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+ Roll call and introductions

« Pre-RD Group offer is voluntary

» Areas of agreement/scorecard

« Areas of remaining disagreement
= ADC
« SOW and Work Plan

« Limitations of the Pre-RD Group
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= Qur proposal is a robust plan, estimated cost exceeds
$15 million

« Group ready to implement

+ Need to complete in two years — a shared goal
= W require expediled BPA reviews and approvals
+ Meets ROD'’s stated need for more information

= WIll provide updated data to refine the remedy and establish
baseline

+ Provides information needed to progress allocation among PRPs
= Pre-RD Group’s plan written independently of EPA's June plan
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3

on (cont'd)

= Key issue: Rl data 10-15 years old — decision documents do not represent current
conditions

= Biskes sflocation among FRPs difficul
= iptenm PRP studies show changes in sle conditions
- Support PREPY understanding that site iz cleaner now than EPYgs ROD reflects

= Data collected in past 5 years show mprovements, but were not considered in
ROD decision

= Paw information may support less sctive remediation than shown in ROD
- ROD did not establish accurate whan/downtown/up-river background toading

< Bite risks may be over-siated based on current conditions, lack of slle-specific fish
consumpton info

= A pre-RD scope of work is needed to establish current conditions

= Fish tssue lovels, sediments, oo, 10 oreate confidencs by PRPg
+  Work is aligned with EPA Superfund reform goals

= BiAove sites along

Follow the data, use focused scoping 1o target key remedy areas
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1. Bathyiistric survey

2 Surface sediment sampling:

establish current conditions refining
SMAboundaries; determining
baseline for the site

3. SMB fish tissue Sampling

4 Burface water sampling

Banlciobank siteswide sunvey to

Hestiss dhanfesin sadiment
sedimertatian and rver Betiom
slevation

imitiat plan:of 200 unbiased
samples:(plus: SMA samples)
Inereased to 345 unbiased
samples:(680total)

Revise statistical strateqy

Added 145 unbiased samples
forEPA
Site = O segments
Reoccupying 87 stations
Added 3:-pt.composites
Sufficient statistical povwer
(based on PCB analysis)
Analyze for focused COCs

SMEB fish tissue samples st 95
statignsin:Site

Anatyzeiforfocused COCSIniny S

BAHY

8 iransects. 3 seasonalevents 3
substations:pertransect

Added XAD sampler
Analyze forfocused COGs {lotal

and dissolved)

QK

No-movement to date

= Nead 420+ unbiased
samples

= NeedtomonitoratRM
scale (21 segments)

Statistical consultant to

provide backupanalysis =

none provided

Mustanalyze all COCs

95 samplesin site ok
Gnliwhtle Badyisamiblingiaky
Mist analye sl COGs

Use XAD samplersitomeetiow
detection levels
Mustanalyze allCQOCs

Nane

Numberof unbiased samples (345
vs. 420+)

CQC's for analysis

COGs for analysia

COC's for analysis = could drive
volumetoimpractical limits
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S Subsuifacdisadiment eonng
foirefindiramedial footprint
baundaries

€ Fish dcoustic tracking study

7 Camira siitveiEof angliie

8 Downtown Reach/Upstream
Reach sampling

Sfsedimenticdias Hinisaly
1018 Taot deen and & foatin
nearshore araas

2-fdol samble Nerements
Analyzaiforiocised COG S

Pilot and year-long full study

12 dtatiohiarvicamaragiat
salectiocationaifor it v
Data on location and
fragiienay offishitiy alang
Fver

40 sediment samples (20in
Downtown::20:in:Upstream o
assessincoming loadto Site
10:SMB samplesincreasedto
25 samples

Added 3-point sediment
composites

Analyze forfocused COCs

= Loriginalli rediedtad $1000
cores (100% design level )

. Mbved tb apree tq 00 corae

= ffsal sampls instemisnis

= iEociisad OGS Blis
Geotechnical parameters
NAPLEIE TQC orain sized

OK:interpreting fish tissue data
and the suitability of SMBasan
indicator of remedy effectiveness

ORECad Besefulfor
nfarming fish consumption
advisories/Cs

» Require 60 sedimentsamples
= split Downtown:/ Upstream
= 40 SMB
==plit Downtown /{pstream
= Analyze all COCs

ations (cont’

PresRb Graaginfer
siiFacised OGS
+ Plus TOC and grain size

None

Mo

Numberof sediment samples
Number of SMB
COC s foranalysis

Sierra Club v. EPA 18cv3472 NDCA

Tiers 8&9

ED_002061_00115593-00006



9 Sedimentitmps

10, Upstream /Backgroind pore
water samples for metals

Revisadiafferingi2 franeicts
batweeh: RMi ligand 162
~ data of contaminant bading
intothie Ditsie

2 samples per transect

3 sampling everits

Fotused COCS only

2 upstream locations co-
located with sediment samples
Sampling naturally occurring
metalsonly (Asand Mn)

of scope negotiations (cont’

s e Wit iranisectsive s

o AL CoCsmustbe ahalzed

. Wolld farean thess P RD
Grelip snalyes thiougholit
forall COGs

OK, Jocations shoiild be targeted
to appropriate site conditions

CEC sifor Snalvsic

None
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=  Number of COCs to be analyzed
=  Substantial cost impacts
= Schedule impacts on project, including QA/QC reporting, threatens 2-year goal
= (General practice post-ROD is to narrow COC list to a subset of COCs based on

co-location, toxicity, & significance in the risk assessments, as is done in the PH
ROD

=  Remedial footprint of Focused COCs encompasses the majority of the COCs at
the Site

= Number of unbiased samples in surface sediments
= Additional analyses delay project
= Sample increment (1-foot vs. 2-foot)
= We have increased sample count by 200 to meet EPA concerns (new total 580)

= Currently will achieve sufficient statistical (0.8) power needed by EPA and the
Pre-RD Group

=  Sediment and SMB fish samples for upstream areas (40 vs. 60 that EPA wants)
= Our DQO is not focused on difference between downtown and upstream
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AQOC status—issues not yet resolve

= Data use — will be evaluated by Pre-RD Group per AOC Section 3.1 in two
reports:

= BMAfootpnnt report, Fre-design investigation (FDI Bvaluation Report
« (Costs charged to project
- Agresd no NED trustse oversight costs or role in this projedt
- Meed clarity thet rustes costs through grants from EPA will not be billad {0 this project
= EPAs cost of developing 118 own sampling plan not charged 1o this AQC
= Wil pay oversight costs from date negotiations with EFAS began in June
< Cap on BRA and ODEG oversight costs
= Dispute resolution provision involving expert panel / HQ EPA staff
« ol penaities on disputed dems
MNead exiemal panel 1o guickly resolve technical dispules
« EPA work “takeover” not consistent with limited, short term project
= No scope increase unless mutually agreed by EPA and Group
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atus—issues not yet resolvec

« Work Plan must be approved at time of signature of AOC or
2-year schedule will not be achievable

» PDI Evaluation Report includes analysis of data collected and
its implications
« Refing BMAs
- Generate new SWACs

= Coflect dats rom downtown/upstrearn arsas and consider impact on
achsyving cleanup standards

= Heaview mphcations of new data on food weab mods!

« EPA review time periods must be achieved to deliver this work
in a meaningful time frame — June 2019 report
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onclus

ons

« Pre-RD group companies are willing to fund and
execute the work

s Each has commitied substantial resources 1o bring forth owr proposal
1o s pomt

= Qur coalition is fragile; we have lost several
members

- Seek better working relationship with EPA
s bmprove pace of remedy smplamentation
= Support allocation orocess
< Promote and support BEPA Supsriund reform intistives

= Thank you for this opportunity.
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