Message

From: McCall, lll, Duke K.
[duke.mccall@morganlewis.com]
ent: 4/9/2025 1:.07:22 PM
o: Cook, Steven [cook.steven@epa.gov]
C: Hilosky, Nick
[Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov]; Ruiz,

Maryanne Caution: This email originated from outside EPA, please exercise
[ruiz.maryanne@epa.gov]; additional caution when deciding whether to open attachments or
McGahren, John click on provided links.

[iohn.mcgahren@morganlewis.com];
Williams, Laura
[laura.williams@morganlewis.com]
tSubject:Re: SSP and RCAP Deregulatory
Priorities

Steven:
Thank you very much. We appreciate your consideration of thesc issues.
Best regards,

Duke

From: Cook, Steven <cook.steven@epa.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, April 9, 2025 8:36 AM

To: MccCall, I, Duke K. <duke.mccall@morganlewis.com>

Cc: Hilosky, Nick <Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov>; Ruiz, Maryanne <ruiz.maryanne@epa.gov>; McGahren, John
<john.mcgahren@morganlewis.com>; Williams, Laura <laura.williams@morganlewis.com>

Subject: RE: SSP and RCAP Deregulatory Priorities

[EXTERNAL EMAIL]
Duke —

Appreciate you reaching out on these important issues. It will take a bit of time to consider the issues raiscd in the
attachments. [ will have Nick look for some time in early May for an additional discussion on the specific items raised in
your email.

Thanks.

Steven Cook

Deputy Assistant Administrator

Office of Land and Emergency Management
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Email: cook.steven(iepa.gov

Phone: 202-564-7038
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From: McCall, lll, Duke K. <duke.mccall@morganlewis.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 8, 2025 6:18 PM

To: Cook, Steven <cook.steven@epa.gov>

Cc: Hilosky, Nick <Hilosky.Nick@epa.gov>; Ruiz, Maryanne <ruiz.maryanne @epa.gov>; McGahren, John
<john.mcgahren@morganlewis.com>; Williams, Laura <laura.williams@morganlewis.com>

Subject: SSP and RCAP Deregulatory Priorities

Caution: This email originated from outside EPA, please exercise additional caution when deciding
whether to open attachments or click on provided links.

Steven:

On behalf of the membership of the Superfund Settlement Project (SSP), I want to express our gratitude for your
willingness to meet with SSP in June to discuss our ideas on how to improve the effectiveness of the Superfund
program. We also are looking forward to the Senate EPW committee hearing on Improving Future Management of the
Superfund Program and hope that hearing will provide additional fodder for discussion.

In the interim, we hope you might consider engaging with SSP and its sister association, the RCRA Corrective Action
Project (RCAP), on two discrete issucs that we view as advancing the Administrator’s Powering the Great American
Comeback Initiative and the Administration’s broader deregulatory efforts. First, as you no doubt are aware, the Biden
EPA issued controversial “Updated Residential Soil Lead Guidance for CERCLA Sites and RCRA Corrective Action
Facilities” (L.ead Guidance) in January 2024, without providing an opportunity for public comment. In doing so, the
Agency (i) essentially imposed what amounts to regulatory requirements without providing the regulated community the
ability to raise important legal, technical, and implementation concerns with the Lead Guidance, (ii) failed to account for
the substantial economic costs that will result {rom the Lead Guidance (which SSP and RCAP estimate 1o be between $6.5
and $34 billion annually), and (iii) deprived itself of the opportunity to provide more clear direction on how to apply the
Lead Guidance to site-specific evaluations. A copy SSP and RCAP’s extensive comments on the Lead Guidance is
attached.

Another issue on which SSP and RCAP submitted extensive comments and which SSP and RCAP respectfully submit the
Agency should reconsider is the draft IRIS Toxicological Review of Inorganic Arsenic. As explained in SSP and RCAP’s
comments on the draft IRIS Toxicological Review of Inorganic Arsenic, a copy of which also is attached, the
Toxicological Review lacked clear documentation and transparency regarding the methods used making it difficult to
evaluate the accuracy of the analyses and conclusions.

We understand that the Agency is seeking to advance competing priorities. We submit that the revisiting the Lead
Guidance and reconsidering the IRIS Toxicological Review of Inorganic Arsenic should be among those priorities. We
would welcome an opportunity to discuss our concerns with you in more detail.

Best regards,

Duke

Duke K. McCall III
Morgan, Lewis & Bockdus LLP
1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW | Washington, DC 20004-2541
Direct: +1.202.373.6607 | Main: +1.202.739.3000 | Fax: +1.202.739.3001
Assistant: Nimia T. Romero-Aranibar | +1.202.739.5683 | nimia.romeroaranibarimorganiewis.com
duke. mecall@morganiewis.com | www.morganlewis.com
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CONFIDENTIALITY AND PRIVACY NOTICE: This email is from a law firm and may contain information
that is confidential, privileged, and/or attorney work product. This email may also contain personal data, which
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we process in accordance with applicable data protection laws and our Privacy Policics and Notices. If you are
not the intended recipient, you may not review, copy, or distribute this message. 1f you have reccived this email
in crror, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies from your system.
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