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Prov1dence Rhode Island Th1s memorandum documents the Board's advrsory Ny
recommendations.

Context~foi‘-~Bohrd-fl&yi¢ew

The Administfator established the: Board ds one. of the. October 1995 Superfund
Administrative Reforms:fo. help control response ¢ costs.and- ,promotelconsmtent and. cost-effectwe
remedy decisions, The Board furthers these goals by provrdrng a cross-regronal management-
level, "real time" TeView. of high: cost: ‘proposed response;actions prior:to. the1r bemg,rssued for.
‘public:( comment 'I’he Board 1 reviéws-all. proposed cleanup actions, that exceed its cost-based
‘Teview:criteria. : :

The Board rev1ew is. mtended to help control remedy costs’ and. to promote ‘both: cons1stent
and cost-effectwe dec1510ns The Natlonal 011 and Hazardous Substances Pollutron; Contmgency

tate, tribal.and .
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of the cost»estunates, and any other relevant factors or program gurdance in. makmg our advrsory
recommendations. The. overall goal of the review isto. ensure; sound dec1sron makmg consrstent ,

with current: law, regulatlons,.and gmdance
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* Generally; the Board makes the: adv1sory recommeéndations to the appropriate regional
division:director.. Then; the region will include these: recotiimendations:in the admifistrative -
record for the site, typlcally before it'issués-the proposed cleanup:plan for-public comment.,
While the region. is expected to'give'the Board’s fecommieiidations substantial ‘weight; othéi
unportant factors, such as. subsequent public comment.or technical- analyses of response* optlons,
may:influence the. region’s final remedy decision. The Board expects the regional division
director to. respond in writing‘to its recommendations within a reasonable: perlod of time,, notmg
in particular how the recommendations influenced:the proposed clearup decision, incliding any
effect.on.the estimated cost-of the action. Although the Board’s recommeéndations are to.be
given ¢ substan‘ual ‘weight, the Board does not. change the Agency’s current.delégationsior:alter in-
any’ way the publlc s rolé in site dec151ons the region has the final decrsron—makmg authorlty

~ Overview of‘the"PrOpOSed ACtlon

Based on'the alternatives evaliiated:in the Fea51b111ty Study; EPA/isipropesing the -~ .
followmgrlong-term cleanup approach for.the Centredale-Manor Restoration Project Superfund
site. Estimated cost of the proposed remedy is $94 mllllon

e Source Area Soil: Alternative 4e'~ Targeted Excavation; Gonveért:.fo"Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Caps and Maintain,‘and Off=site Disposal and/or
Treatment

* Source Area Groundwater; Alternative2 — Excavatlon/Dewatermg (Constructlon
1mplemented)

' Allendaleé: nd- Lyman ‘Mill'Reach Sedlﬁfe‘irt. Altematlve 7a Excavatlonx and @n—sue
Cottainmént-in an:Upland'CDE" - ' :

‘o Allendale Redch Floodplain | Soil: Altematlve 54-—Excavation: and On-s1te Contamment
inan Upland CDF

»- Lyman Mill Reach Stream Sediment.and' Floodplaln Sorl Altemanve 3a —'Targeted
Excavation, Enhanced Natural Recovety; dnd On-site Containmentiin‘an-Upland CDF

L

Natlonal Remedy Revnew Board Advnsory Recommendatlons

Vaudo Gretchen Muench and Cornell Rosnu The rev1ew was held on. August 18 2010 Based
on: thrs rev1ew and dlscusswn the Board offers the. followrng comrments:

‘Slte ‘Characterization RIRE ‘ ’ " -
- ”Th’e‘mformatron presented to thezBoard lndlcated that -'the _State has not obtamed approvala

Beneﬁc1al Use. Based on the: 1nforrnat10n presented to’ the Board the. Reglon s groundwater
classification approach may not be consistent with thé*2009 Office:of Solid ‘Waste and’
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http:Alternative.46

Emergency Response (OSWER) Directive 9283:1-33; Sumimary of Key Exzstmg :EPACERGLA: .
Policies for GFoundwater. Restoration. The: Region should more:fully:desctibe:the basis thatiwas.
used to' classrfy the: groundwater usider: the: Guidelinies for Grourd-Wate Classzﬁcatxomunderx%theu
EPA Ground-Water- Protection: Strategy {(December 1986) or:change: the «classificationin .- .
-accordance with these guidelings. - Iiiaddition; ‘the Region §hiould coordinate this:rationale:or 1
change with Office of Site Remediation and. Techno]ogy Innovation: (OSRTI) a.nd F ederal
Facilities: Restoratlon and Reuse Ofﬁce (FFRR@) vbefore proceedmg
P . s ot T b Lv

The' Board notés:that. the Reglon Views: the dloxm-contarnmated flood plam soils-and; rmll

’pondzsedrments as. hsted waste under RCRA The‘clasmﬁcatlon of these contammated medla“, S

, , ) Imi; 'f_'stratlve fecord the: determmatlon th‘at the dloxm-contammated*l
, ﬂood plam soils and pond: sediments- .aré RCRA:listed waste;and therationale: foraddressing w14
those soils; a.nd sediments dlfferently .

S . : h . VL T ey
Remedlal Action: Ob)ectlves L ‘ ‘ - a a
A presented ‘. the package the re51dent1al poly ‘hlormated blphenyls (P' >Bs)- :

. 1T 3 igement: € T e
cntenon) TherEPA fecommended residential PEB PRG is 1. mg/kg>for-soﬂs At the meetmg, ithe
Region acknowledged that it. did not use the.EPA recommended PRG but that it-would.make this
chanigé in line withithe Board?s feconmmendation'to’do s¢ "The Board-also recommends-that the;
decision:dociiment:more: cléarly ‘describethes frequency of occurrence a.nd resultmgrchangesem
volume estrmates fonremedratron SR e S S

=® R ..

Based ion the packageﬁpre‘ ented th Board s concemed thatthe. clea.nup leyel (atrthrs .
site, expressed«ana@remedlatlon?goal (RG)-.=related tQ: ﬁshsconsumptmn) ‘maysnot *be*’achlevable in:
the time. frame: specified, especially for the lower pond area:since-contamination will'be left.in
placeiiii the: Oxbow-Aréaand might possrbly ben remoblhzedsdurmg\ﬂoodmg évents: [see’also the.

recommendatxon on the‘ rellablht)" of the RC,A zcapcm‘ thefsource areal!- “The. Boardirecommends

]

Remedy Performance’ S

) Based on the package‘ presented o the Board ‘there appear»"‘

representmg prmcrpal threat waste) would not be evaluated/consrdered asan altematlve In
addition, the Board recommends that the decision. documents explain how-using 10:times:the
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umversal treamrent'standard‘(leUTS) (where landﬂdlsposal restnctrons"for sonlrand 10xUTS are

sednnents w1th sonls for purposes of tlus screenmg me ‘anlsm

i et ' -

When con51der1ng habltat valuew the preferred alternatlve appears to: be,rely on; drfferentu
approaches withirespect.to removal of contamination from Lyman and Allendale: Ponds as

Opposed to-removal-of contamination, from the, OxbowsArea:: Region 1 belieyés.that the. Oxbow

Areat
area to:ensure‘that:the:maximum:net: envnronmental benefitbe.derived.from th
The‘Board ‘récominends:that the Reglomr 'evaluate the areas:selected-for ‘excas 1, targete
excavation:and enhanced: natural recovery, while- balancmg the unpacts 10 all areas ‘to achieve: -
‘aximun risk réduétion: The decision‘documéiits should, explam howdeavmg source. matenal in
the wetland:areas en'sures:protectiveness: and -why *hot—spot removal 18 notupractlcable ;o

representsxa s1gmﬁcant wildlife habitat; as. compated:to:the ponds;-and. has: delmeatedathe
posed actlon '

‘The-material presented to'the. Board ‘indicated that the RCRA cap over the source-area
soils is intended to: protect against.direct. contact and.against contaminant vertical T
mxgratron/le ”'hmg In the- gvent: of *a ﬂood and in onjunctron wrthuth, hallof groundwater ﬂow

wetlands tha‘tﬂare dmnaged in the'Remedlal Actlon Cons:stent with:Clea )
and 1ts 1mplement1ng regulatrons a remedy generall -1ncludes restoratron/rephcatxon of the

approach in thlS partlcular cas ;,‘The ;Board notes that ycappl'ngt is; often selected as-a remedy for
contaminated sediments, which can résult’i in Tower costs’and less.miaterial- requiring drsposal
These features may be 1mportant at thrs srte glven the lumted'.land avarlable fon‘aaconﬁned

[
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_Conclusmn

We commend the Reglon s collaboratlve efforts in workmg with the: Board and
stakeholder groups at this site. 'We request that a draft response to-these recommendations be.
included with the draft proposed plan whien it is forwarded to the Office of: Superfund
Remediation and. Technology Innovation’s.Site Assessment and Remedy Decisions (SARD)
branch for review. ‘The SARD branch will work with both-your staff aiid the Board to résolve
any remaining issues prior to: your release of the record of decision.” Once: ‘your response. is final
and made part of the site’s administrative record, a'copy of this letter and your response will be
posted on. the Board’s website (htlp Iiwww. epa. gov/superﬁmd/programs/nrrb/)

Thank you for your: support and the support of your managgers and staff in préparing for
this review. Please call me at (703)347-0124 should: ‘you have any questlons

cc: J. Woolford, (OSRTI)
E. Southerland (OSRTD)
E. Gilberg (OSRE)
R, Cheatham (FFRRO)
'D. Ammon’ (OSRTI)
D. Cooper (OSRTI)
‘NRRB members
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