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Bill Egan:  Why not begin the process with those Early Actions that are upstream and require dredging first so that cleanups downstream are not recontaminated.

Jane Harris: Why start T4 early?

Deborah Yamamoto: The port had been analyzing T4 since the 90’s. Its upland source must be addressed ASAP.

Jim Robison: Is the main reason the pencil pitch?

Bill Egan:  Why T4, it is not as bad as others.  

Jim McKenna: The port stepped forward and wanted to take care of it early.

Bill Egan:  Are you not concerned with recontamination?

Jim McKenna: Yes, and as we will move along we will monitor the recontamination.

Deborah Yamamoto: It is important to be grateful that a PRP has stepped forward. 

Robin Plance:  What will happen if a PRP comes forward but does not have the financial resources?

Deborah Yamamoto:  Each PRP must offer assurances in the form or insurance or trust accounts to ensure their ability to pay.

Jim Robison: The reason T4 was a hot topic was not just because it was an Early action, but also because of the chosen remediation (CDF), which was a very controversial method.

Deborah Yamamoto:  We have found that to be a sound decision but we will be evaluating as time goes on.

Robin Plance:  We would like to see again the matrix of questions so we can see what responses are given. It shows that we were heard, not necessarily agreed with, but at least heard.

Jan Secunda:  Is the CDF still on the table?  What are the chances?  

Deborah Yamamoto: It is still in the range of options.

Chip Humphrey:  My view is that you cast the net broadly to have a lot of options on the table. So the CDF is on the table.

Jane Harris: other actions?

Deborah Yamamoto: We are looking at Arkema and Gasco as two other Early Actions. 

Jan:  We have spent 30 million on GASCO and it did not work out too well. 

Question from Audience:   What would be a time critical action?

Deborah Yamamoto:  If you had contaminated drinking water, we would go in and provide bottled water and start preparations to mitigate quickly.

Jim Anderson:  Will GASCO still be a problem even when it has been capped.  

Chip Humphrey:  It still has a NAPL problem.

Jim Anderson:  Arkema is releasing contaminants at present. 

Chip Humphrey: Yes, that is so.

Bill Egan:  Is there going to be a capping at GASCO?

Chip Humphrey: Sean is considering some capping but he is taking a thorough look at GASCO. He is monitoring the releases.

Jim Anderson:   GASCO only removed 5% of the tar.  Capping is not a bad solution. But if you start filling the river with various capped areas, then you are inviting the problem of flooding.

Bill Egan:   What about all the problems that GASCO that might have affected the downstream habitat and wildlife.

Chip Humphrey:  You need to ask someone at NOAAA. 

Robin Plance:  What did GASCO cost?

Jim Anderson:  About 8 million I believe.

Bill Egan:  What about Schnitzer and Gunderson?

Deborah Yamamoto: Arkema and GASCO are high priority.

Deborah Yamamoto:  We have limited staff for Portland Harbor.  Are we looking at other Early Actions? No.

Robin Plance:    What if we get to the ROD and the PRPs have not made a commitment then what will happen?

Deborah Yamamoto:  Sequencing is a crucial issue.   

Robin Plance:  What if DEQ cannot complete what they need to before the ROD?

Jim Anderson:  That is my job to complete before or near date of Rod.  We do have a hammer with the EPA and their legal resources. And we are not afraid to let the EPA know so that the upland PRP’s can be on time.

Nicole and Marcel:  Port of Portland RE:  T4

T4 consists of slip 1, slip 3 and Wheeler Bay

We wanted to do an Early Action.  Timing is critical.

In 2006, we submitted an EE/ CA.

Bill Egan: What about the CDF?

Jim McKenna:

There will be some dredging.

And there will be capping in Wheeler Bay.

Of course we will monitor natural recovery.

The schedule has been and will be as follows:

2006—Additional Sampling for RI 

2007—Additional Sampling for RI

2008—Draft RI completed

2009—R/I & Draft FS completed

2010—FS Finalized & ROD Completed by December

2011 & beyond—Harbor-wide cleanup begins

Early Action –Phase

CDF Design – Completed through 60%

Resolving Overall Issues and Design Phase I

Complete Phase I of Removal Action

100% Design of Phase II – CDF Construction

Complete Phase II – T4 Dredging; Remaining CDF Capacity used by Harbor – wide Cleanup

Bill Egan:  Instead of a CDF, why are you not looking at Ross Island for a storage facility since you are not disposing of heavy duty contaminants?

Jane Harris:  Jim –You should say that you are in fact looking “alternative technologies”

Robin Plance:    Why are we are not looking a treatment center and calculate the cost to see if it has potential.

I think other businesses could use this treatment method.

Jim Anderson:  There was a facility that did handle contaminated soil.  But they are not there. It was more expensive that using a landfill.

Bill Egan:  Why are you using the term “CDF” and not “chosen technology?”

Jim McKenna:  As an Early Action, we are building the CDF until further decision or notice.

Phase 1 Objectives:

· Dredge and dispose of sediments with highest contaminants.

· Implement abatement actions that are consistent with overall cleanup plan selected by EPA in 2006

· Minimize disruption to Port tenant.

Implementation Goals:

Minimize release of suspended sediment during in-water portion of project.

Bill Egan:  What are you doing to the steel wall out from the bank?  

Deborah Yamamoto: We are dredging there.

Jim McKenna: That will be handled in Phase 2. There probably will be capping in Slip 3.

Bill Egan:  If you Cap there and the ships start their engines, they will tear up that cap.

Jim McKenna: You will see answer in Phase 2.

A brief discussion about soda ash ensued.

Jim McKenna, Port of Portland: 

There will be a bank stabilization at Wheeler Bay.

Dredging of High Concentration of Contaminants.

Dredging and capping area.   Get picture. 

Slip 1 has some contamination. Slip 3 has a lot.

Bill Egan:  Why dump the contamination (the CDF) in slip 1?

Jim McKenna: Slip 3 is used by Kinder Morgan and is a valuable space and therefore not as eligible as a space for CDF.

Jane Harris: What type of dredging will be used?

Jim McKenna: We will use hydraulic dredging for the most part. We will also use clamshell dredging in some cases.

Jane Harris: Are you using an environmental bucket?

Jim McKenna:  Yes.

If you are loading a truck the clam shell will just take the sediment and not the slurry. With hydraulic, you will load all that slurry on to the truck and then need a method to remove the water. 

Bill Egan: Will there be overflow from barge?

Jim McKenna:   It will drain its contents into a holding tank and that will make the barge more manageable. 

Bill Egan: Any concerns about injuring the piling that has been built?

Jim McKenna: Yes

Robin Plance:  Do you have concerns about the turbidity?

Marcel:  Less turbidity with hydraulic and more with clamshell on pick up. At the other end or in disposing than there is less turbidity at the disposal end. 

Jane Harris:  Dredging basically is determined by the cost?

Marcel:  There are a lot of issues, which determine the method of dredging.  When main barge is full, then the water is sent to another barge.

Jane Harris:  What happens with that water?

Marcel: It either goes s to the Columbia treatment or to a private facility if contaminated.

Jane Harris:  Will this action be monitored?

Jim McKenna: The EPA monitors this work or dredging.

Bill Egan:  How long will the dredging take?

Jim Robison: We reassured that as we get closer to the work we would receive an update.

Jim Robison:  I think we are out of time, folks so we need to wrap up and let our speakers go.

Thanks to all of you who contributed information at this meeting. We appreciate it. Thanks and our meeting is adjourned. 

