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Presenter
Presentation Notes


Provide an update on the Portland Harbor Superfund Site which is being investigated by a group of potentially responsible parties called the Lower Willamette Group.  LWG is completing the remedial investigation and feasibility study under the oversight of EPA along with other federal, state and tribal governments.  

http://www.epa.gov/cgi-bin/epalink?target=http://www.epa.gov/&logname=epahome&referrer=seal

RI/ES Next steps

WG 16 start wrting the Rl report

EPA additional guidance: o eco; TRVS
Agree on sk assessment Issues hy June
Data “leockdown® — June

=epd Wehrmedel update

PREGS develepment — fall

R and Baseline sk assessment report end of
20)0}¢




S transition

=S Sceping

Develop refined RAOs andl PRGS
Developr AOPCS

Refine PRGs — Remediation Goals

Refine AORCs 10 Sediment: Management
AEaS

Alternatives screening
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Presentation Notes
EPA’s goal still remains to have a draft FS submitted during the summer of 2009. Achieving this goal will require close coordination between EPA and LWG representatives


Preliminary, Remediation Goals

“nitalE preliminany remediation goals (IPRGS)
Wererdentified 1 the: Reund 2 Repoiit

EPA recently’ provided comments: on develeping
PRGES, andi aneas of poetentialfconceln (AOPCS)

PRGS| sheuld be developed hased oni the; results
off the haseline human health and ecelegical risk
assessments, food Weh models andl ARARS

A RUMBEK of ISSUES associated with PRG
development be woerked! out - hew: PRGS will be
refined inter remedial action geals and
PElformance stanadarads




PRGS and Backgreund

PRES 0] SOmeE: chiemicals and pathaways
may. be helow nattial and/or
ANtArePOEENIC Backgrownd concentrations

PRGS| shieuld e compared to: hackground
levels to determine Whether It Is; fieasible
10 achieve risk-hased sediment and wWater
cleanuprlevelsiin Pertiand! Haror




“Initial™ areas; ofi potential’ concern (IAOPCs) Were
presenteadlin the Round 2 Report to Identiiy data gaps

AOPRCs will'lbe developed hased on the results off the
paseline humanhealth and ecological rsk: assessment,
PRES; the application eff Varieus modeling results; the
spatial distrkution eff contaminatien and therapplication
Off gee:statisticall teols

EUrther refined inte sediment management areas (SMAS)
for evaluation In the Pertiand Harbhor ES
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AOPCs will be likely be presented in Alternatives Screening report 




FS Steps

SCreening and eptimizatien steps e initally,
[efine Areas; oiif Potentiall Concelm (AOPC) Inte
Sediment Management Areas (SMA)

Develep a suite off remedy. alteratives; that
Would e cariead through the detailed evaluation
off alternatives against the: Natienal Centingency/
Plan (NCP) remedy; Sselection criteria.



Sediment Management Areas

SMIAS,— combine: areas, for evaluation

a Consider physical & chemical parameters, geographic
proximity, release mechanism and site Specific facters
suchias current and potential future site' use

a Goeal IS te Identify, areas off contaminatien that nay,
logically lhe combined for the purpese of develeping,
SCreening and evaluating remeadial action altemnatives
Acress the site



Kicking offi the ES

Ongeing sceping level discussiens withr LWE
EPA recently’ provided “guidance” on ES

Complexity - size of the! Portianad Harmor Site,
e RUMIBEr ol SPECITIC SeUrces, the dynamic
pature of the rver and Watershead
considerations, the Portland Hareer willfhe
complex

ES Seme streamlining off the ES Report wWill e
NEcessary te keepi it manageanle



ES

Combinatien remedies - dredging with dispesal
and placement options; capping; and moenitored
naturalfrecoveny will- e the prinyany rsk
reduction strateay

Sediment remediation and treatment eptions
and Integration' Inte’ Iong-term: regional sediment
Management actions may: prove: cost: effective,
especially I treatment: Cests cani e ofif-Set by,
peneficialire-use: of treated sediment
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With large area and volume of material that may require remediation at Portland Harbor,


Key: technical/logistical ISsues

Seurce Contrel — timing,, effectiveness
Aduatic Hanjtat: ElnRction

Dispesal eptiens - Upland, confined In-
Wwater, near siore: ChES, rehandling
facilities, heneficialireuse; and pre-
treatment

SEequencing — recontaminatoen; fish
Windoews & flow: limitations


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Source control will be key to the ultimate success of the contaminated sediment remedy. Source control should be achieved prior to the implementation of a sediment remedy. 

Contaminated sediments within Portland Harbor must be remediated in a manner that, to the maximum extent practicable, is consistent with and supportive of aquatic ecosystem enhancement/restoration and the conservation and recovery of ESA listed species 






ES support documents

Praiit: Treatandility: Study, Literatire: SUR/ey.
FechnicaltViemorandum

Side scan sonar ESP
Mebility: testing ESP = TICLLE; MET, SBILT
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Presentation Notes
Mobility testing - Focused on areas of elevated chemical contamination more likely to have physical removal evaluated as option in the FS

Intended to provide info on leachate or elutriate production

MET – mimic conditions in effluent from a CDF as it is being filled

SBLT – leaching characteristics applicable to several types of disposal options and chemical migration in in-situ capping

TCLP – simulates leachate production in an upland landfill


Milestenes for 2008

Round SBdata available Viay: 2008
Pata lockadown June 2003

Complete moeadel runs; (feed Welrmodel;
fiate and transport) mid Octoker

Drait baseline sk assessment
Draiit Rl repoeit



2000)S,

RemedialrAction altermatives screening
s Loek at individual SMAS

Begin detailed analysisk ol alternatives

x Alternative greupings (ie; technelegy
emphasis)

Complete aetailed analysis



@ 2001 2002/2003 Summer 2004 Fall 2004 Winter 2005

Approved Work Round 1 Site
Plan and Field Characterization
Sampling Plan Report

Begin Round 1 Step 1 Hydro

Model

Work Plan Report

Spring 2007 Fall 2006 Fall 2005 Summer 2005

Round 2 Report Framework Food Web Round 2A
P Issues Model Report Data Report

Summer/Fall 2007

F&T Model
Report Draft Rl and

2009 2010

Proposed
Draft FS Plan and

Baseline
Risk
Assessments

Report Record of
Decision

Portland Harbor Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Timeline – significant progress - Current Plans are to finish the remedial investigation and feasibility study and issue a Proposed Plan and Record of Decision by the end of 2010.  This will be very challenging.  




EPA Proeject Team

Remediall Project Managers:
Eric Blischke — RI/ES (5038)1 3264006
Chip Humphrey — RI/Es, (503) 326-2678
Sean Sheldrake: - early actions (206) 553-1220
Kristine Koch — uplands/PRP: search (206) 553-6705

Community Invelvement and Outreach
Judy: Smith (503) 326-6994

Attorney.
Lon Coera (206) 553-1115



_earn more on-line

DEQ :

EPA .

«Community Advisory Group:
*DHS Fish Advisory:


http://www.deq.state.or.us/nwr/PortlandHarbor/ph.htm
http://yosemite.epa.gov/R10/CLEANUP.NSF/sites/PtldHarbor
http://www.portlandharborcag.org/
http://www.dhs.state.or.us/publichealth/fishadv/index.cfm
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