Portland Harbor Community Advisory Group
Final Minutes November 14, 2007 for Meeting

Minutes by Jackie L. Calder

Present at meeting:
Neighborhood Associations:
Jim Robison


jimrobison@aol.com


Vice Chairperson
Robin Plance    rgplance@hotmail.com St. Johns Neighborhood, Education and Outreach Chair

Peter Laughingwolf            wolf@lifeworks.ws  Cathedral Park Neighborhood, Webmaster

Jackie Calder                cleanriveroregon@yahoo.com    University Park Neighborhood, Secretary

Darise Weller  


dweller972@comcast.net

Linnton Neighborhood Assn.

Business:
Steve Gunther
 

 
 HYPERLINK "mailto:stephenmgunther@yahoo.com" 

stephenmgunther@yahoo.com
 Progressive Products and Services
At-Large:
Tom Chisolm
   


 HYPERLINK "mailto:o2boutdoors@yahoo.com" 

o2boutdoors@yahoo.com

 


  Citizen        
Recreation:
Bill Egan

   
503-286-7734
                            Oregon Bass and Panfish Club
Absent:
Environment:
Travis Williams

 HYPERLINK "mailto:travis@willamette-riverkeeper.org" 

travis@willamette-riverkeeper.org

Willamette Riverkeeper
Jane Harris

 
 HYPERLINK "mailto:jane@oregon-health.org" 

jane@oregon-health.org

Oregon Center for Environmental 
                                                                                                (OCEH), Evaluation Chair 
Business:
Bill Barrett
                
 HYPERLINK "mailto:barrettauto1@uswest.net" 

barrettauto1@uswest.net

           Waterfront Org. of Oregon (WOO)  
 At Large:
Bill MacCauley
   503-253-2491


   Retired longshoreman
Jim Robison called the meeting to order at 6:00pm.
Updates were given on from the Outreach Committee. 
Presentation 1:  
Matt McClincy – ARCO Bank reconstruction with copies of CAD drafts of design.
EOSM Source Control Evaluation 
The DEQ team evaluated the bank. It contained excessive amounts of polychlorinated biphenyls.
· Source Control Evaluation
The ARCO site is a high priority for source control. It will be addressed it this summer. But it has constraints and limitations. The contamination extends out to operating facility. It is not possible to dig it all out but will try to minimize natural habitat damage.
· The Plan
· The plan is to stabilize the riverbank with riprap. While this is not a favorite course of action it is needed in this case. 
· The Design
· Construction will include:
Remove sand, install riprap to forestall erosion.
Habitat restoration is the proposed for the Beach Area. This reaches down to the tow. Project will be ongoing during summer.  It will include installation of silt curtains.

Timing 
DEQ has submitted a proposal to Corp of Engineers. We also must obtain a Greenway Permit.

It is also necessary to have concurrence with EPA as well as DEQ must hold a Public comment period.
The next process is to procure a contractor. The DEQ will then review applicants for a contractor(s) to perform the work on the ARCO site. The construction is scheduled to begin June 2008.
QUESTIONS: 
Jane:  is there riprap now?  No there is boulders but not place intentionally. 
Darise:  Is this a final Measure?
Matt: No, it is temporary to stabilize the bank. 
Darise:  Can it be recontaminated?  
Matt: No, the contamination was moved from another location so no real source affecting the river.
Road to Record of Decision
Round 2 Report is due out in February. It did take 2 rounds of sampling to determine the data gaps.
These are nearly completed. We reviewed and resolved to collect the last information through Jan 2008
We also ran additional sediment cores. There is a need for additional sculpin tissue. 
Modeling is being used to fill in gaps; not all models are perfect but they can be useful.

Treatability Study Literature Survey
Survey literature for alternative technologies. They will use bench testing or field studies as potential methods.
The Field Sampling report that is upcoming is Round 3AStormwater sampling.
· We will be proceeding with both upstream and downstream sediment sampling.
· Sediment traps are used to learn more about sediment movement and recontamination. 
· We also need to obtain information for Lamprey ammocoete studies. 
· DEQ is examining the upland. 
· Jim McKenna: LWG is examining 3 outfalls to obtain indication of contaminant examples. It is a coordinated effort with DEQ.
Steve G. asked: Do we know how many UIC’s are in the Study area yet?
Chip: No that information is part of the uplands Study?
Jim Anderson of DEQ responded that this is still being assessed.
Steve questioned why, after 8 years and millions of dollars of evaluation in the study area we still do not know precisely how many UIC’s are in the Study Area?
Steve further asked if at presentation of Remedial Investigation Report would this information (precise number of outfalls and precise number of registered UIC’s be known and reported?)
Chip responded that this information is knowable and should be in the report.
Christine:  It is a data gap.
Jim Anderson.: Our concern is the sediment. 
Jim McKenna: Great group effort to address all issues regarding outfalls. A great cooperative effort.
Barbara Smith:  We do have a map of outfalls.
Jim McKenna: will identify as many outfalls as possible. We will be surveying all of the outfalls, including property under water, over water, etc.
Chip: In Field Sampling Round 3 B, we will need to hit the main species to complete a baseline of information. This allows us to measure the remediation responses. 
· Jim McKenna:  We were asking about what data was being established and what information has large holes. To do this we decided to combine several key models:
· Hydrodynamic and Sediment Transport

· Fate and Transport

· Food Web

· These will provide info for Feasibility Study.
Treatability Study
Compare water information with sediment. 
Treatability Study Literature Survey is online the Portland Harbor site.
Jim McKenna :  We will look at all of the various cleanup methods to see if there is a better mousetrap.
Jane: Are you having Eric Stern look at this suggested set of methods? 
Chip:  That is a good idea. We can do that.
Looking Ahead:
· Round 3 data- April/May 2008

· Draft Remedial Investigation (RI) report-December 2008 
· Draft Baseline Risk Assessment- December 2008

· Draft Feasibility Study-June 2009

· Proposed Plan-March 2010

· Public Review of Proposed Plan-March 2010
· Record of Decision: Target end of 2010
Jim ANDERSON:  We will know what sediment information.
Steve: Will we know how many outfalls that are out there?
Jim McKenna:  We do not need to know where every manhole is located.
Jim Robison: We will probably know most of the information but we won’t need that to complete the RI/FS.
Jim Anderson:  We are not going to knock on doors of all 11,000 acres of drainage for the Harbor to find the manhole covers.
Jim Robison:  Can we schedule presentations according to this list? 
Judy Smith: You want to give EPA time to look at the documents so they can be set up?
Barbara Smith:  Next year would be good to look at the information in search of “how does this affect the community? How does this affect my family? The fish? The habitat of the river.
· Chip:  The Record of Decision target date is end of 2010. Superfund Director Dan Opalski must sign the ROD.  Then there will be a starting point for Remedy Design and Consent Decree negotiations.  At that time, Potentially Responsible Parties will be designated. PRP search is underway-needs to be completed so all parties can be noticed prior to the proposed plan.
Christine:   “We will be sending letters to various entities and reviewing the answers then we will send out additional letters designated PRP’s.
Jim McKenna:  Letters were sent and we held a conference giving ideas on how the process will unfold. We cannot share specifics because it will depend on the PRP’s decisions and the avenues they choose.  It will be a negotiated settlement, hopefully. It will not be easy getting 110 +. 
Christine: When they agree who will be who is deminimus, demicromus, performing party. -    Deminimus-- have contributed smaller portion of contamination. Demicromus
But the meeting was a suggestion to start the negotiating process. Must come forward with a good faith offer within a timely manner. 
Steve:  How long will they have?
Christine: Sixty days after the ROD, PRP’s must submit a suggested proposal or will the hammer will fall. 
Jim McKenna:  What is the hammer again? Joint and several liabilities. Online at CERCLA. 
EPA can hold one PRP liable for all of the liability or five parties. 
Recalcitrant:  Can triple your share because you have not cooperated. 
· CHALLENGES
· Developing cleanup levels
· Managing uncertainty
· Model results
· Weight of evidence
· Limitations of all remediation technologies (such as capping, dredging, and monitored recovery)
· Ability trmeet cleanup levels due to source control, upstream contributions an watershed issues
· Dredginin coordination
Christine: Various methods will be used on individual sites. This is part of the detailed evaluation.
Jim McKenna:  Endangered species play a role in this area so fish windows are critical.
Jim Robison:  How much will it cost at end of all of it.
Jim McKenna:  We are 55 million now. We will be adding dad a da. 
Steve:  Since there is the possibility of leakage of various fluids i.e. hydraulic fluid. 
Chip:  Send me some recommendations.
Steve moved to approve the October minutes pending Sean Sheldrake’s in
December:  Bill Egan Contacts at NOAA.
