Male Speaker 19, I291, Letter 616015-56 

 

 

Response to comment I291-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. EPA is required under CERCLA, the 
Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As documented in the FFS, 
Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, EPA and other agencies have conducted 
many studies over the years that document these unacceptable risks posed by 
contamination in the Upper Basin. 
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Manka, Judy, I175, Letter 1357368 

 

 

Response to comment I175-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I175-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I175-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I175-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I175-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I175-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I175-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I175-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Mark, I32, Letter 1357076 

 

 

Response to comment I32-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I32-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I32-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I32-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I32-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I32-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I32-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I32-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I32-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1, I58-2 and I295-3. 
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Marker, Scott, I400, Letter 616296 

 

 

Response to comment I400-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I400-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I400-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I400-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I521-8. 

Response to comment I400-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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Maronick, James, I686, Letter 618296 

 

 

Response to comment I686-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Marquis, Sid, I401, Letter 616297 

 

 

Response to comment I401-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Marshall, James C., I465, Letter 1308803 

 

 

Response to comment I465-1 
EPA and other agencies have done many studies over the years that document 
the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. 
Although human health risks have been greatly reduced through cleanup 
activities completed to date, more work is needed. EPA is committed and 
required by CERCLA to address the remaining unacceptable human health risks 
in the Upper Basin. 

Response to comment I465-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2, I822-14, and I295-3. 
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Martin, Cody, I483, Letter 1308938 

 

 

Response to comment I483-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I483-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I483-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Marzi, Al, I402, Letter 616298 

 

 

Response to comment I402-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Mather, James, I687, Letter 618297 

 

 

Response to comment I687-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I687-2 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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May, Evy, I688, Letter 618298 

 

 

Response to comment I688-1 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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McAtee, Kelly, I689, Letter 618299 

 

 

Response to comment I689-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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McCarl, Bob, I690, Letter 618300 

 

 

Response to comment I690-1 
Thank you, your comments have been received and responses to each prepared 
and published along with the ROD Amendment. 

Response to comment I690-2 
Thank you for your comments. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-689 

McCarl, Bob, I691, Letter 618301 

 

 

Response to comment I691-1 
Comment noted. The Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, including the 
Selected Remedy, were developed in a manner consistent with the National Oil 
and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required by CERCLA. In 
response to comments, EPA has significantly reduced the scope of the Selected 
Remedy and is not including all of the remedial actions that were identified in 
EPA’s Preferred Alternative for the Upper Basin in the Proposed Plan. Changes 
made to the Selected Remedy are described in detail in Part 2, Section 14.0 of 
this ROD Amendment. 

Response to comment I691-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I691-3 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. There is substantial 
documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed (e.g. Remedial 
Investigation and Feasibility Study Reports for the Coeur d’Alene Basin (EPA, 
2001, Final [Revision 2] Feasibility Study Report, Coeur d’Alene Basin Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study; and EPA, 2001, Final [Revision 2] Remedial 
Investigation Report, Coeur d’Alene Basin Remedial Investigation/Feasibility 
Study), Superfund and Mining Megasites: Lessons from the Coeur d’Alene Basin 
(National Academy of Sciences, 2005, 
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/), the Focused Feasibility Study 
Report for the Upper Basin (CH2M HILL, 2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study 
Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and 
Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site), the Basin Environmental Monitoring 
Program Report (EPA, 2011, Draft BEMP/EMP Surface Water Statistical 
Evaluation, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site), and 
the Third Five-Year Review Report for the Bunker Hill Superfund Site (EPA, 2010). 
The Panhandle Health District is the agency charged with conducting public 
health education activities in the area. Its Institutional Controls Program (ICP) 
regularly engages in educational activities related to site contamination, 
develops educational materials and provides voluntary health screenings. EPA 
has also produced and distributed educational materials, and met with 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/�
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community groups on many occasions to discuss issues of concern, provide educational 
briefings, give site updates, and listen to and respond to their concerns. 

Response to comment I691-4 
Community members may and do participate in the Basin Commission's quarterly 
meetings; the Technical Leadership Group and its project focus teams; and the Citizens' 
Coordinating Council, for example. During the remedy selection process for the Upper 
Basin, EPA has provided an extensive and wide variety of opportunities for involvement by 
both community members and others who have a stake in the process and the outcome. 
EPA encourages citizens to participate in the agency's decision-making processes. 
Regardless of their varying levels of expertise, local residents have important perspectives 
and information to share. As they are impacted directly by the agency's decisions, the 
agency has a responsibility to involve local communities and to seriously consider the input 
of the people. In the case of this process, comments from local residents had a dramatic 
influence, resulting in major changes to the cleanup plan. See response to Comment No. 
I295-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-691 

 

 

Response to comment I691-5 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-2. EPA has 
heard that local residents want new ways to get information and more 
opportunities to be involved in decision-making. In response, EPA is offering a 
free resource to people throughout the basin: Technical Assistance Services for 
Communities, or TASC. TASC gives independent educational and technical 
assistance to communities, providing independent technical experts who can 
work for the community. 

Response to comment I691-6 
The Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment were conducted in a manner consistent 
with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as 
required by CERCLA. 

Response to comment I691-7 
Comment noted. Also see the response to Comment LJ11-2. Regarding the 
implementation of the Selected Remedy, see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, 
Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I691-8 
Comment noted. Regarding EPA's extensive community involvement process, 
see response to Comment No. I295-2. Additionally, EPA is bringing its "Technical 
Assistance Services for Communities" (TASC) program to the site. TASC provides 
independent experts who can give free educational and technical assistance to 
communities affected by hazardous waste sites. A technical assistance needs 
assessment is under way to learn about local assistance needs. In regards to a 
resident "intermediaries," EPA agrees that it is helpful to have a community 
liaison available in the local area. In March 2011, EPA hired (through the “SEE” 
program) a local resident to serve this role. That individual later accepted a 
different position, resigning in 2012. The agency is now looking into options for 
re-establishing the position. In the meantime, several local resources are 
available. EPA maintains a field office in Coeur d’Alene. The office of the Coeur 
d’Alene Trust is located in Kellogg. Also, the state Department of Environmental 
Quality has an office in Kellogg, staffed with several people working on the 
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cleanup. EPA encourages people to contact cleanup staff any time with questions or 
concerns. 

Response to comment I691-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I691-10 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I691-11 
Thank you for your comment. EPA shares your interest in expanding 
participation in Panhandle Health District' annual voluntary blood lead testing 
program. EPA, IDEQ, and Panhandle Health District continue to explore ways to 
encourage broader participation. 

Response to comment I691-12 
As described in the FFS and ROD Amendment, the Upper Basin has been the 
subject of numerous technical studies to determine the nature and extent of 
contamination, risk to human health and the environment and viable remedies. 
Considerable monitoring will continue to occur in the Upper Basin and EPA will 
make these results available to the public. 

Response to comment I691-13 
The Selected Remedy was developed in a manner consistent with the National 
Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required by 
CERCLA. A wide variety of technologies were considered in the development of 
the Selected Remedy. Through ongoing adaptive management, and the CERCLA 
Five-Year Review process, EPA anticipates using the information gained to make 
adjustments to implementation plans and to evaluate and implement new 
technologies where appropriate. 

Response to comment I691-14 
As part of the report drafting process, acronyms were spelled out when first 
used. Considerable efforts were made to make the documents readable, while 
recognizing that certain topics are inherently complex. The community 
involvement program offered other opportunities for the public to be informed. 
EPA provided less technical summary information through a variety of channels. 
EPA will continue to strive to effectively communicate about its work, and 
answer questions regarding areas of confusion. 
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Response to comment I691-15 
The United States, on behalf of the EPA, has initiated a CERCLA cost recovery 
lawsuit against the owners of the Bunker Hill mine. The purpose of this action is 
to recover the monies EPA has spent treating contaminated mine water that 
discharges from the Bunker Hill mine as well as requiring the mine owner to 
come into compliance with relevant laws. 

Response to comment I691-16 
Water treatment for the Upper Basin Selected Remedy will not be conducted at 
local municipal water treatment plants, but rather at the Central Treatment 
Plant (CTP), an active water treatment plant in Kellogg, Idaho that treats acid 
mine drainage (AMD) and metals-contaminated water. The CTP is currently 
operated in low density sludge mode and contains excess (unused) treatment 
capacity during much of the year. The 2001 ROD Amendment for OU 2 identified 
the need for the CTP to be upgraded to improve efficiency and increase 
reliability, and to achieve lower concentrations of metals in the plant’s discharge 
to better meet water quality standards. The Upper Basin Selected Remedy 
includes expanding the CTP to accommodate additional flows as well as the 
upgrades identified in the 2001 ROD Amendment that have not yet been 
implemented. Implementation of these upgrades will allow for operation in high 
density sludge mode, reduced waste sludge volumes, and consistent compliance 
with discharge standards. Waste sludge will be disposed of in sludge disposal 
cells near the CTP as is the current practice. When the existing waste sludge cell 
reaches capacity, a new sludge disposal cell will be constructed. 

Response to comment I691-17 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. Also, in regard to site risk, see ROD 
Amendment, Part 2, Section 7. 

Response to comment I691-18 
Because hazardous substances released upstream have flowed downstream and 
come to be located in Coeur d’Alene Lake, the Lake is part of the Site. However, 
a remedy for lake bed contamination has been deferred contingent on successful 
contaminant management through the Tribal/State Lake Management Plan 
(LMP). The LMP’s goal is to manage metals in contaminated lake bed sediments 
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through a nutrient management plan as well as outreach and education with property 
owners related to their potential impacts on lake water quality. The LMP has been written 
and adopted by the State of Idaho and the Coeur d’Alene Tribe but its implementation is in 
its initial phase. The State and Tribe have been monitoring water quality in the Lake since 
2007 and continue to do so. Continued water quality monitoring information, especially 
with implementation of remedial actions in this Upper Basin ROD Amendment, will provide 
the EPA, Tribe and State with data to demonstrate the effectiveness of the LMP. EPA may 
re-evaluate its deferral of a remedy selection for the Lake considering these data and other 
relevant Site information. Although the Lake is outside the scope of this Upper Basin ROD 
Amendment, EPA continues to recognize the importance of protecting Coeur d’Alene Lake 
and as such is committed to working with interested parties to clarify metrics for 
determining the effectiveness and sufficiency of the LMP. 

Response to comment I691-19 
See responses to Comment Nos. LC21-9, I54-3 and I822-11. 

Response to comment I691-20 
EPA uses many avenues to ensure that people have access to information as well as 
opportunities to participate in decision-making. These include mailings, press releases, 
newspaper ads, publication of the Basin Bulletin, Open Houses, public meetings, tours, fact 
sheets, the site's website, and so on. In the case of the EMF repository, EPA maintains a 
webpage with detailed information including quarterly EMF monitoring results 
(http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/sites/east_mission_flats_repository). EPA 
regularly participates in community meetings, as well, both those sponsored by other 
agencies and organizations, and those sponsored by grassroots groups, in order to provide 
information, seek input, and engage in constructive dialogue about issues. We encourage 
the public to contact us any time with questions or concerns. Additionally, in response to 
requests for technical assistance, EPA is bringing its "Technical Assistance Services for 
Communities" (TASC) program to the site. TASC provides independent experts who can 
give free educational and technical assistance to communities affected by hazardous waste 
sites. A technical assistance needs assessment is under way to learn about local assistance 
needs. 

  

http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/sites/east_mission_flats_repository�


PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-696 

 

 

Response to comment I691-21 
Panhandle Health District provides a range of educational programs and 
materials through its ongoing Lead Health Intervention Program. The 
Intervention Program includes annual educational outreach at all Silver Valley 
elementary schools, warning/educational signs at specific recreational areas, 
distribution of health information and fish advisories, and a range of educational 
brochures among other activities. 

Response to comment I691-22 
EPA is committed to working with the mining industry and Silver Valley 
businesses and landowners to conduct the cleanup in ways that are consistent 
with the current and future land uses desired by the community, while 
recognizing EPA's statutory obligations regarding protection of human health 
and the environment. EPA, along with other agencies and organizations, 
continues its efforts to inform people about the contamination and the cleanup. 

Response to comment I691-23 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I691-24 
In the 2001 FS Report, six ecological alternatives were developed and evaluated. 
The six alternatives are listed below and provided a range of remedial 
alternatives from no action to maximum removal: • Alternative 1 – No Action • 
Alternative 2 – Contain and Stabilize With Limited Removal, Disposal, and 
Treatment • Alternative 3 – More Extensive Removal, Disposal, and Treatment • 
Alternative 4 – Maximum Removal, Disposal, and Treatment • Alternative 5 - 
State of Idaho Cleanup Plan • Alternative 6 – Mining Companies Cleanup Plan Of 
these alternatives, only Ecological Alternatives 3 and 4 were determined by EPA 
to be in compliance with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (EPA, 2001, Final (Revision 2) Feasibility Study Report, Coeur 
d’Alene Basin Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study). Therefore, during the 
planning of the FFS for the Upper Basin, EPA carried forward the Upper Basin 
components of Ecological Alternatives 3 and 4 (Referred to as Ecological 
Alternative 3+ and 4+ respectively) into the FFS. Furthermore, as described in the 
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ROD Amendment, EPA's Selected Remedy is an interim action, which includes prioritized 
actions from Alternative 3+. 

Response to comment I691-25 
Consistent with and pursuant to the Successor Coeur d’Alene Custodial and Work Trust 
Agreement, and the bankruptcy order approving the Trust, the Trustee manages the funds 
held by the Trust. In general, the Trust will perform work as a limited purpose successor to 
ASARCO, which means that the Trust is stepping into the shoes of ASARCO when 
performing response actions in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. The Trustee will manage the Trust 
to maximize value and carry out cleanup actions selected and approved by EPA. EPA will 
oversee the Trust, although as the beneficiary, it cannot direct the Trust’s work. EPA’s 
decision documents (e.g., RODs and ROD Amendments) will define the work that the Trust 
performs, which will be further clarified in annual work plans that are approved by EPA. 
EPA will continue to coordinate with the communities and local, state, tribal, and federal 
partners in the development, selection, and prioritization of Superfund response actions. 

As previously noted, the Trust will perform work pursuant to EPA decision documents. EPA 
will continue to involve the Basin Commission, the public, and other stakeholders in the 
development, selection, and prioritization of response actions. However, decisions about 
which projects the Trust (rather than EPA or other agencies appointed by EPA) would 
perform in a given year will be proposed by the Trustee and approved by EPA. 

Response to comment I691-26 
EPA recognizes and values community involvement in the remedy selection process. The 
nine criteria EPA uses to evaluate remedial alternatives, and their application in the 
remedy selection decision-making process are set by CERCLA and its implementing 
regulations, the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan. Also 
see response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I691-27 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I691-28 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I691-29 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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McClain, June, I328, Letter 614458 

 

 

Response to comment I328-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I328-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I328-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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McClair, Joseph, I139, Letter 1357187 

 

 

Response to comment I139-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I139-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I139-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I139-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I139-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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McFarland, Annette, I399, Letter 616295 

 

 

Response to comment I399-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I399-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I399-3 
See response to Comment No. I399-1 above. 
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McGarry, Kent, I404, Letter 616300 

 

 

Response to comment I404-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I404-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and LJ39-5. 
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McGee, Frank, I210, Letter 610097-5 

 

 

Response to comment I210-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I210-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I527-1. 

Response to comment I210-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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McGee, Franklin, I272, Letter 616015-36 

 

 

Response to comment I272-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I272-2 
Thank you for your comment. 
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McGee, Ronnee, I405, Letter 616301 

 

 

Response to comment I405-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I405-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I405-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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McGillivray, Lena, I868, Letter 1365272 

 

 

Response to comment I868-1 
Comment noted. 
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McGowan, Yvette, I329, Letter 614459 

 

 

Response to comment I329-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I329-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I329-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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McMillan, James, I217, Letter 610097-12 

 

 

Response to comment I217-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I217-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I217-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I217-4 
EPA does not believe implementing the Selected Remedy will interfere with any 
current private water uses and will not take any private property interests or 
private water rights in a manner that is in violation of the law or U.S. 
Constitution. See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, 
Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 
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Response to comment I217-5 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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McMillan, James, I95, Letter 1357142  
 

Response to comment I95-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I95-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I95-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I95-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I95-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I95-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I95-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I95-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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McMillan, James, I893, Letter 619651-26 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I893-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I893-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I893-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I893-4 
EPA has provided a wide range of opportunities for community participation in 
the selection of a remedy for the Upper Basin. Since late 2008, EPA has hosted 
and/or attended about 60 meetings to share information and gather input for 
development of the FFS Report and the Proposed Plan. EPA has engaged local 
residents, elected officials, community groups, and many other stakeholders in 
the decision making process. This outreach has included working with the Basin 
Commission, its Technical Leadership Group, and the Citizens’ Coordinating 
Council. EPA also submitted drafts of the Draft Final FFS Report to stakeholders 
and the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin Project Focus Team for review and 
comment to assist EPA in preparing a final report. The ongoing involvement of 
the community will be an important part of the cleanup as it moves forward. 
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Response to comment I893-5 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I893-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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McMillian, James, LC10, Letter 616015-28 

 

 

 

Response to comment LC10-1 
Regarding the duration of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. 
I58-1. As to human health risks, see response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment LC10-2 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 
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No comments 
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McMillan, Jessica, I94, Letter 1357141  
 

Response to comment I94-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I94-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I94-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I94-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I94-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I94-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I94-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I94-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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McMillan, Shannon, I897, Letter 619651-32  
 

Response to comment I897-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I897-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I897-3 
The Selected Remedy was designed to allow for the emergence of new 
technologies. As the cleanup is put into action, EPA will use an adaptive 
management process through which EPA will periodically review new 
information as the cleanup moves forward. “New information” may include the 
effectiveness of implemented remedial actions, the fate and transport of 
contaminants, and review of new technologies that may be applicable to the 
Upper Basin. Through ongoing adaptive management and the CERCLA Five-Year 
Review process, EPA anticipates using the information gained to make 
adjustments to implementation plans and to evaluate and implement new 
technologies where appropriate. 

Response to comment I897-4 
Regarding the funding of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I897-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and LJ11-2. 
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Response to comment I897-6 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has made considerable effort to engage the public through all 
phases of its work. Most importantly, EPA has encouraged the public to provide 
comments and input on selection of the remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3 and, most 
recently, the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. EPA has provided a wide 
range of opportunities for community participation in the selection of a remedy 
for the Upper Basin. Since late 2008, EPA has hosted and/or attended about 60 
meetings to share information and gather input for development of the FFS 
Report and the Proposed Plan. 
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McMillan, Shannon, I216, Letter 610097-11 

 

 

Response to comment I216-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I216-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I216-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I216-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the 
Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. This reduction in scope limits the extent of cleanup activities and 
potential impacts to wildlife. In addition, cleanup actions will be implemented in 
phases over about 30 years and ultimately make the ecosystem healthier for 
wildlife. 
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Response to comment I216-5 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I216-6 
EPA is required by CERCLA to carry out the cleanup to meet applicable or 
relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) unless these are waived. The 
ARARs for protection of the environment in the Upper Basin are the site-specific 
surface water quality standards for cadmium, lead, and zinc developed by the 
State of Idaho (Idaho Administrative Procedures Act [IDAPA] 58.01.02.285). The 
site-specific criteria for lead and zinc are higher than the federal and state-wide 
criteria for protection of aquatic life, although they have been demonstrated to 
provide a comparable level of protectiveness within the SFCDR Watershed. The 
site-specific cadmium criterion is lower than the federal and state criteria. See 
response to Comment No. LC33-8 regarding background concentrations in the 
Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I216-7 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I216-8 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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No comments 
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McMulls, Shanon, I96, Letter 1357143  
 

Response to comment I96-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I96-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I96-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I96-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I96-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I96-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I96-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I96-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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McOmber, Scott, I81, Letter 1357126  
 

Response to comment I81-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I81-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I81-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I81-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I81-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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McPhail, Robert, I906, Letter 616303 

 

 

 

Response to comment I906-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I906-2 
See response to Comment No. 158-1. 
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McPhail, Bob, I693, Letter 618303 

 

 

 

Response to comment I693-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I693-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Melka, Susan, I330, Letter 614460 

 

 

 

Response to comment I330-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I330-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I330-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Miller, David, I406, Letter 616304 

 

 

 

Response to comment I406-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Miller, Jerry, I287, Letter 616015-52 

 

 

 

Response to comment I287-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I58-1. 
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Miller, Doris, I99, Letter 1357146  
 

Response to comment I99-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I99-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I99-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I99-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I99-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I99-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I99-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I99-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Miller, Mark N., I475, Letter 1308930  
 

Response to comment I475-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I475-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I475-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Miller, Paul, I694, Letter 618304 

 

 

 

Response to comment I694-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Mills, Ruben, I290, Letter 616015-55 

 

 

 

Response to comment I290-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I290-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I290-3 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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Mishra, Anvita, I15, Letter 896739  
 

Response to comment I15-1 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Mishra, Anvita, I16, Letter 896740 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I16-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I16-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I16-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I16-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I16-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Mitchell, Susan, I273, Letter 616015-37 

 

 

 

Response to comment I273-1 
In response to requests for technical assistance, EPA is bringing its "Technical 
Assistance Services for Communities" (TASC) program to the site. TASC provides 
independent experts who can give free educational and technical assistance to 
communities affected by hazardous waste sites. A technical assistance needs 
assessment is under way to learn about local assistance needs. 
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Mitchell, J., I143, Letter 1357279  
 

Response to comment I143-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I143-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I143-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I143-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I143-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I143-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I143-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I143-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I143-9 
See response to Comment No. I58-2 regarding cost of the Selected Remedy and 
I521-8 regarding the yards cleanup work. 
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Mitchell, Linda, I696, Letter 618306 

 

 

 

Response to comment I696-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I696-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I696-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Mitchell, Noma Jean, I142, Letter 1357278  
 

Response to comment I142-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I142-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I142-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I142-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I142-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I142-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I142-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I142-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I142-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1, I295-2, and I58-1. 
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Mitchell, Susan, I695, Letter 618305  
 

Response to comment I695-1 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I695-2 
The French drains will collect groundwater. The flow of groundwater does 
fluctuate seasonally but not nearly to the extent that surface water flows do. It is 
anticipated that the drains can be designed to collect nearly the same flow of 
groundwater throughout the year. The Selected Remedy is an interim remedy 
and therefore is not designed to collect all contaminated groundwater that could 
enter the SFCDR and its tributaries. Groundwater will be collected in three 
locations: Woodland Park, Osburn, and the Bunker Hill Box. During flood 
conditions, particulate lead contamination in surface water typically increases as 
rain and snow melt come in contact with mining-related wastes prior to entering 
the SFCDR and its tributaries. The Selected Remedy will reduce particulate lead 
loading during flooding conditions through source control actions such as onsite 
capping and excavation and disposal in local waste consolidation areas and 
regional repositories. However, particulate lead is generally not present in 
groundwater and therefore not a primary issue for the design of groundwater 
collection and treatment systems. 

Response to comment I695-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I695-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I695-5 
EPA agrees that maintenance is an important consideration, and as described in 
Part 2, Section 12.1.3 of the ROD Amendment, included this in the costing of the 
Selected Remedy. Regarding the cost and funding of the Selected Remedy, 
including recovery of settlement monies, see ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.9 and responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I695-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-3.  
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No comments 
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Molina-Smith, Maria, I424, Letter 616328 

 

 

 

Response to comment I424-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Mondragon, Raul, I76, Letter 1357121  
 

Response to comment I76-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I76-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I76-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I76-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I76-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Mooney, Bill, I858, Letter 1365255  
 

Response to comment I858-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I858-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1, I54-8, and I54-3. 

Response to comment I858-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. SA4-12 and I248-1 and the ROD Amendment, 
Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I858-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ27-8, I474-2, I58-1,and I54-6. 

Response to comment I858-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-6 and LJ39-5. 
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Mooney, Bill, I264, Letter 616015-27 

 

 

 

Response to comment I264-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I264-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I264-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Moore, Cindy, I875, Letter 1395026  
 

Response to comment I875-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I875-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I875-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I54-12. 

Response to comment I875-4 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. The Proposed Plan provides an overall vision of the 
required cleanup in the Upper Basin. Understanding the big picture will allow 
EPA to ensure that settlement monies are spent most wisely and maximize the 
cleanup completed using these funds. Also, see response to Comment No. I58-1. 
Anticipating high public interest, EPA set the initial public comment period for 
the Upper Basin Proposed Plan at 45 days. In response to requests for an 
extension, EPA extended the comment period an additional 90 days, for a total 
of 135 days. During that time, some members of the Idaho State Legislature 
reviewed and submitted formal comments on the Proposed Plan. EPA has 
responded to those comments. Regarding funding of the Selected Remedy, see 
response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Response to comment I875-5 
See response to comment I54-8 regarding the estimated quantity of 
contaminated water to be removed from the SFCDR system under the Selected 
Remedy. As discussed in the referenced comment, the expected impact of the 
Selected Remedy on stream flows in the Upper Basin is minimal, even under 
extreme low-flow conditions. On this basis, it is not anticipated that the flow-
based discharge limits included for some parameters in NPDES permits for the 
SFCDR watershed would be significantly impacted. Further, only the reach of the 
SFCDR between Wallace and Elizabeth Park is expected to see some minor 
reduction in stream flows. Within this reach, there are currently only two 
industrial (mining) wastewater dischargers. 

Response to comment I875-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I875-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ11-2, LJ27-8 and I58-1. Within the context of 
the Selected Remedy, adaptive management simply means that EPA will 
implement specific cleanup actions included in the remedy, monitor the 
effectiveness of those actions to determine whether cleanup levels are being 
achieved, and make adjustments to future cleanup actions to benefit from the 
information gained through the effectiveness monitoring. These adjustments 
may include changes in design, changes in priority of certain actions, or 
potentially more significant or fundamental changes. 
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Moore, Clare A., I846, Letter 1365243  
 

Response to comment I846-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I846-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing 
these unacceptable risks. 

Response to comment I846-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
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Response to comment I846-4 
Comment noted. 
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Moore, Barbara, I515, Letter 1357637  
 

Response to comment I515-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I515-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I515-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I515-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I515-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I515-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I515-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I515-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Moore, Betty, I166, Letter 1357302  
 

Response to comment I166-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I166-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I166-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I166-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I166-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Moore, Clarence, I165, Letter 1357301  
 

Response to comment I165-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I165-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I165-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I165-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I165-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Moore, Cliff, I516, Letter 1357638  
 

Response to comment I516-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I516-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I516-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I516-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I516-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I516-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I516-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I516-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I516-9 
Comment noted. 
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Morgan, Dwight, I814, Letter 1365206  
 

Response to comment I814-1 
Comment noted. Waste generated during demolition of the Bunker Hill smelter 
and zinc plant were disposed of in the Smelter Closure Area. EPA evaluates the 
effectiveness of the Smelter Closure Area during the CERCLA required five year 
reviews. To date EPA has concluded that the remedial actions implemented in 
the Bunker Hill smelter and zinc plant area are operating as intended and are 
protective of human health and the environment. 

Response to comment I814-2 
Properties, including roadways, are not remediated unless samples from the 
property show lead at concentrations above safe levels. Also see response to 
Comment No. I521-8. 

Response to comment I814-3 
Thank you for your comment. EPA is committed to selecting cleanup actions 
based on the best scientific and technological information available and to 
meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund process in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over the years, EPA has engaged the public through all 
phases of its work. Most importantly, EPA has encouraged the public to be 
involved in selection of the remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3 and, most recently, the 
Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. 
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Morgan, Byron, I407, Letter 616306 

 

 

 

Response to comment I407-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I407-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Morino, Fred, I697, Letter 618307 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I697-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Morton, Sam, I408, Letter 616307  
 

Response to comment I408-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Moye, Falma, I907, Letter 616309  
 

Response to comment I907-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I907-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I907-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I907-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-2 regarding the cost of the Selected Remedy. 
See response to Comment No. I295-3 regarding use of settlement funds to pay 
for cleanup. 

Response to comment I907-5 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I907-6 
EPA will implement cleanup actions selected in the ROD Amendment through an 
adaptive management approach. For additional detail see the ROD Amendment, 
Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I907-7 
See response to Comment I828-10. 

Response to comment I907-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I907-9 
The ROD Amendment includes actions to restore habitat through stream and 
riparian stabilization actions where cleanup takes place in the river or stream. 

Response to comment I907-10 
See response Comment No. SA4-12. 

Response to comment I907-11 
See response to Comment No. I474-2.  
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Response to comment I907-12 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I907-13 
See response to Comment No. I474-2 regarding the Hecla 10-Year Plan. See 
response to Comment No. I58-2 regarding the cost of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I907-14 
EPA has conducted significant cleanup work in the Basin. See the ROD 
Amendment, Part 2, Section 2.2 for details on previous cleanup activities. Also 
see the response to Comment No. 158-1. 

Response to comment I907-15 
See response to Comment No. I295-2 and the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 
3.0 regarding EPA's efforts to involve the community in the decisionmaking 
process. 

Response to comment I907-16 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Mullen, Austin, I698, Letter 618313 

 

 

 

Response to comment I698-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Mulroy, Kathleen, I699, Letter 618314 

 

 

 

Response to comment I699-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I699-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I699-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Munez, Julie Ann, I69, Letter 1357114  
 

Response to comment I69-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I69-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I69-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I69-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I69-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Munoz, Martin, I477, Letter 1308932  
 

Response to comment I477-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I477-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I477-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Munoz, Martin, I88, Letter 1357133  
 

Response to comment I88-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I88-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I88-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I88-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I88-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Munro, Chris, I331, Letter 614461 

 

 

 

Response to comment I331-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I331-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I331-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Murray, Matt, I509, Letter 1308964  
 

Response to comment I509-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I509-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I509-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Murray, Mike, I702, Letter 618317 

 

 

 

Response to comment I702-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I702-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I702-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Murray, Warren, I700, Letter 618315  
 

Response to comment I700-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Muzik, Nick; Muzik, Carol, I448, Letter 898787  
 

Response to comment I448-1 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I448-2 
Please see response to Comment No. I54-5 for information regarding remedy 
protection actions included in the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I448-3 
Thank you for your comment. EPA knows that this is a complex site and that the 
science and technical information can be hard to interpret. The agency seeks to 
present information in ways that are useful for the non-scientist. EPA also uses 
many communication channels to reach people with information about 
involvement opportunities and cleanup developments. EPA encourages local 
residents to get involved, learn about the cleanup, and share their input with 
agency representatives. 

Response to comment I448-4 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I448-5 
Source control is a major component of the Selected Remedy for the Upper 
Basin. Planned source control actions include extensive excavation of waste rock, 
tailings, and floodplain sediments; capping, regrading, and revegetation; and 
hydraulic isolation at select locations. 
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Nelson, Barry T., I828, Letter 1365223  
 

Response to comment I828-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I828-2 
EPA has consistently stated and shown that protection of human health in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin is its highest priority. To date, millions of dollars have been 
spent implementing the Selected Human Health Remedies described in the 
existing RODs for OUs 1, 2, and 3. The Selected Human Health Remedy for OU 1, 
described in the 1991 ROD (EPA, 1991, 
www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1091028.pdf) and performed by 
the Upstream Mining Group under the 1994 Consent Decree, has been certified 
complete. Human health actions in the Upper Basin and Lower Basin (OU 3) are 
ongoing. Although human health is the highest priority, EPA is also required to 
address the significant risks to the environment that still exist. The Upper Basin 
Selected Remedy includes an estimated $33.9 million for remedy protection 
work in the Upper Basin. Remedy protection is intended to protect the existing 
human health clean soil barriers (e.g., remediated yards and rights-of-way) 
within Upper Basin communities from tributary flooding and high-precipitation 
events. In addition to the remedy protection work, cleanup actions that address 
mine waste contamination within drainage areas accessible for recreational use 
will protect human health and improve surface water quality. Common 
recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, hunting, 
boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. As noted in the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4, exposure to lead contamination can cause 
elevated blood lead levels. EPA has also found that elevated blood lead levels 
can occur within relatively short exposure periods (such as through recreational 
exposure to contamination located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The 
Selected Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and 
reduce particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected 
Remedy will further reduce the risks people may be exposed to during 
recreational activities. Regarding the scope and cost of the Selected Remedy, see 
responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. Regarding drinking water, see the 
ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.3.1. 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1091028.pdf�
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Response to comment I828-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I828-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human health and the 
environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I828-5 
EPA intends to implement remedial actions selected for ground and surface in compliance 
with CERCLA as well state and federal water law. See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and 
the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I828-6 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Response to comment I828-7 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I828-8 
See response to comments LC33-10. 

Response to comment I828-9 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I828-10 
In response to public and stakeholder comments on the Proposed Plan, EPA 
reviewed this part of the remedy and decided to modify the hydraulic isolation 
action in the SFCDR between Wallace and Elizabeth Park, as documented in the 
ROD Amendment. The full length of the SFCDR stream liner has been eliminated. 
In addition, the groundwater collection drain has been shortened significantly to 
extend only through the Osburn area (about 4,600 feet). Interactions between 
surface water and groundwater, and metals loading to the SFCDR are relatively 
well understood in this area. This is because more investigations have been 
conducted for the Osburn area compared to the remaining reaches of the SFCDR 
between Wallace and Elizabeth Park. This information has enabled actions in 
that area to be refined. EPA will monitor and evaluate the effectiveness of the 
modified approach as the remedy is carried out and using the adaptive 
management process. Similarly, the remaining SFCDR reaches between Wallace 
and Elizabeth Park will be monitored to determine whether any additional 
action(s) may be needed to meet water quality standards. 

Response to comment I828-11 
EPA does not have the authority to secure access to private property by the 
issuance of a ROD. CERCLA Section 104(e) provides EPA with such authority. EPA 
will work with owners of private party to secure access by agreement and 
anticipates that it will be able to obtain access consensually. In addition, EPA 
intends to work with private property owners to minimize impacts to their use 
and enjoyment of property. 

Response to comment I828-12 
See response to Comment No. I474-2.  
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Nelson, Alan, I705, Letter 618320 

 

 

 

Response to comment I705-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I705-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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No comments 
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Nelson, Amy, I704, Letter 618319 

 

 

 

Response to comment I704-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Nelson, R.J., I409, Letter 616310  
 

Response to comment I409-1 
Thank you for your comment. As requested your address will be removed from 
EPA's mailing list. 
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Nelson, Rich, I703, Letter 618318 

 

 

 

Response to comment I703-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Nesse, Rolf, I410, Letter 616312 

 

 

 

Response to comment I410-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I410-2 
Thank you for your comment. EPA has prioritized cleanup actions to reduce 
human health exposures, primarily to lead, and has conducted analyses of 
remedy effectiveness to support the Basin-wide Five-Year Reviews. In the 
summer, annual blood lead screening is provided free of charge throughout the 
Panhandle Health District. At other times of the year, blood lead screening can 
be arranged by contacting the Panhandle Health District. 

Response to comment I410-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I410-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Neumann, Davi, I332, Letter 614462 

 

 

 

Response to comment I332-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I332-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I332-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Neunschwander, Michael, I707, Letter 618322 

 

 

 

Response to comment I707-1 
This letter is nearly identical to the letter submitted by the Idaho Mining 
Association. Please see responses to Document No. LC28 for responses to the 
Idaho Mining Association's comments. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-787 

 

 

 

No comments 
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No comments 
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Newcomb, Susan, I708, Letter 618323  
 

Response to comment I708-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I708-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I708-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I708-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I708-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I708-6 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I708-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Response to comment I708-8 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Nodes, John; Nodes, Elaine, I710, Letter 618325 

 

 

 

Response to comment I710-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I710-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I710-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Noll, Kristen, I333, Letter 614463 

 

 

 

Response to comment I333-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I333-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I333-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Noll, Kristen, I711, Letter 618326 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I711-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I711-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I711-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Noordam, Richard, I712, Letter 618327 

 

 

 

Response to comment I712-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Norman, Neil, I447, Letter 898786 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I447-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I447-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-5. The Selected Remedy includes remedy 
protection actions to protect remediated properties from SFCDR tributary 
stormwater runoff. These actions will help protect areas that have been cleaned 
up, keeping clean areas clean, which is a commonsense goal. Remedy protection 
includes actions such as local drainage controls to ensure that clean gravel or soil 
barriers are not washed away or recontaminated during heavy rain or snow 
events or by tributary flooding. 

Response to comment I447-3 
Comment noted. Although the Lower Basin is not included in the Selected 
Remedy, actions in the Upper Basin are expected to improve water quality and 
reduce the movement of contaminated sediments downstream in the Lower 
Basin. Thus, the Upper Basin cleanup is expected to complement cleanup 
activities in the Lower Basin by reducing the flow of contaminated materials and 
reducing the potential for recontamination from the Upper Basin to the Lower 
Basin. EPA continues to pursue data collection and analysis in the Lower Basin to 
support the future development and evaluation of remedial alternatives for the 
Lower Basin. 

Response to comment I447-4 
Thank you for your comment. EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed 
to meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund process in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin. 
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O'Brien, Dennis, I714, Letter 618329 

 

 

 

Response to comment I714-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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O'Brien, Jack, I713, Letter 618328  
 

Response to comment I713-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I713-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I713-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I713-4 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I713-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Oja, Carrie, I250, Letter 610097-45  
 

Response to comment I250-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, and I54-6. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Oliver, Bruce A., I870, Letter 1365274  
 

Response to comment I870-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I870-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I870-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I870-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I870-5 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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Orchard, Karen, I334, Letter 614464 

 

 

 

Response to comment I334-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I334-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I334-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Ortmann, Allan, I715, Letter 618330 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I715-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I715-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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P, Dan, I474, Letter 1308929  
 

Response to comment I474-1 
EPA agrees that the Silver Valley has great potential for economic growth. EPA 
believes that the cleanup will benefit the local economy in a variety of ways. The 
Selected Remedy will boost economic growth by significantly improving the 
environment for residents and tourists, creating jobs with the money that will be 
spent on the Upper Basin cleanup, and providing opportunities for formerly 
contaminated land to be redeveloped. Retail development in Smelterville, the 
Galena Ridge golf community, and the Trail of the Coeur d’Alenes are examples 
of the types of redevelopment that can occur on remediated properties.  

Since 1985, millions of dollars have been spent on cleanup, primarily for yard 
remediation and cleanup in the Bunker Hill Box. Significant spending will 
continue for the cleanup actions in the Upper Basin. EPA encourages the hiring 
of local businesses and workforce for the cleanup work. To that end EPA is 
providing training opportunities, through the Superfund Job Training Initiative, 
for local citizens in order to successfully compete for these jobs. 

Cleanup of additional properties in the Silver Valley will provide opportunities for 
development that do not currently exist. EPA is committed to working with the 
mining industry and Silver Valley businesses and landowners to conduct the 
cleanup in ways that are consistent with the current and future land uses desired 
by the community. Throughout the cleanup, there will be opportunities for the 
public to provide input on implementation planning through the established 
Basin Environmental Improvement Project Commission process.  

The Upper Basin Selected Remedy is an interim remedy which identifies the 
priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest reduction of 
contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-place human 
health barriers in local communities. EPA’s goal is to complete cleanup in the 
Upper Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. Most of the 
cleanup work will be in the areas of greatest contamination which are generally in 
less populated areas higher in stream drainages. Implementation of the Selected 
Remedy is expected to take about 30years rather than the estimated 50-90 years 
for the Preferred Alternative in the Proposed Plan. 
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How long it takes to implement the Selected Remedy will ultimately depend upon the 
annual funding rate, the ability to work in multiple areas simultaneously, the overall pace 
of cleanup, and how well the environmental system responds to cleanup actions. As the 
cleanup progresses, EPA will routinely look for opportunities to speed up cleanup activities 
while identifying locations where no further or more limited action is required. Using the 
adaptive management process, EPA will also continually evaluate the effectiveness of the 
cleanup actions, as well as the need for additional actions.  

Response to comment I474-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take actions to 
protect human health and the environment. EPA's decision-making process has been a 
careful, National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan-consistent, and 
collaborative effort which included input from state and local governments, tribes, other 
federal agencies, the Basin Commission, and the public. EPA has listened and responded to 
comments received on the Proposed Plan to reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy. The 
total estimated cost of the Selected Remedy as presented in the ROD Amendment is $635 
million. Implementation of the Selected Remedy is expected to take about 30 years. 

EPA does not believe that Hecla’s 10-Year Plan would be comprehensive enough to protect 
human health and the environment throughout the Upper Basin. Most of the sites 
identified in Hecla’s 10-Year Plan are also priority sites in EPA’s Selected Remedy. However, 
the actions included in Hecla’s 10-Year Plan only address a fraction of the contamination 
that needs to be and is addressed under EPA’s Selected Remedy. Hecla’s 10-Year Plan also 
relies heavily on less protective remedial actions such as “toe pull-back” (moving the base 
of waste piles away from creeks and the SFCDR), regrading, soil capping, and revegetation. 
Furthermore, elements of Hecla’s 10-Year Plan may not be technically feasible. For 
example, the plan calls for contaminated adit and seep discharges to be collected and 
treated at lagoon-type systems which, as proposed, have serious technical flaws and are 
not likely possible to implement.  

In contrast to Hecla’s 10-Year Plan, EPA’s Selected Remedy is National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan-consistent and identifies effective and proven 
actions. For example, the remedy includes methods, such as excavation of highly 
contaminated floodplain sediments and tailings, and groundwater collection and 
treatment, to address contamination that is inaccessible for removal (such as materials 
located beneath roads and communities). EPA believes these actions will be more effective 

in reducing metals loading to the SFCDR and its tributaries, and will more 
comprehensively protect human health and the environment. 

Response to comment I474-3 
Due in part to extensive public concern about the duration of cleanup, EPA has 
decided to significantly reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy by prioritizing 
the remedial actions that were presented as EPA’s Preferred Alternative in the 
Proposed Plan. The Upper Basin Selected Remedy is an interim remedy which 
identifies the priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest 
reduction of contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-
place human health barriers in local communities. EPA’s goal is to complete 
cleanup in the Upper Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. 
Implementation of the Selected Remedy is expected to take several decades.  

How long it takes to implement the Selected Remedy will ultimately depend 
upon the annual funding rate, the ability to work in multiple areas 
simultaneously, the overall pace of cleanup, and how well the environmental 
system responds to cleanup actions. As the cleanup progresses, EPA will 
routinely look for opportunities to speed up cleanup activities while identifying 
locations where no further or more limited action is required. Using the adaptive 
management process, EPA will also continually evaluate the effectiveness of the 
cleanup actions, as well as the need for additional actions.  

EPA will pay for much of the Selected Remedy with funds from legal settlements 
between mining companies and the federal government. The cleanup will 
proceed as quickly as possible, recognizing the need to balance speed of cleanup 
against the desire to grow the funds through interest accumulation, which would 
fund the maximum amount of cleanup throughout the Upper and Lower Basin. 
Taxpayer dollars used to fund the cleanup, if any, will augment settlement funds.  

See response to Comment No. I474-2 regarding Hecla’s proposed 10-Year Plan. 
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P, Raymond, I506, Letter 1308961  
 

Response to comment I506-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I506-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I506-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-809 

P, Roy, I514, Letter 1308969  
 

Response to comment I514-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I514-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I514-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Padley, Dorothy, I864, Letter 1365266  
 

Response to comment I864-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I864-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As 
described in the response to Comment No. I295-2, EPA developed the Selected 
Remedy in a collaborative process with a wide variety of public involvement. See 
response to Comment No. I521-8. 

Response to comment I864-3 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Paine Hamblen, LLP, I556, Letter 617555  
 

Response to comment I556-1 
Comment noted. The Selected Remedy, an interim action, is described in the 
ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12, and the response actions identified in the 
Selected Remedy fit within CERCLA's definition of "remedial action." 

Response to comment I556-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ36-3. 
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Pallante, Bruce, I411, Letter 616313 

 

 

Response to comment I411-1 
As described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 13.0, EPA has determined 
that the Selected Remedy is cost effective. 

Response to comment I411-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I411-3 
Comment noted. EPA has made significant changes to Selected Remedy 
compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. For 
additional detail see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 14.0. 

Response to comment I411-4 
EPA has not focused this Selected Remedy on drinking water. The focus of the 
remedial actions is to achieve the applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs) for surface water. In the case of the SFCDR, the ARARs 
that will protect the environment are the site-specific ambient water quality 
criteria (AWQC), which were developed by the State of Idaho to protect aquatic 
life. The water quality standards to protect the environment are more stringent 
than drinking water standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels) for 
contaminants of concern in the Basin. There is one exception, mercury, as it has 
not been found to be prevalent in the Upper Basin. EPA is simply stating that by 
achieving the AWQC through the proposed water treatment actions, the surface 
water in the SFCDR will also meet drinking water standards. Water treatment is a 
key part of this remedy because it (1) addresses subsurface materials too deep 
or impractical to be removed, (2) generally provides a high degree of metals load 
reduction for a relatively low cost, and (3) provides immediate improvements to 
surface water quality. 

Response to comment I411-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-2 and the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 
3.0 regarding EPA's efforts to involve the community in the decisionmaking 
process. 

Response to comment I411-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I411-7 
See response to Comment No. I351-1.  
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No comments 
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Panks, Kristen, I717, Letter 618334 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I717-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Parker, Tom, I234, Letter 610097-29  
 

Response to comment I234-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I234-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I234-3 
EPA intends to evaluate the efficiencies of alternative transportation systems 
and implementation strategies to minimize the carbon footprint of the Selected 
Remedy as well as maximize use of green technologies and resources available 
for cleanup. Also see response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in 
scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified 
in the Proposed Plan. 

Response to comment I234-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-5. 
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No comments 
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Parker, Tom, I256, Letter 616015-16  
 

Response to comment I256-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I256-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I256-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I256-4 
Comment noted. CERCLA requires that EPA address unacceptable risks to human 
health and the environment, such as exist in the Upper Basin. Regarding the 
reduced scope of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Parker, Geoffrey, I511, Letter 1308966  
 

Response to comment I511-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I511-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I511-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Parker, Geoffrey, I412, Letter 616315 

 

 

 

Response to comment I412-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I412-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-821 

 

 

 

Response to comment I412-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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Parker, Tom, I916, Letter 1357403  
 

Response to comment I916-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I916-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I916-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I916-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I916-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I916-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I916-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I916-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I916-9 
Comment noted. 
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Parody, Fran, I335, Letter 614465  
 

Response to comment I335-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I335-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I335-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I335-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I335-5 
EPA has consistently stated and shown that protection of human health in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin is its highest priority. Since the ROD for OU 3 was issued in 
2002, EPA has carried out the majority of the Selected Human Health Remedy 
throughout the residential areas of the Upper Basin. Past cleanup plans 
described in the RODs for OUs 1, 2, and 3 (EPA, 1991, 1992, 2002, respectively; 
available at www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf) have 
already addressed residential drinking water issues. However, the Upper Basin 
Selected Remedy will significantly improve surface water quality in the SFCDR 
and its tributaries. The Selected Remedy will also provide additional human 
health protection by cleaning up surface mine waste. 

Response to comment I335-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I335-7 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I335-8 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. As described in the ROD 
Amendment, the levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state 
and site-specific water quality standards. 

Response to comment I335-9 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I335-10 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I335-11 
Comment noted. The location, description, and cleanup work conducted for the 
hillsides is present in the 2010 Five-Year Review Report (EPA, November 2010, 
http://www.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/bunkerhill-3rd-fyr-
111810.pdf). 

Response to comment I335-12 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I335-13 
EPA has not focused its Selected Remedy on drinking water. Past cleanup plans 
have already addressed residential drinking water issues. However, the Upper 
Basin Selected Remedy will significantly improve surface water quality in the 
SFCDR and its tributaries. In the case of the SFCDR, the applicable or relevant 
and appropriate requirements (ARARs) that will protect the environment include 
site-specific ambient water quality criteria (AWQC). These criteria were 
developed by the State of Idaho to protect aquatic life. The water quality 
standards to protect the environment are more stringent than drinking water 
standards (i.e., maximum contaminant levels [MCLs]) for contaminants of 
concern in the Basin. (There is one exception -- mercury, as it has not been found 
to be prevalent in the Upper Basin.) Therefore, EPA believes that achieving 
ARARs will inherently have a potential drinking water benefit. 

Response to comment I335-14 
Thank you for your comments.  

http://www.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/bunkerhill-3rd-fyr-111810.pdf�
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Paroni, Genevieve M., I830, Letter 1365226  
 

Response to comment I830-1 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I830-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I830-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-3. 

Response to comment I830-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I830-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope of the Selected 
Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
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Patano, Sandy, I258, Letter 616015-21 

 

 

 

Response to comment I258-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I54-6. 

Response to comment I258-2 
See Response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I258-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Patano, Sandra, I879, Letter 1365281  
 

Response to comment I879-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I879-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I879-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I879-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I879-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I879-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I879-7 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 
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Response to comment I879-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I879-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I879-10 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I879-11 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I879-12 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I879-13 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I879-14 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-2, I58-4, and I474-2. 
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Patterson, Eric, I718, Letter 618335 

 

 

 

Response to comment I718-1 
Commented noted. See responses to Comment Nos. I295-3 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I718-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I718-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Paul, Buddy, I719, Letter 618336 

 

 

 

Response to comment I719-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I719-2 
EPA shares your desire for, and is committed to, mitigating unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment in the Basin. The Selected Remedy will make 
significant strides in this direction. 
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Paul, Linda, I720, Letter 618717 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I720-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I720-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I720-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Pegualli, Dan, I126, Letter 1357174  
 

Response to comment I126-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I126-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I126-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I126-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I126-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Pemble, La Vonne L., I852, Letter 1365249  
 

Response to comment I852-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I852-2 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I852-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I852-4 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. LJ36-3. 
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Peretti, Barbara, I721, Letter 618718 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I721-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I721-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and LJ39-5. 
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Peters, Howard, I114, Letter 1357161  
 

Response to comment I114-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I114-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I114-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I114-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I114-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Peterson, Kenneth, I722, Letter 618719 

 

 

 

Response to comment I722-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Petroni, Steve, I271, Letter 616015-35  
 

Response to comment I271-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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No comments 
 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-840 

Petroni, Laurie, I414, Letter 616317 

 

 

 

Response to comment I414-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Petroni, Stephen, I413, Letter 616316 

 

 

 

Response to comment I413-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I413-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I413-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I413-4 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 
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Response to comment I413-5 
See response to Comment I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the Selected 
Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
See response to Comment No. I54-8 regarding potential stream flow reduction 
due to water treatment. 

Response to comment I413-6 
See response Comment No. I474-2. 
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Pickard, Irma; Pickard, John C., I199, Letter 1357511  
 

Response to comment I199-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I199-2 
The Lower Coeur d’Alene Basin is not within the scope of the Selected Remedy. 
Flooding and recontamination are complex and significant issues in the Lower 
Basin. EPA is continuing to collect data in the Lower Basin and perform analyses 
to provide decision-makers with an improved understanding of the Lower Basin 
and to support evaluations of remedial alternatives which could include dredging 
projects and shoreline protection to mitigate the effects of recontamination due 
to flooding. EPA is working with the Lower Basin Collaborative as we move 
forward with developing cleanup options for the Lower Basin. The Lower Basin 
Collaborative is open to all citizens interested in Lower Basin issues and we 
encourage your participation. 
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Pierson, Dave, I416, Letter 616319 

 

 

 

Response to comment I416-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I416-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I416-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I416-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Plate, Jonathan, I904, Letter 619651-39 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I904-1 
EPA did not conduct polling calls or surveys of any kind in association with this 
decision-making process. Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I904-2 
Thank you for your comment. EPA did not conduct polling calls or surveys of any 
kind during this decision-making process. 
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Response to comment I904-3 
The Selected Remedy does not preclude reprocessing of mine wastes by a 
private entity. However, such reprocessing must be performed in compliance 
with federal and state law. Issues related surety bonds or financing such an 
activity are well outside the scope of the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I904-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human 
health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place 
in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, sediment, groundwater, 
and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. 
Although there is substantial contamination throughout the Upper Basin, in 
many cases the metals loading is due to dissolved phase metals in groundwater 
or surface water. It would not be feasible to process these dissolved phase 
metals that pose risks to human health and the environment. 
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No comments 
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Ploharz, Jerry, I181, Letter 1357404  
 

Response to comment I181-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I181-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I181-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I181-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I181-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I181-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I181-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I181-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Pollard, Raymond, I262, Letter 616015-25 

 

 

 

Response to comment I262-1 
Thank you for your comment. Also see response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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No comments 
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Pomerantz, Kristen, I723, Letter 618720 

 

 

 

Response to comment I723-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Pooler, Mary F., I883, Letter 1365439  
 

Response to comment I883-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I883-2 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities. In addition, 
EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved roadways may not provide 
adequate long-term barriers to underlying contaminated material, and that local 
and state entities are responsible for the long-term road development and 
maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies are developing an approach under 
the existing RODs to address this issue collaboratively with local, county, and 
state entities responsible for providing and maintaining roadways in their 
communities. The objective of this effort is to develop and implement a strategy 
that ensures the long-term effectiveness of barriers installed in right of ways, 
and also aligns with the transportation and maintenance needs of the Box and 
Basin communities. 

Response to comment I883-3 
The contaminated water that will be collected for treatment consists of adit 
discharges throughout the Upper Basin and groundwater in the vicinity of the 
Bunker Hill Box, Osburn, and Woodland Park. The flow rate of collected water 
will change seasonally but not at the extremes with which surface water flows 
change (i.e., spring runoff). The collection and treatment systems will be 
designed to accommodate a maximum flow rate and if flows exceed that 
maximum flow rate under extreme weather events, a portion of the flow will 
bypass the collection system and will not be collected. 

Response to comment I883-4 
EPA is eager to ensure the long-term performance of the Selected Human Health 
Remedies. EPA is therefore committed to working with local, state, and federal 
entities with an interest in SFCDR flood issues and, consistent with EPA’s 
authority, to help craft solutions. EPA can and will contribute to efforts to 
understand SFCDR flooding and, if these efforts identify actions that will meet 
Superfund remedy requirements, EPA will define and select these activities in 
future decision documents. CERCLA requires that EPA’s contribution to flood 
control work must have a direct connection to the CERCLA remedy.  
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No comments 
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Pooler, Mary, I633, Letter 618240 

 

 

 

Response to comment I633-1 
EPA is obligated to make sound scientific decisions and is dedicated to its mission 
to protect people’s health and the environment, even if our actions are 
unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously and always considers the information 
and comments provided by citizens. EPA may, at times, make decisions that 
some people do not agree with. This does not mean that the agency is not 
listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding public input. In these instances, 
the agency is listening but has not heard or seen information which would cause 
a change in conclusions. In the case of this cleanup plan, EPA has made many 
significant changes in response to public comments. Also see responses to 
Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I633-2 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities. In addition, 
EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved roadways may not provide 
adequate long-term barriers to underlying contaminated material, and that local 
and state entities are responsible for the long-term road development and 
maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies are developing an approach under 
the existing RODs to address this issue collaboratively with local, county, and 
state entities responsible for providing and maintaining roadways in their 
communities. The objective of this effort is to develop and implement a strategy 
that ensures the long-term effectiveness of barriers installed in ROWs, and also 
aligns with the transportation and maintenance needs of the Box and Basin 
communities. 

Response to comment I633-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8 regarding stream flow reduction. See 
response to Comment No. LJ36-3 regarding flooding concerns. 
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Pope, Sandra, I724, Letter 618721 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I724-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I724-2 
See response to Comment No. 1474-2. 
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Price, Rick, I725, Letter 618722 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I725-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I725-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I725-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Rabe, Fred, I525, Letter 617266 

 

 

 

Response to comment I525-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I525-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I525-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I525-4 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to comment I525-5 
Thank you for your comment. Please see response to Comment No. I58-5 
regarding cleanup and future mining. 

Response to comment I525-6 
Thank you for your comment. EPA will continue to monitor surface water and 
groundwater quality in the Upper Basin through the Basin Environmental 
Monitoring Program (BEMP). See the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.4 for 
additional detail. 
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Radermacher, Florence; Radermacher, Roger, I727, 
Letter 618724 

 

 

 

Response to comment I727-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I727-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 
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Radford, Norman, I146, Letter 1357282  
 

Response to comment I146-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I146-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I146-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I146-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I146-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I146-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I146-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I146-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Radford, Stanley C., I140, Letter 1357188  
 

Response to comment I140-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I140-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I140-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I140-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I140-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Rasmussen, Roger, I336, Letter 614466 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I336-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I336-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I336-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Rathmann, Dan, I298, Letter 614428 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I298-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I298-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I298-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I298-4 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I298-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I298-6 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Rathmann, Patricia, I728, Letter 618725 

 

 

 

Response to comment I728-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I728-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I728-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Ray, Gloria, I337, Letter 614467 

 

 

 

Response to comment I337-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I337-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I337-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Reasor, Calvin, I504, Letter 1308959  
 

Response to comment I504-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I504-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I504-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Reece, Ronald, I417, Letter 616320 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I417-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I417-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I417-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I417-4 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Reed, Mary Lou, I586, Letter 617767 

 

 

 

Response to comment I586-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I586-2 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the 
expected duration of cleanup for the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I586-3 
Thank you for your comment. The cleanup standards are based on site-specific 
toxicity evaluations conducted by the State of Idaho and have been determined 
by EPA to be protective of human health and the environment. The cleanup is 
required to meet all applicable and relevant standards including the Site Specific 
State Water Quality Standards. 

Response to comment I586-4 
During site characterization and remedial design of remedy protection, source 
control, and water quality projects, EPA will continue to coordinate with local 
communities and flood control authorities, the Basin Commission, the U.S. Army 
Corp of Engineers, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency. This 
coordination will ensure that cleanup actions do not exacerbate flooding 
concerns along the SFCDR and Pine Creek, and will leverage future work by the 
various entities involved in SFCDR and Pine Creek activities. 

Response to comment I586-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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No comments 
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Reese, Thomas, I338, Letter 614468 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I338-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I338-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I338-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Regan, Joseph, I418, Letter 616321 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I418-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Reid, Richard, I730, Letter 618727 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I730-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Reitz, Chuck, I890, Letter 619651-23  
 

Response to comment I890-1 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Response to comment I890-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I890-3 
It is difficult to determine what the commenter is referring to or reading from. 
However, the commenter’s infer that EPA failed to satisfy CERCLA's public 
participation requirements and failed to address local concerns related to the 
cleanup. Both inferences are mistaken. EPA has complied with and gone beyond 
CERCLA's and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency 
Plan's requirements for public participation, and has modified the scope of the 
Upper Basin cleanup, in part, to address local citizens concerns and 
considerations. See, responses to Comment Nos. I-351-3, I54-6, I58-1, and I58-2. 
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Response to comment I890-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I890-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Retter, Gene, I731, Letter 618728 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I731-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I731-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Rex Mine and Mill, I918, Letter 1308974  
 

Response to comment I918-1 
The Selected Remedy selects typical conceptual designs for these sites as 
discussed in this letter. Prior to implementation of any cleanup actions, EPA will 
conduct pre-design investigations at these sites. These investigations will likely 
include site investigations to determine the nature and extent of contamination 
and waste characterization. If site investigations show that there is little or no 
risk posed by any contaminants at this site, then cleanup actions will not be 
conducted. EPA will work with the site owner to determine how to conduct pre-
design and/or cleanup activities while minimizing interruption to any existing site 
operations. 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I918-2 
The Rex No. 2/Sixteen-To-One Mine (BUR054) has been excluded from the 
Selected Remedy. This site has been categorized as a previously remediated site. 
This site will continue to be monitored to determine the effectiveness of cleanup 
actions in meeting Remedial Action Objectives. Review of the monitoring results 
and the protectiveness of the cleanup actions will be documented in Five-Year 
Reviews consistent with CERCLA and the 2002 ROD for OU 3 (EPA, 
2002, www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf). 

  

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf�
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Rex, Floyd, I419, Letter 616322 

 

 

 

Response to comment I419-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Reynolds, Carol, I42, Letter 1357086  
 

Response to comment I42-1 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I42-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I42-3 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I42-4 
Groundwater collection systems can be designed to collect groundwater from 
targeted areas by creating a depression in the water table, essentially altering 
the natural direction of groundwater flow. It is a widely used remedial approach. 
In the Upper Basin, groundwater collection will be used primarily in areas where 
source control actions are not feasible or practicable, due to the presence of 
communities and infrastructure above the waste materials. 

Response to comment I42-5 
See response to Comment No. LC33-10. 

Response to comment I42-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-5 and LJ26-3. 

Response to comment I42-7 
A proven and documented risk to human health and the environment exists at 
this Superfund site. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to address this risk. 
Implementation of the Selected Remedy will improve recreational opportunities 
in the Silver Valley by remediating waste piles and improving water quality. EPA 
is also confident that cleanup and mining can coexist. See response to comment 
I58-5. 
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Response to comment I42-8 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-2. 

Response to comment I42-9 
Comment noted. 
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Reynolds, Tanya, I734, Letter 618732 

 

 

 

Response to comment I734-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Riby, Guy, I117, Letter 1357164  
 

Response to comment I117-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I117-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I117-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I117-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I117-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Rice, Robert A., I853, Letter 1365250  
 

Response to comment I853-1 
See response to Comment I295-1. 

Response to comment I853-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. EPA agrees that 
this is a considerable amount of money and has reduced the scope of the 
Selected Remedy so that the total cost is decreased. EPA’s implementation 
planning process will also ensure that money is spent wisely to protect human 
health and the environment. EPA will pay for much of the proposed cleanup with 
funds from legal settlements between mining companies and the federal 
government. Please see response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Rice, Justin, I736, Letter 618734  
 

Response to comment I736-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I736-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1 

Response to comment I736-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I736-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I736-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I736-6 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I736-7 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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Richardson, Kevin, I60, Letter 1357105  
 

Response to comment I60-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I60-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I60-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I60-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I60-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Riley, James, I420, Letter 616323 

 

 

 

Response to comment I420-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Rinaldi, Jill, I739, Letter 618737 

 

 

 

Response to comment I739-1 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I739-2 
There are serious risks to human health from heavy metal contamination in the 
Basin. The risks are well documented. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to 
address these risks. Lead is of most concern, especially for young children and 
pregnant women. Though much cleanup work has been done, there is more 
work to do to protect people. Cleaning up contamination in the Upper Basin will 
reduce the amount of metals that flows downstream through communities. Also, 
some of the work done under this ROD Amendment will help keep cleaned-up 
areas clean. It will address tributary flooding, which can spread contamination. 
Also see the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4. 

Response to comment I739-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and SA4-12. 

Response to comment I739-4 
There will be some temporary impacts to roads and other infrastructure during 
the implementation of some cleanup actions within the Selected Remedy. 
However, the total cost estimate includes estimates for providing such road 
maintenance and improvement. EPA also recognizes that that many paved roads 
in the Basin serve as protective barriers between contaminated materials that lie 
under those surfaces. To address this issue EPA is developing, in coordination 
with IDEQ and local jurisdictions, a roads surface remediation strategy which will 
provide funding for local jurisdictions to conduct a significant number of road 
projects for this purpose. 

Response to comment I739-5 
As described in the ROD Amendment, the remedy selection process was a 
careful, National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan-
consistent process that applied appropriate technologies to the problems 
encountered. The cleanup actions identified in the selected remedy include 
collection and treatment of contaminated groundwater to remove metals.  
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Rishew, Carrie, I174, Letter 1357367  
 

Response to comment I174-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I174-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I174-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I174-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I174-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I174-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I174-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I174-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Robertson, Donna, I741, Letter 618739 

 

 

 

Response to comment I741-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Robertson, Harry, I740, Letter 618738 

 

 

 

Response to comment I740-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Robinson, Ann, I742, Letter 618740 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I742-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2, I474-1, I474-2, I58-1, and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I742-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Robinson, Bob, I473, Letter 1308927  
 

Response to comment I473-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I473-2 
With help from stakeholders and community members involved in the Basin 
Commission’s Upper Basin PFT, EPA has developed a logical and transparent 
prioritization process over the past two years. EPA will continue to prioritize 
remedial actions included in this Selected Remedy using these processes as more 
data are gathered and the effectiveness of the initial remedial actions is 
determined. As described in more detail below, updates of and changes to the 
Selected Remedy implementation schedule, priorities, and/or sequencing will be 
documented through the Implementation Plan and Basin Commission work 
plans. The following specific issues, at a minimum, will be considered to 
prioritize, schedule, and sequence specific actions that are part of the Selected 
Remedy:  

• Human health exposure to contaminated mine waste materials. EPA will 
place a higher priority on sites that present current exposure risk to 
individuals from contaminated mine wastes, including exposures that may 
occur from damage to existing Selected Human Health Remedies in the 
Upper Basin communities.  

• Metals loading to surface water. EPA will prioritize the implementation of 
remedial actions at sites based on each site’s potential to add metals, such 
as lead and zinc, to groundwater and surface water.  

• Potential for recontamination of cleaned areas. EPA will prioritize the 
implementation of remedial actions in order to reduce the potential for 
recontamination of previously remediated areas.  

This typically means conducting work at sites that are topographically higher in a 
drainage area first, in order to avoid recontamination from sites above them. For 
further information regarding prioritization see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, 
Section 12.3.3. 
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Response to comment I473-3 
Comment noted. Please see response to Comment No. I822-14, which discusses how EPA 
reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy in comparison to the Preferred Alternative 
identified in the Proposed Plan. 
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Robison, John, I743, Letter 618741 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I743-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I743-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I743-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Roe, Kevin, I68, Letter 1357113  
 

Response to comment I68-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I68-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I68-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I68-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I68-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Rogers-Burkett, Evy May, I233, Letter 610097-28  
 

Response to comment I233-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Rollins, Brandi, I744, Letter 618742  
 

Response to comment I744-1 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I744-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-5. 

Response to comment I744-3 
Contaminant sources are grouped into two types in the Proposed Plan (EPA, 
2010, http://www.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/upper_basin_final_p
p_0710.pdf): primary sources and secondary sources. Primary contaminant 
sources are discrete and consist of tailings, waste rock, and adit drainage. 
Secondary contaminant sources are diffuse and consist of contaminated 
floodplain tailings and contaminated materials underlying infrastructure. This 
underlying mine waste cannot be removed without disrupting the populated 
communities in the Upper Basin, and EPA has committed not to take such action. 
Many of these inaccessible sources contribute substantial dissolved metals 
loading to groundwater, which ultimately leads to surface water contamination. 
Water treatment is a key part of the Selected Remedy because it will (1) address 
subsurface materials too deep or impractical to be removed, (2) generally 
provide a high degree of metals load reductions for a relatively low cost, and (3) 
achieve immediate improvements to water quality. Studies conducted by EPA 
found that for some areas within the Upper Basin, collection of groundwater and 
treatment at the Central Treatment Plant (CTP) in Kellogg is the lowest-cost 
treatment option. 

Response to comment I744-4 
The ROD Amendment, including the Selected Remedy, was developed in a 
manner consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan, as required by CERCLA. EPA’s goal is to complete the cleanup 
in the Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. EPA is required 
by law to ensure protection of human health and the environment. The Upper 
Basin is a large area with complicated contamination issues that have evolved 
over a long period of time. The extent and nature of the contamination dictate 
that it will take substantial time and resources to clean up. The ROD Amendment 

http://www.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/upper_basin_final_pp_0710.pdf�
http://www.epa.gov/region10/pdf/sites/bunker_hill/upper_basin_final_pp_0710.pdf�
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provides details regarding the implementation approach for the Selected Remedy, 
including where the work starts and how it will proceed over time. With help from 
stakeholders and community members involved in the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT 
over the last several years, EPA developed a logical and transparent prioritization process 
for cleanup actions. Using this prioritization process, the Selected Remedy, an interim 
action, focuses on a prioritized set of cleanup actions. The actions include the most 
contaminated drainages (i.e., Ninemile and Canyon Creeks), areas that have the greatest 
adverse impact on groundwater and surface water (e.g., OU 2), and areas that provide 
protection for existing remedies. This process of prioritizing actions included in the 
Selected Remedy is consistent with the adaptive management approach. The estimated 
time for implementing the Selected Remedy is about thirty years. 
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Response to comment I744-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I744-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I744-7 
With regard to stream flow reduction, see response to Comment No. I54-8. With 
regard to treatment technology selection (i.e., onsite passive systems versus 
centralized active systems), see response to Comment No. I899-7. 

Response to comment I744-8 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I744-9 
A great deal of the metals loading to rivers and streams in the Upper Basin is due 
to surface water runoff coming in contact with mining-contaminated materials. 
The Selected Remedy includes actions to isolate these materials, either through 
capping and vegetation on site or excavation and disposal in a local waste 
consolidation area or regional repository. Additional sources of metals loading to 
surface water include contaminated groundwater and adit discharges. These 
sources will also be addressed by the Selected Remedy through collection and 
treatment. Water treatment is a key part of the Selected Remedy because it will 
(1) address subsurface materials too deep or impractical to be removed, (2) 
generally provide a high degree of metals load reduction for a relatively low cost, 
and (3) achieve immediate improvements to water quality. Also see response to 
Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I744-10 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 

Response to comment I744-11 
There will be no net increase in the amount of water discharged into the SFCDR. 
The stream flow reduction will only occur for a small stretch of river between the 
collection points in Osburn and Canyon Creek and Kellogg, where the same 
volume of clean treated water will be returned to the SFCDR.  
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Response to comment I744-12 
A significant amount of the mining-related contamination in the Upper Basin lies 
in fill material used beneath roads, communities, and infrastructure. EPA does 
not consider removal of this contamination to be feasible, given the disruption 
to the community that would be required. It is in these areas (Woodland Park, 
Osburn, and the Bunker Hill Box) that groundwater will be collected as a means 
of preventing the flow of contaminants to the SFCDR and its tributaries. Onsite 
water treatment will be used for some contaminated adit discharges, as 
described in response to Comment No. I899-7. In addition, onsite source control 
actions will be used throughout the Upper Basin, where contaminated materials 
are accessible for remediation to reduce the loading of metals to the SFCDR and 
its tributaries. 

Response to comment I744-13 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I744-14 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Roose, Marjorie, I91, Letter 1357138  
 

Response to comment I91-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I91-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I91-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I91-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I91-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I91-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I91-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I91-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Roripaugh, Bonnie, I745, Letter 618743 

 

 

 

Response to comment I745-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Rose, Kevin L., I832, Letter 1365228  
 

Response to comment I832-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I832-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I832-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Ross, Joan, I835, Letter 1365232  
 

Response to comment I835-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I835-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I835-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-912 

Rowland, James, I746, Letter 618744 

 

 

 

Response to comment I746-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I746-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I746-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Rowles, Donald, I421, Letter 616324 

 

 

 

Response to comment I421-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I421-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I421-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Rownsly, Tom, I150, Letter 1357286  
 

Response to comment I150-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I150-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I150-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I150-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I150-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I150-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I150-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I150-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Roy, B., I160, Letter 1357296  
 

Response to comment I160-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I160-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I160-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I160-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I160-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I160-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I160-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I160-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I160-9 
EPA agrees that it is helpful to have a community liaison available in the local 
area. In March 2011, EPA hired (through the “SEE” program) a local resident to 
serve this role. That individual later accepted a different position, resigning in 
2012. The agency has recently been looking into options for re-establishing the 
position and is now moving forward with filling this position with someone from 
the local community. In addition, several local resources are available. EPA 
maintains a field office in Coeur d’Alene, staffed with a key local contact for the 
cleanup. The office of the Coeur d’Alene Trust, heavily involved in cleanup work, 
is located in Kellogg. Also, the State Department of Environmental Quality has an 
office in Kellogg, staffed with people working on the cleanup. EPA encourages 
citizens to contact cleanup staff any time with questions or concerns.  
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Roy, Dean, I164, Letter 1357300  
 

Response to comment I164-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I164-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I164-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I164-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I164-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I164-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I164-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I164-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Roy, Elizabeth, I747, Letter 618745 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I747-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Rubino, Richard, I748, Letter 618746 

 

 

 

Response to comment I748-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Ruff, Tim, I876, Letter 1395027  
 

Response to comment I876-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I876-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I876-3 
Regarding the duration and cost of the Selected Remedy, see responses to 
Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. As to human health risks, see response to 
Comment I295-1. 

Response to comment I876-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I876-5 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I876-6 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I876-7 
Comment noted. 
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Rust, W.C., I456, Letter 1308793  
 

Response to comment I456-1 
Thank you for your comment. The FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, 
including the Selected Remedy, were developed in a manner consistent with the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required 
by CERCLA. In response to comments received, many from local residents and 
business owners, EPA has reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy. See 
response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I456-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ11-2 on adaptive management. Regarding 
potential changes to remedies during implementation, see the ROD Amendment, 
Part 2, Section 12.3. 

Response to comment I456-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I295-2. EPA, as a federal agency, is 
obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is dedicated to its mission and 
mandate to protect people’s health and the environment, even if our actions are 
unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously and always considers the information 
and comments provided by citizens. EPA may, at times, make decisions that 
some people do not agree with. This does not mean that the agency is not 
listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding public input. In those instances, 
the agency is listening but has not heard or seen information which would cause 
a change in conclusions. In the case of this cleanup plan, EPA has made many 
significant changes in response to public comments. 
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Response to comment I456-4 
The FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, including the Selected Remedy, 
were developed in a manner consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required by CERCLA. The 2002 ROD 
required additional evaluation of the selected approach for treatment of water 
in Canyon Creek. As a result of this evaluation and input from the PFT, EPA 
changed the approach in the Selected Remedy for treatment of water in Canyon 
Creek. Regarding EPA's use of adaptive management in implementing the 
Selected Remedy, see ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3 and Part 3, Section 
3.11.1. 
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Ruth Dilling, Mary, I277, Letter 616015-41 

 

 

 

Response to comment I277-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I54-5, and I295-1. 
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Sabala, Jim, I213, Letter 610097-8  
 

No comments 
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Response to comment I213-1 
See response to Comment No. I828-10. 

Response to comment I213-2 
See response to Comment No. SA4-11. 

Response to comment I213-3 
EPA is committed to using an adaptive management framework to manage and 
carry out the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin, in accordance with its 
previous decision documents and the recommendations of the NAS (National 
Academy of Sciences, 2005, http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/). 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2 regarding EPA's proposed 
adaptive management approach. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Sabey, Leonard, I17, Letter 896741  
 

Response to comment I17-1 
Comment noted. Regarding continued mining in the Silver Valley, see response 
to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Sala, Paul, I18, Letter 896742  
 

Response to comment I18-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I54-6. 

Response to comment I18-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I18-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope of the Selected 
Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed Plan. 
The Proposed Plan presents EPA's preferred approach for cleanup of historic 
mining-related contamination in the Upper Basin of the Coeur d'Alene River. EPA 
is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human health 
and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human health 
remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place in the 
Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, sediment, groundwater, and 
surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. The 
levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state and site-specific 
water quality standards. EPA believes that the cleanup will benefit the local 
economy in a variety of ways. The Selected Remedy will boost economic growth 
by ensuring a safe environment for residents and tourists, creating jobs with the 
money that will be spent on the Upper Basin cleanup, and providing 
opportunities for currently contaminated land to be redeveloped. 
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Samuelson, Kent, I749, Letter 618747 

 

 

 

Response to comment I749-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Sanborn, Chase, I422, Letter 616325 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I422-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I422-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and I474-2. 
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Sarchio, I339, Letter 614469 

 

 

 

Response to comment I339-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Scanlon, Sandra, I750, Letter 618748  
 

Response to comment I750-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Scanlon, Sandra, I751, Letter 618749 

 

 

 

Response to comment I751-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I751-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 

Response to comment I751-3 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Protecting human 
health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place 
in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, sediment, groundwater, 
and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. The 
levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state and site-specific 
water quality standards. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, arsenic, and 
other metals. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced scope 
of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the 
Proposed Plan. 

Response to comment I751-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I751-5 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Scholz, Kurt, I423, Letter 616326  
 

Response to comment I423-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I423-2 
See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 

Response to comment I423-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the duration of the Selected 
Remedy. See response to Comment No. LC33-8 regarding background metals 
concentrations in the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I423-4 
Comment noted. 
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Schroeder, Allan, I172, Letter 1357365  
 

Response to comment I172-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I172-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I172-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I172-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I172-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I172-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I172-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I172-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Schroeder, Charles, I178, Letter 1357371  
 

Response to comment I178-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I178-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I178-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I178-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I178-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I178-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I178-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I178-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I178-9 
Comment noted. 
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Schroeder, Marilyn, I180, Letter 1357402  
 

Response to comment I180-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I180-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I180-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I180-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I180-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I180-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I180-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I180-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Scislo, Chris, I752, Letter 618750 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I752-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I752-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 
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Scott, Gaylene, I45, Letter 1357089  
 

Response to comment I45-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Although 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, 
wildlife, fish, and the environment. The No Action Alternative was evaluated as 
part of the recent Final Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) process (EPA, August, 
2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene 
River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). However, 
evaluation results indicate the No Action Alternative would not be protective of 
human health and the environment. 

Response to comment I45-2 
While significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination 
in site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable 
risks to human health and the environment. EPA is committed and required by 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA) to address the remaining unacceptable human health and ecological 
risks in the Upper Basin. 

Response to comment I45-3 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has the responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to protect human health and the environment. See responses to 
Comment Nos. I54-2 and I295-3. 
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Scudder, Bill, I23, Letter 897121  
 

Response to comment I23-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I23-2 
See response to Comment No. I521-9. 

Response to comment I23-3 
Comment noted. Addressing sewage discharge through improvements to local 
infrastructure is outside the scope of the CERCLA cleanup. There are other EPA 
programs that have in the past provided grants for communities to conduct this 
type of work. 

Response to comment I23-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. Although 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, 
wildlife, fish, and the environment. The No Action Alternative was evaluated as 
part of the recent Final Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) process (EPA, August 
2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene 
River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). However, 
evaluation results indicate the No Action Alternative would not be protective of 
human health and the environment. 
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See, James and Linda, I881, Letter 1365294  
 

Response to comment I881-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I881-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I881-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I881-4 
The Upper Basin Selected Remedy includes an estimated $33.9 million for 
remedy protection work in the Upper Basin. Remedy protection is intended to 
protect the existing human health clean soil barriers (e.g., remediated yards and 
rights-of-way) within Upper Basin communities from tributary flooding and high-
precipitation events. In addition to the remedy protection work, cleanup actions 
that address mine waste contamination within drainage areas accessible for 
recreational use will protect human health and improve surface water quality. 
Common recreational activities in the Coeur d’Alene Basin include hiking, fishing, 
hunting, boating, swimming, and all-terrain-vehicle riding. As noted in the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.2.4, exposure to lead contamination can cause 
elevated blood lead levels. EPA has also found that elevated blood lead levels 
can occur within relatively short exposure periods (such as through recreational 
exposure to contamination located along the SFCDR, on waste piles, etc.). The 
Selected Remedy will provide clean surface soil in contaminated areas and 
reduce particulate lead loading to surface water. In these ways, the Selected 
Remedy will further reduce the risks people may be exposed to during 
recreational activities. Also see response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I881-5 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Sevy, Bob, I64, Letter 1357109  
 

Response to comment I64-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I64-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I64-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I64-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I64-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Sevy, Jacqueline, I200, Letter 1357512  
 

Response to comment I200-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I200-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I200-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I200-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I200-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Sevy, Kell, I201, Letter 1357513  
 

Response to comment I201-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I201-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I201-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I201-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I201-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Shaffer, Theresa, I815, Letter 1365207  
 

Response to comment I815-1 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I815-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Shannon, Keith, I240, Letter 610097-35  
 

Response to comment I240-1 
Work in the Lower Basin is continuing with additional characterization and 
refinement of the Conceptual Site Model and will likely include pilot projects. 
EPA continues to pursue data collection and analysis efforts in the Lower Basin 
to support the future development and evaluation of remedial alternatives. After 
these studies have been completed, EPA expects to select additional cleanup 
actions, subject to public comment, to address contamination issues in the 
Lower Basin. Although the Lower Basin is not included in the Selected Remedy, 
actions in the Upper Basin are expected to improve water quality and reduce the 
movement of contaminated sediments downstream in the Lower Basin. Thus, 
the Upper Basin cleanup is expected to complement cleanup activities in the 
Lower Basin by reducing the flow of contaminated materials and reducing the 
potential for recontamination from the Upper Basin to the Lower Basin. Actions 
in the Lower Basin will be conducted concurrently with Upper Basin cleanups 
depending on recontamination and other factors. 
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Response to comment I240-2 
Regarding funding of the cleanup in the Upper and Lower Basins, see response to 
Comment No. I295-3 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.9. 

Response to comment I240-3 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I240-4 
There are serious risks to human health from heavy metal contamination in the 
Basin. The risks are well documented. EPA has a regulatory responsibility to 
address these risks. Lead is of most concern, especially for young children and 
pregnant women. Though some cleanup has been done, there is more work to 
do to protect people. 

Response to comment I240-5 
Comment noted. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-948 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Shannon, Keith, I753, Letter 618751  
 

Response to comment I753-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As 
described in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous studies 
over the years have documented these risks. The Selected Remedy is expected 
to make significant progress towards addressing these risks. 

Response to comment I753-2 
Regarding the funding of the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 
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Shepard, Mary Lou, I206, Letter 610097-1  
 

Response to comment I206-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I206-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and LC32-2. 
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Response to comment I206-3 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 

Response to comment I206-4 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Regarding the Selected Remedy, see response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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No comments 
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Sheppard, Clyde, I914, Letter 1357099  
 

Response to comment I914-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I914-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Sherman, David, I822, Letter 1365216  
 

Response to comment I822-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Response to comment I822-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While 
significant cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in 
site soil, sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to human 
health and the environment. The levels of contamination significantly exceed 
acceptable state and site-specific water quality standards. Contaminants include 
lead, zinc, cadmium, arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill 
tailings, mine waste rock, and ore concentrates are spread across the Upper 
Basin. There is substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks 
posed. The Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I822-3 
See response I58-1. In addition EPA will use an adaptive management approach 
in implementing the Selected Remedy. Within the context of the Selected 
Remedy, adaptive management simply means that EPA will implement specific 
cleanup actions included in the remedy, monitor the effectiveness of those 
actions to determine whether remedial action objectives are being achieved, and 
make adjustments to future cleanup actions to benefit from the information 
gained through the effectiveness monitoring. These adjustments may also 
include the use of new technologies. If these adjustments require significant 
changes to the Selected Remedy, EPA will prepare a new decision document that 
will be submitted for public comment. 

Response to comment I822-4 
Sufficient information exists to support the Selected Remedy. However, 
insufficient information exists to fully characterize all the specific sources of 
metals contamination that affect the SFCDR, streams, and floodplains in some 
areas of the Upper Basin. The Proposed Plan did not include detailed information 
on site specific designs for this reason. Before the cleanup takes place, many pre-
design activities will take place at specific sites. This pre-design information will 
support site specific designs and broader implementation planning for the site. 
This process is standard at complex Superfund cleanups. Collection of site-
specific pre-design data is a central component of EPA's adaptive management 
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strategy. If the pre-design data indicate that an alternative remedial approach would be 
more appropriate or that no remedial actions are needed due to low site risks, than the 
cleanup plan will be modified to reflect those changes. The implementation process will be 
open and transparent, with regular opportunities for public input, as defined in the ROD 
Amendment. 

Response to comment I822-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I822-6 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I822-7 
The remedy selection process was conducted in a manner consistent with the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required 
by CERCLA. Also see response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I822-8 
Comment noted. EPA is committed to being as responsive as possible to the 
concerns of the community, within the limits of the law. However, EPA is 
charged with addressing unacceptable risks to human health and the 
environment, such as exist in the Upper Basin. The surface water quality 
standards that will be used as cleanup levels for the Selected Remedy are not 
based on Federal standards, but rather site-specific standards developed by the 
State of Idaho, specifically for the South Fork of the Coeur d'Alene River. These 
site-specific standards were developed by consideration of background metals 
levels in the area as well as toxicity to aquatic life. Also see response to 
Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I822-9 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I822-10 
EPA cost estimates for the Selected Remedy include necessary repairs to roads, 
remedy protection features, etc. that occur as a result of implementing and 
maintaining remedies. 
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Response to comment I822-11 
EPA respects the history and historical landmarks of the Silver Valley, and will 
carry out the Selected Remedy consistent with the substantive requirements of 
the National Historic Preservation Act, as indicated in the final ROD Amendment, 
Part 2, Section 13.2 and Table 13-2. 

Response to comment I822-12 
EPA conducted a great deal of community outreach in 2010 related to the 
proposed plan. Many people had expressed concerns about the complexity of 
the plan and the size and readability of the documents. Plus, much information 
was circulating about the plan, some of it factually incorrect. EPA responded 
with an education effort. EPA sought to address common questions, clarify 
issues, provide factual information, and encourage people to review the plan and 
submit comments. EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to 
meaningful community participation throughout the Superfund process in the 
Coeur d’Alene Basin. The input EPA has received has been instrumental in the 
changes made to the Upper Basin cleanup plan since the Proposed Plan was 
issued, resulting in the Selected Remedy. The ongoing involvement of the 
community will be an important part of the cleanup as it moves forward. 

Response to comment I822-13 
EPA is required under CERCLA to address unacceptable risks to human health 
and the environment. Regarding EPA's efforts to be responsive to public opinion, 
see response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I822-14 
Due in part to extensive public concern about the duration and cost of cleanup, 
EPA has decided to significantly reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy by 
prioritizing the remedial actions that were presented as EPA’s Preferred 
Alternative in the Proposed Plan. The Upper Basin Selected Remedy is an interim 
remedy which identifies the priority remedial actions that are expected to 
provide the greatest reduction of contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries 
and protection of in-place human health barriers in local communities. EPA 
reduced the scope of Alternative 3+ in the Preferred Alternative for OU 3 from 
345 to 145 mine and mill sites included in the Selected Remedy. The total 
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estimated cost of the Selected Remedy as presented in the ROD Amendment is $635 
million, a significant reduction from the $1.3 billion estimate for the Preferred Alternative 
identified in the Proposed Plan. 

With help from stakeholders and community members involved in the Basin Commission’s 
Upper Basin PFT, EPA has developed a logical and transparent prioritization process over 
the past two years. EPA used this prioritization process to reduce the scope of the Selected 
Remedy as compared to the Preferred Alternative. A site-by-site review was conducted to 
identify the highest priority sites for remedial action and, thus, those that are included in 
the Selected Remedy. The Upper Basin PFT provided input to assist EPA in prioritizing 
actions to include in the Selected Remedy. This site-by-site review is described in detail in 
the FFS Report (EPA, August 2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of 
the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). Key 
considerations for this review included: (1) prior remedial actions and effectiveness of 
those actions; (2) active land uses; (3) potential human health risks; (4) downstream water 
quality; (5) site-specific data such as location, contaminant concentrations, riparian 
acreage, and erosion potential; and (6) access road requirements. 

EPA conducted a sampling program at 51 of the 348 sites in the Preferred Alternative in the 
summer of 2011 to support the prioritization process. The purpose of the sampling 
program was to gather information and data with which to reduce the number of sites 
included in EPA’s Preferred Alternative in the Upper Basin Proposed Plan. The results of the 
2011 sampling program for selected mine and mill sites in the Upper Basin indicated that 
42 sites of the 51 sites and their associated remedial actions could be removed from those 
included in the Selected Remedy documented in the ROD Amendment for the Upper Basin. 
EPA will continue to evaluate select sites to determine whether the site will be removed 
from further consideration for remedial action or retained for implementation of remedial 
actions as part of the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. 
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Response to comment I822-15 
As described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 14, the Selected Remedy 
has been significantly reduced in scope from that of the Preferred Alternative in 
the Proposed Plan. Consequently, significantly fewer sources in remote areas will 
need to be accessed. Those sources which will need to be accessed in remote 
locations have been determined to be sufficiently significant to require 
remediation. EPA will seek to minimize damage to the environment in accessing 
them. Final details regarding access will be determined during design. 

Response to comment I822-16 
As noted in the ROD Amendment, Section 14, The Selected Remedy contains 
significant changes from EPA’s Preferred Alternative identified in the Upper 
Basin Proposed Plan (EPA, 2010, Proposed Plan, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene 
River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). These 
changes affect the remedial actions included in the Selected Remedy. No 
changes have been made to the remedy protection actions as identified in the 
Proposed Plan. In response to stakeholder and public comments, EPA has 
reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy and focused on prioritized actions 
that will be implemented over about a 30-year time frame. See response to 
Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I822-17 
As it implements the Selected Remedy EPA intends to satisfy State water law as 
required by CERCLA. EPA does not believe implementation of the Selected 
Remedy will interference with any existing water rights. See response to 
Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 
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Response to comment I822-18 
See response to Comment No. I248-1. 

Response to comment I822-19 
Other feasible water treatment options were considered during the Focused 
Feasibility Study (EPA, August 2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper 
Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex 
Superfund Site), including onsite, semi-passive systems rather than centralized 
active treatment. The Selected Remedy includes a combination of both of these 
approaches. The fact that the Central Treatment Plant already exists and would 
only need to be expanded to accommodate additional flows and updated to 
achieve current discharge standards makes it a relatively low cost option for 
treatment of contaminated waters that are located near the projected pipeline 
location. The risks to aquatic life from contaminated surface water are real. 
Approximately 20 miles of the South Fork and 13 miles of its tributaries are 
unable to sustain reproducing fish populations. Some areas are essentially 
devoid of fish and other aquatic life in the area of the mining impacts. Impacted 
species include the native bull trout, which is listed as “threatened” under the 
Endangered Species Act. 

Response to comment I822-20 
There are no planned groundwater collection actions in the Ninemile Creek 
drainage. Groundwater collection actions will be implemented at Woodland Park 
in Canyon Creek, Osburn, and the Box. The groundwater action in the Box will 
require pumping a short distance to the Central Treatment Plant (CTP), as the 
collection drain will be located at an elevation slightly below that of the CTP. 
Groundwater collected from Osburn and Woodland Park will be conveyed via 
gravity pipelines; no pumping will be required. EPA did evaluate building an 
additional active treatment plant in the Woodland Park area (Draft Remedial 
Component Screening for the Woodland Park Area of Canyon Creek, CH2M HILL, 
August 2007). This option was shown to be considerable more expensive than 
building a pipeline to the existing CTP. Some localized treatment plants will be 
built to address adit discharges in more remote locations. However, water 
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sources requiring treatment that are located near the project pipeline location will be 
treated at a lower cost at the CTP. 

Response to comment I822-21 
See response to Comment No. I899-7.  
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No comments 
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Response to comment I822-22 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I822-23 
EPA cost estimates include the cost of operation and maintenance. Regarding 
passive systems, onsite, semi-passive water treatment is one component of the 
Selected Remedy and will be used to treat adit discharges in locations where it is 
the least costly treatment option. This generally applies to more remote sites 
that are located further from Interstate-90, where the main pipeline to the CTP 
will be installed. The term semi-passive is used rather than "passive" because in 
order to maintain effectiveness over time, even passive systems will periodic 
require maintenance. All passive systems will eventually fail if maintenance is 
ceased. The semi-passive technologies included in the Selected Remedy are lime 
addition with settling ponds and sulfate reducing bioreactors. Additional 
information on these technologies can be found in the Focused Feasibility Study. 

Response to comment I822-24 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I822-25 
See response to comment I899-7. 

Response to comment I822-26 
As described in the ROD Amendment, the Selected Remedy is an interim remedy 
of prioritized actions to be implemented over about 30 years. Cost estimates 
have considered the need for long term operation and maintenance of remedial 
facilities as well as their replacement. Future decisions will need to be made 
regarding the continued need for certain facilities as well as additional facilities, 
if warranted. Such decisions will need to consider evolving improvements in 
available technologies over time. 
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Response to comment I822-27 
Regarding issue of a potential "Superfund stigma" see the ROD Amendment, Part 
3, Section 3.10.2. The Upper Basin is large and the contamination is extensive. 
Consequently, it is impossible to predict exactly how the entire Upper Basin 
environmental system will respond to specific cleanup actions. This is why a 
critical component of the Selected Remedy is adaptive management. As cleanup 
actions are implemented, they will be evaluated for their effectiveness and 
future cleanup actions will be adjusted based on lessons learned. Regarding 
impacts to the local economy, see Comment No. I474-1. Regarding the 
relationship between cleanup and mining activities see response to Comment 
No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I822-28 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I58-5. 
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Response to comment I822-29 
Comment noted. EPA respects the history and historical landmarks of the Silver 
Valley and has regularly consulted with both State and Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officers as part of planning for cleanup activities to be 
implemented within the Site. EPA will continue to carry out the Selected Remedy 
consistent with the substantive requirements of the National Historic 
Preservation Act, as indicated in the final ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 13.2 
and Table 13-2. 
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Sherman, David, I899, Letter 619651-34  
 

Response to comment I899-1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to comment I899-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding duration of the Selected Remedy. 
EPA and other agencies have conducted many studies over the years that 
document the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene 
Basin. The primary human health concern in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is excessive 
lead in the blood of young children and pregnant women which can cause 
significant impacts to human health. 

Response to comment I899-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I474-1. 

Response to comment I899-4 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 
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Response to comment I899-5 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduced 
scope of the Selected Remedy compared to the Preferred Alternative in the 
Proposed Plan. 

Response to comment I899-6 
The pipelines that will collect and convey contaminated waters from the Upper 
Basin (outside the Bunker Hill Box) to the CTP for treatment will be simple, 
gravity flow systems. There will not be "lots of moving parts". 
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Response to comment I899-7 
Water collected for treatment will include both contaminated groundwater and 
adit discharges. Early design activities will include modeling or sampling to 
inform planning for future water treatment actions, including suitability for 
treatment at the CTP or onsite using semi-passive technologies. Through ongoing 
adaptive management and the CERCLA Five-Year Review process, EPA 
anticipates using the information gained to make adjustments to 
implementation plans and to evaluate and implement new technologies where 
appropriate.  

The use of in situ alkaline permeable reactive barriers (PRB) was specifically 
evaluated by EPA during the Focused Feasibility Study (in Appendix F of EPA, 
2012, Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene 
River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site) and a typical 
conceptual design was developed for this technology. At this time, there are no 
sites where the technology is planned for implementation. However, as 
additional site data are collected, sites where in situ PRBs could be used may be 
identified. One the primary limitations for use of the technology at the Bunker 
Hill Superfund Site is the relatively high rate of groundwater flow in most areas. 
High groundwater velocities require thick PRBs for sufficient hydraulic retention 
times and effective treatment. The thicker the PRB, the higher the cost. 
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Sherman, David, I221, Letter 610097-16 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I221-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I221-2 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of our work. Most importantly, we have encouraged the 
public to provide comments and input on remedy selection. EPA has provided a 
wide range of opportunities for community participation in selection of a remedy 
for the Upper Basin. Since late 2008, EPA has hosted and/or attended about 75 
meetings to share information and gather input about development of the 
Focused Feasibility Study Report and Proposed Plan. EPA has engaged local 
residents, elected officials, community groups, and many other stakeholders in 
the decision process. This outreach includes working with the Basin Commission, 
its Technical Leadership Group (TLG), and the Citizens’ Coordinating Council 
(CCC). EPA also submitted drafts of the Focused Feasibility Study Report to 
stakeholders and the Basin Commission for review and comment to assist EPA in 
preparing a final report. Based on requests from the public after the Proposed 
Plan was issued, the comment period was extended 90 additional days, for a 
total of 135 days for comment on the Proposed Plan and Draft Final Focused 
Feasibility Study Report. During the comment period, EPA held three informal 
open houses, hosted a formal public comment meeting that was transcribed, 
attended numerous community meetings, and hosted a public tour of some of 
the sites included in the Proposed Plan. EPA also participated in U. S. Senator 
Crapo’s Town Hall meeting in Kellogg and the Wallace Town Hall meeting 
sponsored by the Upper Basin mayors. 
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Response to comment I221-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I221-4 
See response to Comment No. I822-14. 
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Response to comment I221-5 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 

Response to comment I221-6 
See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD Amendment, Part 3, Section 
3.7.4. 

Response to comment I221-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 
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No comments 
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Shiner, Cliff, I502, Letter 1308957  
 

Response to comment I502-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I502-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I502-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Shiplett, Susan, I878, Letter 1395029  
 

Response to comment I878-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I878-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I878-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and SA4-11. 

Response to comment I878-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Shody, Andrea, I193, Letter 1357505  
 

Response to comment I193-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I193-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I193-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I193-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I193-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I193-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I193-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I193-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Sholey, Neil, I478, Letter 1308933  
 

Response to comment I478-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I478-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I478-3 
The remediation in the Upper Basin will be conducted in a careful manner that 
seeks to minimize both contamination resulting from the activities and 
recontamination of remediated areas. The construction details will be worked 
out in the design phase of the cleanup activities. Regarding the implementation 
of the Selected Remedy, see the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 12.3. 
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Response to comment I478-4 
Comment noted. All EPA and IDEQ contractors are required to meet the 
substantive portions of local, state and federal regulations, including those 
pertaining to transportation. 

Response to comment I478-5 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of its work. Most importantly, EPA has encouraged the public 
to provide comments and input on selection of the remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3 
and, most recently, the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. During the 
Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) for the Upper Basin, EPA met regularly with the 
Basin Environmental Improvement Project Commission’s (the Basin 
Commission’s) Upper Basin Project Focus Team (PFT), a group focused on 
technical issues related to cleanup and primarily composed of interested citizens 
and representatives from the State of Idaho, Shoshone County, the U.S. Bureau 
of Land Management, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest Service, 
the Coeur d’Alene and Spokane Tribes, and the State of Washington. Additional 
stakeholders participated in some of these meetings, including mining industry 
representatives. Together, EPA and the Upper Basin PFT developed the remedial 
alternatives that were subsequently evaluated in the Draft Final FFS Report 
(CH2M HILL, 2010, Draft Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of 
the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund 
Site). Numerous variations on these alternatives were carefully considered and 
screened by the PFT prior to development of the final alternatives. EPA has 
continued to work closely with the PFT during development of the Selected 
Remedy for the Upper Basin and associated implementation planning. The PFT 
was particularly instrumental in helping prioritize actions, including remedy 
protection actions, to include in the Selected Remedy. The PFT continues to work 
with EPA on implementation planning for the remedy. In addition to its meetings 
with the Upper Basin PFT, EPA has provided a wide range of opportunities for 
community participation in the selection of a remedy for the Upper Basin. Since 
late 2008, EPA has hosted and/or attended about 60 meetings to share 
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information and gather input for development of the FFS Report and the Proposed Plan 
(EPA, 2010, Proposed Plan, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, Bunker Hill Mining and 
Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). EPA has engaged local residents, elected officials, 
community groups, and many other stakeholders in the decisionmaking process. This 
outreach has included working with the Basin Commission, its Technical Leadership Group 
(TLG), and the Citizens’ Coordinating Council (CCC). EPA also submitted drafts of the Draft 
Final FFS Report to stakeholders and the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT for review 
and comment to assist EPA in preparing a final report. 

Response to comment I478-6 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Sholey, Neil, I79, Letter 1357124  
 

Response to comment I79-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I79-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I79-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I79-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I79-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Shooter, Deanna, I757, Letter 618755 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I757-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Shupp, Linda, I252, Letter 610097-47 

 

 

 

Response to comment I252-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 

Response to comment I252-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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No comments 
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Sienko, David, I758, Letter 618756  
 

Response to comment I758-1 
The remedy selection process was conducted in a manner consistent with the 
National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as required 
by CERCLA. Furthermore, as described in the ROD Amendment, Part 2, Section 
14.1, Active Facility sites were not included in the Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I758-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I758-3 
The commenter contention is mistaken. EPA has exercised the decision-making 
that CERCLA and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan provides. Consistent with its national practices, EPA has been 
assisted by contractors, including CH2M Hill, as it evaluated the nature and 
extent of contamination in the Upper Basin as well remedial approaches for 
addressing such contamination. Throughout this process EPA has appropriately 
managed CH2M Hill's work effort and product. EPA further notes that the 
commenter is in-house counsel for a potentially responsible party to whom EPA 
provided documentation of the response costs it incurred through its contract 
with CH2M Hill. In addition, such information has been provided to the public as 
requested and to the extent that it did not reveal confidential business 
information. 
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Response to comment I758-4 
Comment noted. 
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Sisk, Carol, I820, Letter 1365212  
 

Response to comment I820-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to addressing these unacceptable risks . 

Response to comment I820-2 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I820-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I820-4 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I820-5 
EPA is conducting the cleanup because it has a responsibility under the 
Superfund law to take actions to protect people's health and the environment. 
See response 154-2. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Response to comment I820-6 
Comment noted. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Slack, Ted, I214, Letter 610097-9 

 

 

 

Response to comment I214-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Slott, Barbara, I759, Letter 618757 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I759-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I759-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I759-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Slusher, Ed, I760, Letter 618758  
 

Response to comment I760-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. As 
described in the FFS, Proposed Plan and ROD Amendment, numerous studies 
over the years have documented these risks. The Selected Remedy is expected 
to make significant progress towards addressing these risks. Regarding the 
funding of the cleanup, see response to Comment No. I295-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-997 

Smith, Arthur, I908, Letter 616327 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I908-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Smith, Halibut, I246, Letter 610097-41  
 

Response to comment I246-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Smith, Arthur, I134, Letter 1357182  
 

Response to comment I134-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I134-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I134-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I134-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I134-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Smith, D., I486, Letter 1308941  
 

Response to comment I486-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I486-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I486-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Smith, Louise, I294, Letter 614424 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I294-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I294-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I294-3 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I294-4 
Comment noted. 
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Smith, Richard, I761, Letter 618759 

 

 

 

Response to comment I761-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I761-2 
EPA's goal is to complete clean up of yards within a given area on a similar 
timeframe. However properties with children and pregnant women remain a 
priority and are cleanup sooner than lower priority properties. 
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Sobering, Gordon, I762, Letter 618760 

 

 

 

Response to comment I762-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Solum, Janice, I874, Letter 1395025  
 

Response to comment I874-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-12 regarding EPA's cost estimate. See 
response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding EPA's plans for implementing the 
Selected Remedy. 

Response to comment I874-2 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I874-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I874-4 
See response to Comment No. LC37-9. 

Response to comment I874-5 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Solum, Janice, I163, Letter 1357299  
 

Response to comment I163-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I163-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I163-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I163-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I163-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I163-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I163-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I163-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Specht, Patrick R., I865, Letter 1365269  
 

Response to comment I865-1 
Thank you for your comments. 

Response to comment I865-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I865-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-12. 

Response to comment I865-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 

Response to comment I865-5 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Response to comment I865-6 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I865-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I295-1. 

Response to comment I865-8 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to protect human health and the environment. CERCLA specifically 
provides EPA with authority to address risks posed by contaminated surface 
water and groundwater. EPA's decision making process has been a careful and 
collaborative effort, which included input from state and local governments, 
tribes, other federal agencies, the Basin Commission, and the public. See 
response to Comment No. SA4-12 regarding water rights. 

Response to comment I865-9 
With regard to the 10-year plan, see response to Comment No. I474-2. With 
regard to cost, see response to Comment No. I58-2. With regard to the National 
Academy of Sciences (National Academy of Sciences, 2005, 
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/), their report’s conclusions and 
recommendations cover the remedial investigation, human health risk 
assessment, and ecological risk assessment of the Coeur d’Alene Basin, and 
remediation objectives and approaches. Many of the recommendations relate to 
EPA’s approach to protection of the environment presented in the 2002 ROD for 
OU 3 (EPA, 2002; www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf) and 
the 2001 Feasibility Study (FS) Report (EPA, October 2001, Final [Revision 2] 
Feasibility Study Report, Coeur d’Alene Basin Remedial Investigation/Feasibility 
Study). The NAS review validated much of the 2002 ROD for OU 3, and the 
recommendations for areas of improvement primarily focused on ecological 
protection. EPA carefully considered the NAS report and its recommendations, 
and conducted studies and evaluations to address the major recommendations. 
The results of those efforts are reflected in the actions identified in the Upper 
Basin Selected Remedy. EPA believes the Selected Remedy presented in the ROD 
Amendment addresses the NAS report’s recommendations, while recognizing 
EPA’s statutory obligations under CERCLA. Since the ROD for OU 3 was issued in 

http://www.epa.gov/superfund/accomp/coeur/�
http://www.epa.gov/superfund/sites/rods/fulltext/r1002032.pdf�
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2002 and the NAS report in 2005, EPA has continued to collect environmental data and 
conduct studies throughout the Coeur d’Alene Basin, particularly in the Upper Basin. The 
additional data and studies have improved EPA’s understanding of the Upper Basin, and 
enabled EPA to address key NAS recommendations involving the fate and transport of 
dissolved metals in the subsurface; the role that groundwater plays in contaminant loading 
to surface water; approaches to groundwater treatment; the development of predictive 
tools to assess the effectiveness of remedial actions; evaluation of the SFCDR Watershed as 
a whole, including the Bunker Hill Box; and improving the use of the adaptive management 
approach. 
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Spencer, Vanetta, I268, Letter 616015-32 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I268-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I268-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I268-3 
Comment noted. 
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Spencer, Vinetta, I225, Letter 610097-20  
 

No comments 
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Response to comment I225-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I225-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I225-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Spencer, Vinetta Ruth, I425, Letter 616329  
 

Response to comment I425-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Spencer, Vinetta Ruth, I20, Letter 896744  
 

Response to comment I20-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I 295-1, I295-2, and I58-1. 

Response to comment I20-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Spurgin, Michael, I763, Letter 618761 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I763-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I763-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I763-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Stagmo, Dan, I124, Letter 1357172  
 

Response to comment I124-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I124-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I124-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I124-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I124-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Stanley, Leslee, I895, Letter 619651-28  
 

Response to comment I895-1 
EPA is not aware of any Federal Court decisions suggesting or determining that 
CERCA's remedy selection process violates the 10th Amendment. See response 
to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I895-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Response to comment I895-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I895-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and LC32-2. 

Response to comment I895-5 
EPA is committed to working with the mining industry and Silver Valley 
businesses and landowners to conduct the cleanup in ways that are consistent 
with the current and future land uses desired by the community. See response to 
Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I895-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 and LJ39-5. 
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Response to comment I895-7 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 
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Stanley, Leslee, I827, Letter 1365222  
 

Response to comment I827-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I827-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I474-1 and I58-1. 

Response to comment I827-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I827-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and 1295-2. 

Response to comment I827-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I295-2. 
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Stanley, Leslee, I765, Letter 618763 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I765-1 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I765-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I765-3 
Regarding human health risks see response to Comment No. I295-1. Regarding 
the anticipated effects of the cleanup on the local economy, see response to 
Comment No.I474-1. Development of the Selected Remedy was collaborative 
process with the community as described in the response to Comment No. I295-
2. 

Response to comment I765-4 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of its work. The ongoing involvement of the community will 
be an important part of the cleanup as it moves forward. EPA, as a federal 
agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is dedicated to its 
mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the environment, even if 
our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously and always considers 
the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA may, at times, make 
decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not mean that the 
agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding public input. In 
these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen information 
which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this cleanup plan, EPA 
has made many significant changes in response to public comments. See 
response to Comment No. LJ11-2. 
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Stein, Sydney, I242, Letter 610097-37  
 

Response to comment I242-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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No comments 
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Stempf, Debbie, I445, Letter 898784  
 

Response to comment I445-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Stepro, Dale, I501, Letter 1308956  
 

Response to comment I501-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I501-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I501-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Storjohann, Andrea, I440, Letter 898779  
 

Response to comment I440-1 
See response to Comments No. 1295-1 and LJ39-5. 

Response to comment I440-2 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 
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Stover, Bob, I25, Letter 1357069  
 

Response to comment I25-1 
The comment raises multiple issues, which have been addressed in previous 
comment responses as follows: 

• 50-90 year implementation timeline – see response to Comment No. I58-1.  
• Cost of the Selected Remedy – see response to Comment No. I58-2.  
• Reduction of the amount of water in the Coeur d’Alene River – see response 

to Comment No. I54-8. 
• Implementation timeline – see response to Comment No. I58-1.  
• Selected Remedy costs – see response to Comment No. I58-2. 
• Reduction in river flow – see responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and I54-9. 
• Mining jobs – see response to Comment No. I58-5. 
• Repositories – see response to Comment No. I54-3.  
• Adaptive management and public input – see response to Comment No. 

I54-7. 

The one issue not addressed in other comments is the need for remedial actions 
in the Lower Basin and the Box. The Selected Remedy includes remedial actions 
in the Bunker Hill Box (OU 2), as described in Section 12 of the ROD Amendment. 
The Lower Basin is not within the scope of the Selected Remedy, although the 
Upper Basin cleanup will result in improved water quality downstream in the 
Lower Basin. EPA is continuing to pursue data collection and analysis efforts in 
the Lower Basin to provide decisionmakers with an improved understanding of 
the Lower Basin and to support evaluations of specific remedial alternatives. 
After these efforts have been completed, EPA will prepare a Lower Basin 
Proposed Plan, subject to public comment, and a subsequent ROD Amendment 
to select a remedy for the Lower Basin. 

Response to comment I25-2 
Based on requests from the public after the Proposed Plan was issued, the 
comment period was extended 90 days for a total comment period of 135 days 
(from July 12 to November 23, 2010). 
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Response to comment I25-3 

See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I25-4 

EPA has provided considerable opportunities for public input over time. A long-term 
Selected Remedy does not mean an end to public involvement; the public will have 
continuing opportunities to comment on how the cleanup is being implemented. EPA has 
committed to implement remedial actions in the Upper Basin through the Basin 
Environmental Improvement Project Commission (Basin Commission) process. Each year 
since the establishment of the Basin Commission and issuance of the OU 3 ROD in 2002, 
EPA has provided a summary of CERCLA-related activities for the one- and five-year work 
plans prepared by the Commission that summarize planned Basin-related activities. The 
one-year work plans establish and maintain the sequencing of activities that will be needed 
to complete the goals and objectives of the five-year plan. The Basin Commission Work 
Plans focus on general areas of work and do not go into project-specific detail. Per Basin 
Commission protocol, EPA’s work plans are reviewed by the Commission’s TLG and CCC, 
the Executive Director, and any other citizens who may wish to review and comment.  

With the issuance of this Upper Basin ROD Amendment, EPA’s one- and five-year work 
plans to the Basin Commission will be expanded to include the actions in the Selected 
Remedy for the Upper Basin.  

In addition to EPA’s more general Basin Commission Work Plans, EPA will also prepare 
annual Implementation Plans in collaboration with the Upper Basin PFT and other 
stakeholders. These Plans will summarize each year’s planned cleanup activities in addition 
to the priority projects identified by the PFT.  

EPA will work with the Basin Commission to develop the Implementation Plans, and the 
public will have opportunities to provide input.  

If, in the future, changes to the Selected Remedy are significant, EPA will provide 
opportunities for public participation consistent with the requirements of Section 113(k) of 
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act and 40 Code 
of Federal Regulations Section 300.435(c) of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances 
Pollution Contingency Plan. Depending on the significance of the changes in cleanup 
approach, there may be additional opportunities for public input.  

Response to comment I25-5 

See response to Comment No. I54-5. 

Response to comment I25-6 

See responses to Comment Nos. I54-8 and I54-9. 

Response to comment I25-7 

The Proposed Plan described how remedial actions included in the cleanup plan 
will be prioritized and carried out. The ROD Amendment clarifies and provides 
more details of the implementation approach for the Selected Remedy. With 
help from stakeholders and community members involved in the Basin 
Commission’s Upper Basin PFT, EPA has developed a logical and transparent 
prioritization process over the past two years.  

EPA has significantly reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy from the 
Preferred Alternative. EPA conducted a site-by-site review to identify the highest 
priority sites for remedial action and thus those that are included in the Selected 
Remedy. Remedial actions in the Box have remained a priority for 
implementation throughout this process. The PFT provided input to assist EPA in 
prioritizing actions in the Upper Basin to include in the Selected Remedy. This 
site-by-site review is described in detail in the FFS Report (EPA, August 2012, 
Final Focused Feasibility Study Report, Upper Basin of the Coeur d’Alene River, 
Bunker Hill Mining and Metallurgical Complex Superfund Site). Key 
considerations for this review included: (1) prior remedial actions and 
effectiveness of those actions, (2) active land uses, (3) potential human health 
risks, (4) downstream water quality, (5) site-specific data such as location, 
contaminant concentrations1

Response to comment I25-8 

, riparian acreage, and erosion potential, and (6) 
access road requirements. 

See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I25-9 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

                                                                 
1 The review of site-specific contaminant concentrations included data collected 
following the publication of the Proposed Plan in the summer of 2011 at select 
source sites in the Upper Basin. The results of this sampling effort are 
documented in the FFS Report (EPA, 2012).  
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Suitter, Dwight, I56, Letter 1357101  
 

Response to comment I56-1 
EPA will continue to monitor surface water and groundwater in the Upper Basin 
per the Basin Environmental Monitoring Plan (BEMP). Additional sampling will 
occur at site-specific locations to aid in remedial design and implementation of 
cleanup actions. 

Response to comment I56-2 
There are no cleanup actions in the Two Mile Creek watershed included in the 
Selected Remedy. However, this drainage, along with all others within the Upper 
Basin, will continue to be monitored and evaluated as part of the Five-Year 
Review process and if necessary to achieve Remedial Action Objectives, 
additional actions can be selected in future decision documents. 

Response to comment I56-3 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I56-4 
The commenter appears to be referring to the East Mission Flats repository and 
the potential for other regional repositories to be constructed within the 
floodplain. See response to Comment No. LC21-9. 
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Sullivan, Eva, I212, Letter 610097-7  
 

Response to comment I212-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I212-2 
See response to Comment I58-2. 

Response to comment I212-3 
See response to Comment No. LC32-2. 
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No comments 
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Sullivan, Ron, I481, Letter 1308936  
 

Response to comment I481-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I481-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I481-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Sullivan, Row, I132, Letter 1357180  
 

Response to comment I132-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I132-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I132-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I132-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I132-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Summerkamp, Mike, I859, Letter 1365257 

 

 

Response to comment I859-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I859-2 
See responses to Comments Nos. I474-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I859-3 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I859-4 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Summerkamp, Mike, I184, Letter 1357477  
 

Response to comment I184-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I184-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I184-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I184-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I184-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I184-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I184-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I184-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I184-9 
See response to Comment No. 154-6. 
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Swick, William, I426, Letter 616330  
 

Response to comment I426-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I426-2 
Comment noted and appreciated. 

Response to comment I426-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-2 regarding the Hecla 10-Year Plan, which is 
the same plan advocated by Citizens for a Prosperous Silver Valley. 

Response to comment I426-4 
EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to make sound scientific decisions. EPA is 
dedicated to its mission and mandate to protect people’s health and the 
environment, even if our actions are unpopular. EPA takes public input seriously 
and always considers the information and comments provided by citizens. EPA 
may, at times, make decisions that some people do not agree with. This does not 
mean that the agency is not listening to concerns or is carelessly disregarding 
public input. In these instances, the agency is listening but has not heard or seen 
information which would cause a change in conclusions. In the case of this 
cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant changes in response to public 
comments. The Upper Basin ROD Amendment describes that actions are needed 
to reduce risks to human health and the environment, based on investigations 
and monitoring data collected over many years. Ongoing EPA communications 
through many channels have focused on explaining the contamination problem, 
its risks, and possible cleanup actions. "Local folks" do have important 
perspectives and information to contribute, and the agency has directly involved 
communities and other stakeholders in development of the remedy. 
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Taruscio, Blake, I805, Letter 619571 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I805-1 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Taylor, Chris, I766, Letter 618764 

 

 

 

Response to comment I766-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Terteling, Tom, I768, Letter 618766  
 

Response to comment I768-1 
These comments are nearly identical to comment Document I643. Please see 
responses to Document I643. 
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No comments 
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No comments 
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Tester, Eric, I503, Letter 1308958  
 

Response to comment I503-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I503-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I503-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Thayn, Steven, I790, Letter 1308977  
 

Response to comment I790-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I790-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-2 and I527-1. 

Response to comment I790-3 
CERCLA does not provide EPA with the authority to address general educational 
needs. The Selected Remedy is intended to address mine waste contamination 
and EPA's highest priority is the protection of human health, including the 
sensitive population, children under the age of 7 years. Also see response to 
Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I790-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I790-5 
EPA disagrees with the comment. Implementation of the Selected Remedy will 
not restrict private property rights in violation of law or the U.S. Constitution. 
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Fagerness, Douglas, I607, Letter 617790 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I607-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I607-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I607-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Theisen, Aaron, I340, Letter 614470 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I340-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I340-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Thielman, Dorothy, I801, Letter 1365189  
 

Response to comment I801-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, and I58-2. 

Response to comment I801-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I801-3 
See response to comment I474-1. 

Response to comment I801-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I801-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 

Response to comment I801-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. LJ39-5 and I295-3. 
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Response to comment I801-7 
As it implements the Selected Remedy EPA intends to satisfy State water law as 
required by CERCLA. See response to Comment No. SA4-12 and the ROD 
Amendment, Part 3, Section 3.7.4. 

Response to comment I801-8 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the reduction in scope of the ROD 
Amendment compared to the Preferred Alternative identified in the Proposed 
Plan. See response to Comment No. I54-3 regarding repositories. 

Response to comment I801-9 
See response to Comment No. LJ27-8. 

Response to comment I801-10 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Thomas, Josh, I71, Letter 1357116  
 

Response to comment I71-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I71-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I71-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I71-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I71-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Thomas, Steven, I427, Letter 616331 

 

 

 

Response to comment I427-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I427-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and LC32-2. 
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Thomason, Chris, I62, Letter 1357107  
 

Response to comment I62-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I62-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I62-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I62-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I62-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Thompson, Dan, I219, Letter 610097-14  

No comments 
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Response to comment I219-1 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address unacceptable risks 
to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. 
Protecting human health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Basin, there is still contamination in site soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses unacceptable risks to 
human health and the environment. Contaminants include lead, zinc, cadmium, 
arsenic, and other metals. Millions of tons of old mill tailings, mine waste rock, 
and ore concentrates are spread across areas of the Upper Basin. There is 
substantial documentation of the contamination levels and risks posed. The 
Upper Basin cleanup is essential to reducing these risks. 

Response to comment I219-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 
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No comments 
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Thompson, Dan, I265, Letter 616015-29 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I265-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I265-2 
EPA and other agencies have conducted many studies over the years that 
document the human health risks posed by contamination in the Coeur d’Alene 
Basin. The primary human health concern in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is excessive 
lead in the blood of young children and pregnant women. Also, see response to 
Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I265-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Thompson, Dan, I903, Letter 619651-38  
 

Response to comment I903-1 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to protect people's health and the environment. See response to 
Comment No. I58-5. 
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Response to comment I903-2 
See responses to Comments No. LJ39-5 and I58-5. 
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Thompson, Thomas, I769, Letter 618767 

 

 

 

Response to comment I769-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I769-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5 
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Thotson, Dorthy, I145, Letter 1357281  
 

Response to comment I145-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I145-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I145-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I145-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I145-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I145-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I145-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I145-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Thulom, John, I48, Letter 1357092  
 

Response to comment I48-1 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Thurston, John, I770, Letter 618768 

 

 

 

Response to comment I770-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Thurston, Karen, I771, Letter 618769 

 

 

 

Response to comment I771-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Todd, Margie, I239, Letter 610097-34  
 

Response to comment I239-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 
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Response to comment I239-2 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities. 
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Toews, Trevor, I772, Letter 618770 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I772-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I772-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2 and I58-5. 
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Torkelson, Shirley C, I812, Letter 1365204  
 

Response to comment I812-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Torline, Janet, I428, Letter 616332 

 

 

 

Response to comment I428-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I428-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I428-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Tracy, Greg, I429, Letter 616333 

 

 

 

 

Response to comment I429-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Traxler, Fred, I773, Letter 618771  
 

Response to comment I773-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I773-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I773-3 
See response to Comment No. LC37-9. The Selected Remedy includes upgrade 
and expansion of the CTP. The CTP currently operates under an expired NPDES 
permit. Upon design of CTP expansion and upgrades, a new NPDES permit will be 
developed and revised discharge limits will be established that are consistent 
with current water quality standards and requirements for other dischargers to 
the SFCDR. 

Response to comment I773-4 
See response to Comment No. I54-5 regarding remedy protection actions 
included in the Selected Remedy. See response to Comment LJ36-3 regarding 
large-scale flooding concerns in the Coeur d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I773-5 
The Selected Remedy includes estimated costs for constructing roads to access 
sites and to repair damage to existing roads due to cleanup activities. The RODs 
for OUs 1, 2, and 3 address cleanup of rights-of-way (ROWs) in the Bunker Hill 
Box and the Coeur d’Alene Basin, as appropriate, to respond to risks to human 
health. The RODs allow ROWs to be cleaned up such that they provide barriers to 
underlying metals contamination. Many ROWs have been cleaned up as 
residential and commercial properties have been remediated in Box and Basin 
communities. However, EPA and IDEQ recognize that some pre-existing paved 
roadways may not provide adequate long-term barriers to underlying 
contaminated material, and that local and state entities are responsible for the 
long-term road development and maintenance efforts. As a result, the agencies 
are developing an approach under the existing RODs to address this issue 
collaboratively with local, county, and state entities responsible for providing 
and maintaining roadways in their communities. The objective of this effort is to 
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develop and implement a strategy that ensures the long-term effectiveness of barriers 
installed in ROWs, and also aligns with the transportation and maintenance needs of the 
Box and Basin communities. 

Response to comment I773-6 
The Selected Remedy includes upgrades to the CTP that will allow the plant to operate 
more efficiently and more reliably and in consistent compliance with discharge 
requirements. The French drains included in the Selected Remedy in OU 2 are specifically 
designed to address contaminated groundwater and seeps emanating from the CIA. 
Further, following receipt of comments on the Proposed Plan and following further 
evaluation by EPA, the scope of the Selected Remedy has been significantly reduced such 
that only sites with more significant contamination are included. See response to Comment 
No. I822-14. 

Response to comment I773-7 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I822-14. 

Response to comment I773-8 
See response to Comment No. I58-1 regarding the duration of the Selected Remedy. See 
response to Comment No. LJ11-2 regarding public input and EPA's adaptive management 
approach. 
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Trumbull, Roger, I90, Letter 1357135  
 

Response to comment I90-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-5 and I54-2. 

Response to comment I90-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I90-3 
See response to Comment No. LC33-8. 
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Response to comment I90-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. EPA remains committed to meaningful 
public engagement throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d'Alene 
Basin. 
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Turner, Jeanette, I774, Letter 618773 

 

 

 

Response to comment I774-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I808, Letter 1365198  
 

Response to comment I808-1 
Comment noted. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I861, Letter 1365262  
 

Response to comment I861-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-2. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I862, Letter 1365264  
 

Response to comment I862-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-1. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I877, Letter 1395028 

 

 

Response to comment I877-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, LJ11-2, and I295-2. 

Response to comment I877-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I451, Letter 1308453  
 

Response to comment I451-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I451-2 
Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take 
actions to ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned 
up to protect human health and the environment, and to communicate this 
cleanup to the public. With regard to funding see response to Comment No. 
I295-3. 

Response to comment I451-3 
Comment noted. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I491, Letter 1308946  
 

Response to comment I491-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I491-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I491-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I492, Letter 1308947  
 

Response to comment I492-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I492-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I492-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I493, Letter 1308948  
 

Response to comment I493-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I493-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I493-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I494, Letter 1308949  
 

Response to comment I494-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I494-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I494-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I495, Letter 1308950  
 

Response to comment I495-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I495-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I495-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I496, Letter 1308951  
 

Response to comment I496-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I496-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I496-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I505, Letter 1308960  
 

Response to comment I505-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I505-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I505-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1085 

Unknown, Unknown, I39, Letter 1357083  
 

Response to comment I39-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I39-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I39-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I39-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I39-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I39-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I39-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I39-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I39-9 
Comment noted. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I40, Letter 1357084  
 

Response to comment I40-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I40-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I40-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I40-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I40-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I40-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I40-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I40-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I40-9 
Comment noted. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I41, Letter 1357085  
 

Response to comment I41-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I41-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I41-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I41-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I41-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I41-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I41-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I41-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I52, Letter 1357096  
 

Response to comment I52-1 
Comment noted. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I66, Letter 1357111  
 

Response to comment I66-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I66-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I66-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I66-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I66-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I72, Letter 1357117  
 

Response to comment I72-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I72-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I72-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I72-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I72-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1091 

Unknown, Unknown, I73, Letter 1357118  
 

Response to comment I73-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I73-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I73-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I73-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I73-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1092 

Unknown, Unknown, I86, Letter 1357131  
 

Response to comment I86-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I86-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I86-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I86-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I86-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I104, Letter 1357151  
 

Response to comment I104-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I104-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I104-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I104-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I104-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I106, Letter 1357153  
 

Response to comment I106-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I106-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I106-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I106-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I106-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I108, Letter 1357155  
 

Response to comment I108-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I108-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I108-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I108-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I108-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I109, Letter 1357156  
 

Response to comment I109-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I109-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I109-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I109-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I109-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I111, Letter 1357158  
 

Response to comment I111-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I111-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I111-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I111-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I111-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I112, Letter 1357159  
 

Response to comment I112-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I112-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I112-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I112-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I112-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1099 

Unknown, Unknown, I113, Letter 1357160  
 

Response to comment I113-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I113-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I113-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I113-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I113-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I119, Letter 1357167  
 

Response to comment I119-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I119-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I119-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I119-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I119-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I120, Letter 1357168  
 

Response to comment I120-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I120-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I120-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I120-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I120-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I128, Letter 1357176  
 

Response to comment I128-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I128-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I128-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I128-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I128-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I129, Letter 1357177  
 

Response to comment I129-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I129-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I129-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I129-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I129-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I130, Letter 1357178  
 

Response to comment I130-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I130-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I130-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I130-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I130-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I131, Letter 1357179  
 

Response to comment I131-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I131-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I131-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I131-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I131-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1106 

Unknown, Unknown, I133, Letter 1357181  
 

Response to comment I133-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I133-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I133-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I133-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I133-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I135, Letter 1357183  
 

Response to comment I135-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I135-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I135-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I135-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I135-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I138, Letter 1357186  
 

Response to comment I138-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I138-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I138-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I138-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I138-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I151, Letter 1357287  
 

Response to comment I151-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I151-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I151-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I151-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I151-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I151-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I151-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I151-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I152, Letter 1357288  
 

Response to comment I152-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I152-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I152-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I152-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I152-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I152-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I152-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I152-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I153, Letter 1357289  
 

Response to comment I153-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I153-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I153-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I153-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I153-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I153-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I153-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I153-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1112 

Unknown, Unknown, I154, Letter 1357290  
 

Response to comment I154-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I154-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I154-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I154-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I154-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I154-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I154-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I154-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I157, Letter 1357293  
 

Response to comment I157-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I157-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I157-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I157-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I157-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I157-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I157-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I157-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I168, Letter 1357304  
 

Response to comment I168-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I168-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I168-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I168-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I168-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I173, Letter 1357366  
 

Response to comment I173-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I173-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I173-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I173-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I173-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I173-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I173-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I173-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I182, Letter 1357405  
 

Response to comment I182-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I182-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I182-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I182-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I182-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I182-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I182-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I182-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I186, Letter 1357498  
 

Response to comment I186-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I186-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I186-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I186-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I186-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I186-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I186-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I186-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I187, Letter 1357499  
 

Response to comment I187-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I187-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I187-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I187-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I187-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I187-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I187-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I187-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I189, Letter 1357501  
 

Response to comment I189-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I189-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I189-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I189-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I189-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I189-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I189-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I189-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I190, Letter 1357502  
 

Response to comment I190-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I190-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I190-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I190-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I190-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I190-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I190-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I190-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

Response to comment I190-9 
See responses to Comment Nos. I295-1 and I295-2. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I191 Letter 1357503  
 

Response to comment I191-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I191-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I191-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I191-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I191-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I191-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I191-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I191-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I192, Letter 1357504  
 

Response to comment I192-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I192-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I192-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I192-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I192-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I192-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I192-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I192-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I195, Letter 1357507  
 

Response to comment I195-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I195-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I195-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I195-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I195-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I195-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I195-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I195-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I197, Letter 1357509  
 

Response to comment I197-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I197-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I197-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I197-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I197-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I197-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I197-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I197-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1125 

Unknown, Unknown, I519, Letter 1357641  
 

Response to comment I519-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I519-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I519-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I519-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I519-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I519-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I519-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I519-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I792, Letter 1365170  
 

Response to comment I792-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I792-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I792-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I795, Letter 1365173  
 

Response to comment I795-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I795-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I795-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Unknown, Unknown, I799, Letter 1365187  
 

Response to comment I799-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I799-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I799-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Valentine, Tom, I430, Letter 616334 

 

 

 

Response to comment I430-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I430-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1, and the ROD Amendment, Part 2 Section 
12.3 regarding the implementation of the Selected Remedy. 
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Valerie, Rick, I122, Letter 1357170  
 

Response to comment I122-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I122-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I122-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I122-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I122-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Valerio, Katlyn, I285, Letter 616015-50  
 

Response to comment I285-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I285-2 
Regarding health effects in the Basin, see response to Comment No. I295-1. As to 
mining and the cleanup, see response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Valerio, Katlyn, I82, Letter 1357127  
 

Response to comment I82-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I82-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I82-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I82-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I82-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Valerio, Rick, I490, Letter 1308945  
 

Response to comment I490-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. 

Response to comment I490-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I490-3 
See response to Comment No. I474-3. 
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Van Brooke, Bruce, I231, Letter 610097-26  
 

Response to comment I231-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Vanmiddlesworth, Julie, LC23, Letter 618775 

 

 

 

Response to comment LC23-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment LC23-2 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-4 and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment LC23-3 
Thank you for your comment. In situ permeable reactive barriers (other than 
apatite) have been considered and will continue to be considered through the 
adaptive management process and as new technologies come to light. See 
response to Comment No. I899-7. 

Response to comment LC23-4 
Work in the Lower Basin is continuing with additional characterization and 
refinement of the Conceptual Site Model and will likely include pilot projects. 
EPA continues to pursue data collection and analysis efforts in the Lower Basin 
to support the future development and evaluation of remedial alternatives. After 
these studies have been completed, EPA expects to select additional cleanup 
actions, subject to public comment, to address contamination issues in the 
Lower Basin. Although the Lower Basin is not included in the Selected Remedy, 
actions in the Upper Basin are expected to improve water quality and reduce the 
movement of contaminated sediments downstream in the Lower Basin. Thus, 
the Upper Basin cleanup is expected to complement cleanup activities in the 
Lower Basin by reducing the flow of contaminated materials and reducing the 
potential for recontamination from the Upper Basin to the Lower Basin. Actions 
in the Lower Basin will be conducted concurrently with Upper Basin cleanups 
depending on recontamination and other factors. 
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Vester, Dick, I229, Letter 610097-24  
 

Response to comment I229-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I229-2 
EPA’s decision-making process was a careful and collaborative effort consistent 
with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, as 
required by CERCLA. EPA included input from state and local governments, 
tribes, other federal agencies, the Basin Commission and the public. EPA has 
been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community participation 
throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over the years, 
EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public through all 
phases of our work. Most importantly, we have encouraged the public to provide 
comments and input on remedy selection. As required, EPA received public 
comments on its Proposed Plan and is now selecting a remedy. An initial public 
comment period of 30 days is required by CERCLA for Proposed Plans. 
Anticipating a great deal of public interest, EPA set the initial public comment 
period for the Upper Basin Proposed Plan at 45 days. In response to requests for 
extension, EPA extended the comment period an additional 90 days, for a total 
of 135 days. 
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Response to comment I229-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-1. 

Response to comment I229-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 
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Vettergren, Erik, I431, Letter 616335 

 

 

 

Response to comment I431-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Vickrey, Lee, I58, Letter 1357103  
 

Response to comment I58-1 
Due in part to extensive public concern about the duration of cleanup, EPA has 
decided to reduce the scope of the Selected Remedy by prioritizing the remedial 
actions that were identified as EPA’s Preferred Alternative in the Proposed Plan. 
This resulted in a reduction in estimated cost from $1.3 billion to $635 million. 
The Upper Basin Selected Remedy is an interim remedy which identifies the 
priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest reduction of 
contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-place human 
health barriers in local communities. EPA’s goal is to complete cleanup in the 
Upper Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. Most of the 
cleanup work will be in the areas of greatest contamination which are generally 
in less populated areas higher in stream drainages. Implementation of the 
Selected Remedy is expected to take about 30 years. 

How long it takes to implement the Selected Remedy will ultimately 
depend upon the annual funding rate, the ability to work in multiple 
areas simultaneously, the overall pace of cleanup, and how well the 
environmental system responds to cleanup actions. As the cleanup 
progresses, EPA will routinely look for opportunities to speed up cleanup 
activities while identifying locations where no further or more limited 
action is required. Using the adaptive management process, EPA will also 
continually evaluate the effectiveness of the cleanup actions, as well as 
the need for additional actions.  

Response to comment I58-2 
EPA agrees that $1.3 billion is a considerable amount of money and has 
significantly reduced the scope of the Selected Remedy so that the total 
estimated cost is decreased by about half to $635 million. This includes capital 
costs as well as long-term operation and maintenance costs EPA’s 
implementation planning process will also ensure that money is spent wisely to 
protect human health and the environment.  
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Under the Superfund law, EPA has a responsibility and the authority to take actions to 
ensure that the contamination in the Coeur d’Alene Basin is cleaned up to protect human 
health and the environment, and to communicate this cleanup to the public. The Preferred 
Alternative as presented in the Proposed Plan provided an overall vision of the required 
cleanup in the Upper Basin. Based on comments received from the public, EPA decided to 
reduce the scope of this ROD Amendment. The Selected Remedy is an interim remedy 
which identifies the priority remedial actions that are expected to provide the greatest 
reduction of contamination in the SFCDR and its tributaries and protection of in-place 
human health barriers in local communities. The Selected Remedy will make substantial 
progress toward the overall cleanup goals. EPA will ensure that settlement monies are 
spent wisely and will maximize the cleanup completed using these funds. This will be 
accomplished by rigorous implementation planning and pacing cleanup over time, allowing 
interest to accrue on the settlement monies. 

EPA has listened and responded to comments received on the Proposed Plan to reduce the 
scope of the Selected Remedy. Furthermore, EPA has developed and documented an 
implementation approach to identify where the work starts, how it will proceed, how sites 
may be removed from the Selected Remedy should additional data indicate acceptable 
exposure risks, and how the community can be involved. The bottom line is that actions 
will be planned and implemented to ensure that those providing the highest value in terms 
of effectiveness per dollar spent are conducted first, with consideration of a variety of 
other factors in consultation with the Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT and other 
community members. EPA understands that $635 million is still a large sum of money, but 
cleaning up contamination from a hundred years of past mining practices in this large and 
complex area will require considerable time and resources. The actions included in the 
Selected Remedy will provide a significant step forward in site cleanup and EPA is 
committed to getting the job done as efficiently as possible.  

EPA will pay for much of the proposed cleanup with funds from legal settlements between 
mining companies and the federal government. The cleanup will proceed as quickly as 
possible while balancing the need to let interest accrue on the settlement monies, allowing 
for completion of the cleanup throughout the Upper and Lower Basin. Taxpayer dollars 
used to fund the cleanup, if any, will augment settlement funds.  

At this time, EPA has recovered the largest amount of available settlement funds—more 
than $573 million—from the ASARCO bankruptcy proceedings completed in 2009. Of this 

total, $494 million is apportioned for EPA response activities and the remainder 
will be used for mitigation of natural resource damages. An independent Work 
Trust has been established to manage the ASARCO settlement funds and conduct 
the EPA-approved cleanup. The money held by the Work Trust is invested by a 
private firm, allowing this fund to continue to grow. Spending and investing 
under this Work Trust will be carefully managed by EPA to ensure the continued 
growth of the Trust while balancing the need to conduct cleanup in an efficient 
and a timely manner.  

In 2011, a significant settlement was also reached with Hecla Mining Company. 
Under this settlement, Hecla will pay $263.4 million plus interest to the United 
States, the Coeur d’Alene Tribe, and the State of Idaho to resolve claims 
stemming from releases of wastes from its mining operations. Most (75 percent) 
of the recovery funds will be used for response actions at the Bunker Hill 
Superfund Site. The remaining amount will fund natural resource restoration 
projects. 

Response to comment I58-3 
Based on requests from the public after the Proposed Plan was issued, the 
comment period was extended 90 additional days, for a total of 135 days for 
both the Proposed Plan and the Draft Final FFS Report. 

In addition, the issuance of the ROD Amendment does not mean an end to public 
involvement; the public will have continuing opportunities to provide input on 
how the cleanup is being implemented. EPA has committed to implement 
remedial actions in the Upper Basin through the Basin Commission process. Each 
year since the establishment of the Basin Commission and issuance of the OU 3 
ROD in 2002, EPA has provided a summary of CERCLA-related activities for the 
one- and five-year work plans prepared by the Commission that summarize 
planned Basin-related activities. The one-year work plans establish and maintain 
the sequencing of activities that will be needed to complete the goals and 
objectives of the five-year plan. The Basin Commission Work Plans focus on 
general areas of work and do not go into project-specific detail. Per Basin 
Commission protocol, EPA’s work plans are reviewed by the Commission’s TLG 
and CCC, the Executive Director, and any other citizens who may wish to review 
and comment. 
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Response to comment I58-4 
The Upper Basin ROD Amendment identifies an interim remedy that includes priority 
cleanup actions. The total estimated cost of the Selected Remedy as presented in the ROD 
Amendment is $635 million. The Selected Remedy is expected to require about 30 years to 
implement, but will be significantly shorter in duration than implementation of the 
Preferred Alternative as presented in the Proposed Plan. EPA anticipates that through the 
adaptive  

 
management process and development of additional decision documents as necessary, the 
Upper Basin can be effectively cleaned up. 

Response to comment I58-5 
EPA is confident that cleanup and mining can coexist. The Upper Basin cleanup will address 
historical contamination from mining activities that began in the 1880s. Historical mine 
waste disposal practices were much different than they are today. For example, until 1968, 
significant amounts of mine wastes were discharged directly into creeks and rivers. This 
widespread contamination from past mining and smelting activities led to the necessity of 
CERCLA cleanup actions. Today, ongoing mining activities are regulated by state and 
federal laws other than CERCLA.  

In response to public comments and concerns, the Upper Basin ROD Amendment clarifies 
the decision process for whether CERCLA cleanup actions will be conducted at “Active 
Facilities” (i.e., mining facilities among others). This process was developed through 
cooperation between EPA, IDEQ, and the community members and stakeholders involved 
in the Basin Environmental Improvement Project Commission’s Upper Basin Project Focus 
Team. For the purposes of the ROD Amendment, an Active Facility is defined as a property 
where the owner is actively managing the risk of a release, or potential release, of a 
hazardous substance through regulatory mechanisms outside CERCLA that enforce 
compliance to protect human health and the environment. Active Facilities will continue to 
operate under those governing regulations and will be required to address the release of 
hazardous substances, as necessary, under those governing regulations. CERCLA cleanup 
actions will be conducted if data indicate that a release of hazardous substances has 
occurred or is occurring from a facility that poses risks to human health or the 
environment, and that this release is not being satisfactorily managed or addressed by the 
facility under an existing regulatory program.  

EPA is confident that cleanup and mining can continue together in the Upper 
Basin. Where cleanup of historical contamination from past mining activities is 
planned in areas that are being currently mined, developed, or expanded, EPA 
will coordinate investigation, design, and cleanup work with the property 
owners. This approach will minimize disruption to Active Facilities.  

One of the provisions of the Consent Decree between Hecla and EPA is for both 
parties to attend an annual planning meeting to coordinate the cleanup with 
ongoing exploration or development by Hecla. EPA is willing to coordinate with 
other mining companies in the Basin in a similar way, and welcomes further 
discussions with them. 

Cleanup is not expected to restrict future mining and exploration in the 
Silver Valley. EPA is aware that mining has been an important part of the 
history and economy of the Silver Valley and will continue to be in the 
future. EPA also understands that mining companies need certainty for 
planning and investing, and is committed to completing cleanup actions 
in ways that allow mining operations to continue in compliance with 
environmental regulations. 
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Visher, Dennis, I776, Letter 618777 

 

 

 

Response to comment I776-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Wagner, Emory, I158, Letter 1357294  
 

Response to comment I158-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I158-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I158-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I158-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I158-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I158-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I158-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I158-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 
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Wake, William P, I107, Letter 1357154  
 

Response to comment I107-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I107-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I107-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I107-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I107-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Waldo, Brock, I75, Letter 1357120 

 

 

Response to comment I75-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I75-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I75-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I75-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I75-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Waldrup, Jan, I777, Letter 618778 

 

 

Response to comment I777-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I777-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I777-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Walker, Angela, I432, Letter 616336 

 

 

Response to comment I432-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1149 

Walmer, Terry, I433, Letter 616337 

 

 

Response to comment I433-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I433-2 
See response to Comment No. LJ39-5. 
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Ward, Doug, I253, Letter 610097-48 

 

 

Response to comment I253-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 

Response to comment I253-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 
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Response to comment I253-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I253-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1, I58-4 and LJ11-2. 
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Ward, Jim, I65, Letter 1357110 

 

 

Response to comment I65-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I65-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I65-3 
See response to Comment No. I58-3. 

Response to comment I65-4 
See response to Comment No. I58-4. 

Response to comment I65-5 
See response to Comment No. I58-5. 
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Wardle, Michael, I434, Letter 616338 

 

 

Response to comment I434-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Wardwell, Anita, I778, Letter 618779 

 

 

Response to comment I778-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Watson, Kent, I435, Letter 616339 

 

 

Response to comment I435-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Watson, Molly, I779, Letter 618780 

 

 

Response to comment I779-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I779-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I779-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Webb, Grant, I798, Letter 1365186 

 

 

Response to comment I798-1 
See response to Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I798-2 
EPA has a statutory obligation under CERCLA to take actions to protect human 
health and the environment. Regarding the cost and funding see response to 
Comment No. I58-2. 

Response to comment I798-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I474-2. 

Response to comment I798-4 
EPA has been, and will continue to be, committed to meaningful community 
participation throughout the Superfund process in the Coeur d’Alene Basin. Over 
the years, EPA has spent considerable time and energy to engage the public 
through all phases of its work. Most importantly, EPA has encouraged the public 
to provide comments and input on selection of the remedies for OUs 1, 2, and 3 
and, most recently, the Selected Remedy for the Upper Basin. EPA agrees that it 
is helpful to have a community liaison available in the local area. In March 2011, 
EPA hired (through the “SEE” program) a local resident to serve this role. That 
individual later accepted a different position, resigning in 2012. The agency has 
recently been looking into options for re-establishing the position and is now 
moving forward with filling this position with someone from the local 
community. In addition, several local resources are available. Since 1994, EPA 
has maintained a field office in Coeur d’Alene, staffed with a key local contact for 
the cleanup. The office of the Coeur d’Alene Trust, heavily involved in cleanup 
work, is located in Kellogg. Also, the State Department of Environmental Quality 
has an office in Kellogg, staffed with knowledgeable people working on the 
cleanup. EPA encourages citizens to contact cleanup staff any time with 
questions or concerns. 

Response to comment I798-5 
Request noted. 
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Wegner, Ina May, I436, Letter 616340 

 

 

Response to comment I436-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I436-2 
See response to Comment No. I521-8. 
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No Comments 
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Wells, Mary, I780, Letter 618781 

 

 

Response to comment I780-1 
Comment noted. See response to Comment No.I295-3. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1161 

Welsh, John, I781, Letter 618782 

 

 

Response to comment I781-1 
The Bevill Amendment exempts certain mining wastes from RCRA Subtitle C 
regulations. However, the Bevill exempted mining wastes are still subject to 
CERCLA response authority if they contain hazardous substances, pollutants or 
contaminants. The mining wastes addressed by the ROD Amendment contain 
several hazardous substances, including lead and zinc, and may be the subject of 
a CERCLA response action. 

Response to comment I781-2 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Wernel, Rick, I839, Letter 1365236 

 

 

Response to comment I839-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Werner, Mabel, I866, Letter 1365270 

 

 

Response to comment I866-1 
Comment noted. 
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Wessela, Mike, I437, Letter 616341 

 

 

Response to comment I437-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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White, Jim, I756, Letter 618754 

 

 

Response to comment I756-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I756-2 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I756-3 
Comment noted. 
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Wiksten, Dawn, I341, Letter 614471 

 

 

Response to comment I341-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I341-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I341-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Wilburn, Larry, I342, Letter 614472 

 

 

Response to comment I342-1 
CERCLA applies a retroactive liability scheme. It also includes a defense based on 
federally permitted releases. No defendant in the Bunker Hill litigation was able 
to establish this defense to CERCLA liability. 
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Willey, Ford, I21, Letter 896745 

 

 

Response to comment I21-1 
The North Fork of the Coeur d’Alene River (North Fork) is not included in the 
scope of the Selected Remedy in the Upper Basin ROD Amendment. There are 
sites contaminated from historic mining practices within the North Fork drainage 
which are being addressed under CERCLA and other authorities by other (non-
EPA) agencies, primarily the U.S. Forest Service and the Idaho Department of 
Environmental Quality. An example of this type of work is the joint EPA and 
Forest Service removal action at the Jack Waite site. 
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Willhite, Ron, WA and Gem, Idaho, I894, Letter 619651-27  
 

Response to comment I894-1 
Comment noted. 

Response to comment I894-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I894-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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No comments 
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Williamson, Harry, I148, Letter 1357284 

 

 

Response to comment I148-1 
See response to Comment No. I25-1. 

Response to comment I148-2 
See response to Comment No. I25-2. 

Response to comment I148-3 
See response to Comment No. I25-3. 

Response to comment I148-4 
See response to Comment No. I25-4. 

Response to comment I148-5 
See response to Comment No. I25-5. 

Response to comment I148-6 
See response to Comment No. I25-6. 

Response to comment I148-7 
See response to Comment No. I25-7. 

Response to comment I148-8 
See response to Comment No. I25-8. 

  



PART 3 – RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY: ATTACHMENT I, RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS 
INTERIM RECORD OF DECISION (ROD) AMENDMENT, UPPER BASIN OF THE COEUR D’ALENE RIVER, BUNKER HILL SUPERFUND SITE – AUGUST 2012 

PAGE I-1172 

Wilson, Dennis ; Wilson, Kathie, I446, Letter 898785 

 

 

Response to comment I446-1 
See response to Comment No. I54-6. 

Response to comment I446-2 
The ROD Amendment, including the Selected Remedy, was developed in a 
manner consistent with the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (NCP), as required by CERCLA. EPA’s goal is to complete the 
cleanup in the Basin as quickly as possible and with minimum disruption. EPA is 
required by law to ensure protection of human health and the environment. The 
Upper Basin is a large area with complicated contamination issues that have 
evolved over a long period of time. The extent and nature of the contamination 
dictate that it will take substantial time and resources to clean up. The ROD 
Amendment provides details regarding the implementation approach for the 
Selected Remedy, including where the work starts and how it will proceed over 
time. With help from stakeholders and community members involved in the 
Basin Commission’s Upper Basin PFT over the last several years, EPA developed a 
logical and transparent prioritization process for cleanup actions. Using this 
prioritization process, the Selected Remedy, an interim action, focuses on a 
prioritized set of cleanup actions. The actions include the most contaminated 
drainages (i.e., Ninemile and Canyon Creeks), areas that have the greatest 
adverse impact on groundwater and surface water (e.g., OU 2), and areas that 
provide protection for existing remedies. This process of prioritizing actions 
included in the Selected Remedy is consistent with the adaptive management 
approach. The estimated time for implementing the Selected Remedy is about 
thirty years. 

Response to comment I446-3 
Coeur d'Alene Lake is not within the scope of the Selected Remedy included in 
the Upper Basin ROD Amendment. EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund 
law, to address risks to human health and the environment at the Bunker Hill 
Superfund Site, and these risks still exist in the Upper Basin. Protecting human 
health remains EPA’s highest priority. While significant cleanup has taken place 
in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, sediment, groundwater, 
and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, and the environment. The 
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levels of contamination significantly exceed acceptable state and site-specific water quality 
standards. 

Response to comment I446-4 
See responses to comment Nos. I295-2, I54-6, and LJ11-2. 

Response to comment I446-5 
Thank you for your request. Your address has been added to EPA's mailing list. 
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Winckler, Gary, I784, Letter 618785 

 

 

Response to comment I784-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 
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Woempner, Katrina, I438, Letter 616342 

 

 

Response to comment I438-1 
See response to Comment No. I351-1. 

Response to comment I438-2 
EPA is required under CERCLA, the Superfund law, to address risks to human 
health and the environment at the Bunker Hill Superfund Site. While significant 
cleanup has taken place in the Upper Basin, there is still contamination in soil, 
sediments, groundwater, and surface water that poses risks to people, wildlife, 
and the environment. The levels of contamination significantly exceed 
acceptable state and site-specific water quality standards. See response to 
Comment No. LC33-8 regarding background metals concentrations in the Coeur 
d'Alene Basin. 

Response to comment I438-3 
See response to Comment No. I54-8. 
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Wright, Linda, I845, Letter 1365242 

 

 

Response to comment I845-1 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I845-2 
See response to Comment No. I58-1. 

Response to comment I845-3 
Thank you for your comment. See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I845-4 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 
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Wright, Linda, I267, Letter 616015-31 

 

 

Response to comment I267-1 
Although human health is the highest priority, EPA is also required to address 
the unacceptable risks to the environment that still exist. See responses to 
Comment Nos. I295-1 and I58-1. 
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Wrights, Chuck, I269, Letter 616015-33 

 

 

Response to comment I269-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 
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Yackulic, Lauren, I786, Letter 618787 

 

 

Response to comment I786-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I786-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I786-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Yergher, Larry, I892, Letter 619651-25 

 

 

 

No comments 
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Response to comment I892-1 
The comment raises issues regarding whether EPA satisfied National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. For CERCLA response actions, 
EPA is exempted from the procedural requirements of environmental laws, 
including. CERCLA Section 121 (d)(2)(A) addresses the applicability of other 
environmental laws through applicable or relevant and appropriate 
requirements (ARARs). The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (NCP) interprets this to require compliance only with 
substantive, not procedural, aspects of ARARs. Because NEPA requirements are 
procedural, NEPA is not an ARAR for CERCLA response actions. EPA procedures 
or environmental reviews under CERCLA enabling legislation are functionally 
equivalent to the NEPA process and thus, exempt from the procedural 
requirements in NEPA. CERCLA addresses the two basic objectives of NEPA: (1) 
the agency should consider significant environmental impacts of the proposed 
action, and (2) relevant environmental information should be made available to 
the public, which allows the public to play a role in the agency's decision-making 
process and implementation of the decision. The administrative record EPA 
developed in support of the Selected Remedy documents that EPA, by following 
the requirements of the NCP, conducted a remedy selection process that was 
the functional equivalent of NEPA. See also responses to Comment Nos. I295-2 
and LJ39-5. 
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Response to comment I892-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I892-3 
CERCLA and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency 
Plan (NCP) include robust public participation requirements. However, neither 
requires the type of coordination suggested by the commenter. Nevertheless, 
EPA has gone well beyond the public participation requirements of CERCLA and 
the NCP in its efforts to engage the public in the remedy selection process that 
proceeded the ROD Amendment. See responses to Comment Nos. I295-2, LJ39-
5, and I54-6. 
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Response to comment I892-4 
Thank you for your comment. See also response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I892-5 
Comment noted. 
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Yonker, Clem, I785, Letter 618786 

 

 

Response to comment I785-1 
See response to Comment No. I295-1. 

Response to comment I785-2 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 

Response to comment I785-3 
See response to Comment No. I295-3. 
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Zanetti, Kathy, I919, Letter 1365180 

 

 

Response to comment I919-1 
See response to Comment No. I474-1. EPA, as a federal agency, is obligated to 
make sound scientific decisions. EPA is dedicated to its mission and mandate to 
protect people’s health and the environment, even if our actions are unpopular. 
EPA takes public input seriously and always considers the information and 
comments provided by citizens. EPA may, at times, make decisions that some 
people do not agree with. This does not mean that the agency is not listening to 
concerns or is carelessly disregarding public input. In these instances, the agency 
is listening but has not heard or seen information which would cause a change in 
conclusions. In the case of this cleanup plan, EPA has made many significant 
changes in response to public comments. 

Response to comment I919-2 
Thank you for your comment. 

Response to comment I919-3 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 

Response to comment I919-4 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-2. 
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Response to comment I919-5 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2, I58-5, and I822-11. 

Response to comment I919-6 
See responses to Comment Nos. I58-1 and I58-4. 

Response to comment I919-7 
See response to Comment No. I474-2. 

Response to comment I919-8 
See response to Comment No. I295-2. 
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Zastrow, Deborah, I439, Letter 616343 

 

 

Response to comment I439-1 
See responses to Comment Nos. I54-2, LJ39-5, I58-2, LJ27-8, and I474-2. 

Response to comment I439-2 
Comment noted. 
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Zieja, Rose, I871, Letter 1395021 

 

 

Response to comment I871-1 
Thank you for your comment. 
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