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Summary

Seven neighborhoods adjacent to hazardous waste sites were surveyed. The authors found that
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Introduction

Approximately two million Americans live within a
‘mile of one of the 1,200 abandoned hazardous waste
sites considered sufficiently dangerous to be on the
US Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA)
National Priority List (NPL) for cleanup (MMWR,
1992). The EPA and the Agency for Toxic
Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) in the
USA are charged with determining health and
environmental impacts at these sites. They conduct
risk assessments which estimate the likelihood that
additional cancers, birth defects, and other health
and environmental impacts may occr
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may cause them to hate their neighbors and
neighborhood even if it does not cause additional
cancers. Economic impacts have been studied using
contingent valuation and hedonic forecasting
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models. The bulk of research suggests impacts do
occur, but usually are limited t0 an area within
ane-guarter mile (400 m) of the st (Smith and
Desvousges, 1986; 1987; , Berger and
Blomquis, 1987; Skaburekis, 1985; MicClellnd
etal, 1990; Michaels and Smith, 1990;
Greenberg and Hughes, 1992 and 1993).
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5o on of e, public's asjor onoeme. The Roper,
December 1987 and January 1988 surveys for the
EPA reported that over 60 percent of respondents
believed that hazardous waste sites are "
serious” problems (Roper Organization,
1987-1990). Out of the 28 environmental/
occupational issues, active and inactive hazardous
waste sites ranked first and second. The proportion
answering “very serious” actually rose in the 1989
and 1990 Roper surveys. Sixty-eight percent of
respondents 1o the August 1990 Roper survey
considered hazardous waste sites a "very serious”
threat 10 nature and 65 percent considered them a
threat to public health. Lovis Harris surveys (1980,
1990) also found that the public believes hazardous
waste sites are a threat to health and the quality of
it The pontanceof kazardais Wity shes s aleo
mong citizens’ groups. Freudenberg
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