
New Bedford Harbor Superfund Site 

Meeting 


June 14, 1994 

6:00 p.m. 


Acushnet Elementary School 


AGENDA 

• 	 Presentation on impact of inability to dredge 
on the economic vitality of New Bedford 
Harbor: Captains Taylor and Fisher 

• 	 Status of Phase II Clean-up 

• 	 Selection of innovative technology(ies) for 
remediation of the hot spots 

• 	 Scheduling issues 

• 	 Subcommittee activity 
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Summary of Haet~ Held June l~. 1994 

on the 5e. Bedford Harbor Superfund Site 

In attaodanae at the session were: 

FaeiH.tators ~ 
Michael Keating Alan Eschenroeder 
Jane Wells Elug~ne Grace 

David Hammond 

Conoerned Parents of Pairhaven New Bedford City Council 
Patricia Estrella David Gerwatowski 
Claudia Kirk Pred Kalisz, Jr. 

George Rogers 

DEl., New Bedford Mayor's Office 
Paul Craffey Eli~abeth Wright 
Allexe Law-Plood 
Madeline Snow 

Downwin~ Coalition ~ 
Neal Balboni Ken Pinkelstein 
Diana cobbold John Terrill 
Carol Sanz 

EPA State Elected Officials 
Frank CisvattiBri Rep. Bill Straus 
Gayle Garman 
Harley Laing 
John McNeil 

Town of Acushnet 
Roland Pepin 
Jackie Brightman 

Approximately 20 members of the public observed the meeting, 
which was videotaped for subsequent broadcast on local cable television. 

The Committee heard first from Capt. Michael Taylor of Maritime 
Terminal in New Bedford Harbor and Capt. Eruce Pi~h.r of the Northeast 
Pilots' Assoaiation. Th. latter descr1be~ the extent and impact of the 
silting of the .hipping channel into ana within New Bedfor~ Harbor on 
shipping operations. while the former analyzed the economio impadt of 
silting on the Shipping and oargo handling businesses in New Bedford. 
Both urge~ the necessity for an immediate maintenance dredging project in 
the har]:)or. 

Sub.equent digcussion revealed that the ~y Corps of Engineers 
has agreed to do a survey over the next year of conaitions in the 
channel. with a view to conducting dredging. T~e problem is disposal of 
the dredged materials. It became olear that, while there is no direct 
link between the navigation&l dredging sought by the presenters and the 
environmental dredging currantly included in the second phase of the 
superfund clean-up projBct. there is some indirect linkage due to the 
fact that the Phase II clean-up could uSe 80me limited amounts of clean 
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fill f&om the channel to cover contaminated Bed~ent8 in the CDFs ana the 

current version o~ Pha8~ II calls for the con9truction of a bulkhead CDF 

(17) near the North Te~lnal, part of ~hich the City eould use to store 

up to 100,000 cubic yards of ~edged ~ateriala from the channel by 

building an additional wall. It became elear that the Committee's 

deliberations on dredging and the choice of an ~lternative technology in 

connection with the remediation of the hot spots has had no direct effect 

on plans for, or the pursuit of, a maintenance dredging commitment from 

the Corps of Engineers. Indeed, the two dredging operations, the ong for 

cleaning the channel and that associated with the clean-up, are entirely 

separate. Noneth~l~•• , the Committee unan~oualy urged again immediate 

efforts to Qxpedite the processing of ~ha8e II plans for the harbor 

clean·up and endor.84 the need fo~ m~intenanee dredging of the 

navigational channel as soon as possible. 


Gayle Garman from EPA thgn pre~entBd an update on thQ statuS of 

plans for the second phase of the New Bedford Harbor clean-u~. As a 

result of public comments sub=itted after the proposal plan w.s pr~sented 


publicly, some changes have been inco~oratad in the plan, including tha 

creation of the bulkhead CDP #7 with its excess storage, dascribed above, 

and th~ elimination of a propoRQd CDF in a wetlands area on the east 

shore of the Aauuhnet River in Pairhaven. EPA will initiate steps for a 

sharing of the revised plan with the Co~ittee and the beginning of 

~nother public review and comment period. 


The Committee then turned to the consideration of alternative 

technologies for dealing with the hot spot sediments. Disou$sion focused 

almost eXClusively on solidification/stabilization, sinee EPA aSBerted 

that tre~tability work on that te~hnology could be completed 

substantially more rapidly than for other alternativa technologies (one 

month VQ. nine to twelve months). That aesertion. which did not seem to 

be aupport~~ by available EPA materials on demonstrated and emerging 

technologies, is .pparently based on the ~elative eimplicity and 

reliability of banch-testing for solidification alternatives, While 

separation and destruct~Qn approaches would require much more elaborate 

pilot testing. Conside&able discVlsion of the track reoord of 

aolidifioation as a treatment alternative followe~, as well as 

considerable debata over the priority that should be assigned to 

timelin.88 in the selection of a technology(ies). 


At the conclusion of thB discu~sion. the Committee agreed to 

continue the useful inter· session dialogue between citizens' groups and 

the agenaies' and their respective tachnica~ personnel. The gro~ps were 

charged with the task of developing, as far as possible, a jOint 

recommendation to the full Committee at ita next meeting scheduled for 

Tuesday, July 5. Xf they are unable to agree on ~ll of thA elements of 

Quch a racommendation, thgy will each present to the Committee their own 

preferred version of the dispur.Qd element(s) for the Committee's 

determination. 


The meeting adjourned .t 9:27 p.m. The naxt aeeting is 

8chedu~Qd ~or ~e8day. July 5. 1'94 at the Greater ••• Bedford VOcat~ODal 


aigh School at 6:00 p.m. 


JloiK:2760 
• 2 

http:timelin.88
http:endor.84

	RETURN TO 1998 ROD AR INDEX: 
	barcodetext: SDMS DocID 62637
	barcode: *62637*


