RETURN TO ESD AR INDEX . Superfund Records Center

SITE:  New Bedf
BREAK:___ §.3
OTHER: _ Ue 2544

‘KarenVilandry Comments 09-04-09 12:10 am-

To: Elaine Stanley
Remedial Project Manager
New Bedford Harbor Superfund Site

I am submitting this letter to you offering my comments and concerns on your "Explanation
of Significant Differences between the remedial action being undertaken and the remedial action
set forth in the Record of Decision, (ROD), and the reasons such changes are being made.

Specifically, | understand that you want public comments on the waiver of a requirement under

the Massachusetts Hazardous Waste Regulations that an existing surface impoundment that the
EPA has been using for temporary storage of contaminated sediments at its facility at Sawyer Street
in New Bedford has a double liner rather than a single liner that presently exists.

My first question is this, Why is there a need for storage of any length of time as it was my
understanding that PCB contaminated sediment after it was dewatered would be sent out by train
to a Hazardous Waste Facility out of state for proper disposal? -

~ Secondly, please define, "temporary storage”. What length of time are you talking about when you state,
"temporary"?

When reading your report, I see that in 1988-89, a six-acre confined disposal facility, (CDF), was
constructed along the shoreline immediately north of Sawyer Street in New Bedford. Further into the
report, I read that hot spot sediment that was stored in Cell #1 was removed to an offsite TSCA
permitted landfill started in December 1999. Now, if this sediment was initially stored when the CDF
was built in 1988-89, that's showing me that there was a 10 year storage of contaminated material.
To me, that is not, "temporary”.

Also, in Sample #9, listed in your Table 1, you've stated that 1,930 PPM of Total PCBs along with
43 PPM of Trichloroethylene are in Cell#1. That of course is in addition to more samples with a
combined total of toxic sediments in Cell#1.

The contaminant of concern in the harbor is PCBs yet we know that the harbor has a significant
amount of toxic heavy metals that are combined with the PCBs and trichloroethylene sediment that
are not mentioned in the report.

It is my strong feeling that if the Massachusetts Hazardous Waste Regulations states that a double
liner be used rather than a single liner that presently exists to store PCBs and Trichloroethylene
sediments, then that is the measure that needs to be used to protect public health. What was
determined to be safe levels of exposure over a decade ago has since been modfied as time goes
on and new science has been found.

In addition, it needs to be stated to the public, what the definition of "temporary storage" is telling us
the length of time that sediment is stored until it s transferred to a TSCA approved landfill. In your
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report, there were changes made in your ESD many times during this storage process since 1989
which may have prolonged the storage while decisions were being made. The longer the combined
toxic sediment is stored, it may break down the protective liner posing a risk.

Bottomline, use a double liner as stated in Massachsetts Hazardous Waste Regulations.
Thank you.

Sincerely,

Karen A. Vilandry
Environmental Activist
Greater New Bedford

34 Huttleston Avenue
Fairhaven, MA 02719-3115 -
Tel. 508-951-1184

Email: kav704@yahoo.com
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