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HPV Policy Background 

 

Â Developed in 1998 as revision to Significant 
Violator Policy 

Â Intended to:  

Â Encourage cooperative resolution of HPVs 

Â Encourage agencies to give priority to violations that 
are most environmentally important  

Â Increased flexibility in identifying/resolving HPVs 



Purpose for Revisions 

Â Part of corrective action plan in response to 
Inspector Generalôs review of the 
implementation of the HPV Policy 

Â Inspector Generalôs report: 

Â Sources were not receiving notice of HPVs in a timely 
manner 

Â On average 36% of HPVs are not addressed within 
270/300 day timeline 

Â Federal Lead Cases ï 251 days 

Â State Lead Cases ï 310 days 



HPV Evaluation Workgroup 

ÂRepresentation from all EPA Regions and 
several headquarters offices 

ÂNACAA representation from 3 agencies ï 
Puget Sound, South Carolina, Colorado 

ÂMission is to determine revisions 
necessary to ensure the most effective 
implementation of HPV Policy and is it the 
appropriate tool for significant violations  



HPV Evaluation Workgroup 

ÂThe Workgroupôs strategy: 

ÂEvaluate the HPV Policy in two phases 

ÂFirst, revising the violations that are covered 
under the policy 

ÂSecond,  revising the process for oversight 
and possible intervention 



HPV Evaluation Workgroup 

ÂEvaluation of current HPV Policy 

ÂSeveral of the General Criteria should be 
deleted or modified as out-of-date or not 
environmentally significant 

ÂMatrix Criteria are confusing, difficult to use, 
often redundant, and several are rarely used 

ÂRegions and States need more discretion to 
designate violations as HPVs 



General Criteria 

ÂPast 5 years, 9409 HPVs identified: 

ÂGC1 ï 6% (570)    GC2 ï 7% (626)  

ÂGC3 ï 4% (363)    GC4 ï 2% (193)  

ÂGC5 ï 11% (1020) GC6 ï 8% (774)  

ÂGC7 ï 24% (2217) GC8 ï 11%(1042)  

ÂGC9 ï 3% (281)    GC10 ï 0.1%(14)  

ÂDiscretionary ï 12% (1120)  

ÂMatrix ï 12% (1097)  



Matrix Criteria 

ÂPast 5 years, 1097 HPVs identified 

ÂBreakdown of violations by detection 
method: 

ÂStack Test ï 2.4% (229)  

ÂMass Balance-Type Detection ï 2.6% (249)  

ÂSurrogate Measurement ï 1.3% (123)  

ÂCEMs ï 2.5% (238)  

ÂOpacity ï 2.7% (258)  


