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2 COMMENCED £7:40 p.m.'i 

3 MS. FITZSIMMONS: If anyone in the baci­ can't hear 

me, I will use the microphone, but it seems 1 it- e a small 

enough crowd tonight wnere I prefer not to. 

First of all, my name is Fauia Fi tzsi mmons. I'm 

from the Li. 3. Environmental Protect ion Agency and I am Chief 

;if bhp Massachusetts 5uper fund Section. 

9 If there it, anyone here who is Portuguese spesh ing 

10 woui u I ii- e the services of our interpreter, we have sn 

11 interpreter in the back, please avail yourself of him, should 

12 need be. 

13 Again, I would i i i- e to welcome everybody to this 

14 meeting, this is the Public Hearing on the Addendum Proposed 

15 Plan for Upper Buzzard's Bay. For those of you who were at 

16 our meeting in May, you will recall there a little bit of a 

17 discussion as to what part is what, as what phases we call 

18 them. What you'll hear us tall­ about is Phase I whicn is the 

19 hot spot which is the incinerator which i s» not a topic of 

20 discussion for this hearing this evening. We also have the 

21 proposed plan that was published and sent out to everyone in 

22 January. There was a public hearing on that held previous to 

23 this and then this is what we're calling the addendum proposed 

24 plan. Again, for those of you wnu were here lasb time, I 

25 bhim I called thab Phase Tib, but that's what we're nere to 
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eceive comments on this evening.
 

The format of tonight's meeting is we wi 3 I hetve a
 

short presentation by tne Project Manager, Gayie German. And
 

then we wiii follow up, we wi i i allow you to as^ us quesrions
 

into bhe record. For those of you who gave Jim cards in tne
 

Daci- , we as'h anyone who does want to speak into the record,
 

fill out a card and I'll just call on you in turn. 'rou will
 

8 ve nboui" ten minutes to mai- e your comments into the record.
 

9 <Jhen you <io th^t, we ^si- that you seep into the microphone,
 

10 , if it's a complicated name, please spell it,
 

11 and i f you have any affiliation, please let us i- now.
 

12 Because T;his is a hearing, as we said, at the
 

13 informational meeting in Kay, we wiii not be giving answers to
 

14 the questions that you asl- at this time. What we do with the
 

15 questions that you ask is we'll take them with ail the other
 

16 questions we may get during the public comment period, you
 

17 nave an opportunity for oral statements into the record or you
 

18 can =>fcud them to us. If you got a copy of the proposed plan,
 

19 there is G^yie's address in the b^ci and you can send them
 

20 directly to her.
 

21 Public comment period closes July 13th. Any
 

22 written comments must oe posbmarVed by the 13th to be
 

23 con si der ed .
 

24 Y'OLI will ŝ et! we nave an array of microphones here.
 

25 me mee'ciny is being t r arti'_ r i bea . A copy of the i;r anscr i p c
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will be put in the info repository in the New Bedford Library. 

If anyone wants their own individual copy, you can speaK to 

the stenographer and make arrangements for that. 

Once the hearing has closed, officially we will 

stay around to answer questions if anyone else has questions 

:<n anything other than, as I said, the addendum proposed plan. 

7 Let me just take a minute to introduce to you the 

8 people that we have here bhis evening. As I said, bhis i ?> 

9 l e Ggrman, a-5 many of you I-TIOW. She's the Project Manager 

10 from the U.S. Environmentai Protection Agency. We also have 

11 nere from EPA, many of you know Jim Sebastian, our Community 

12 Relations Coordinator. We have, next to Gayie, John Lindsay. 

13 John is from NOAA, also known as the National Oceanic and 

14 Atmospheric Administration. And we have Paul Craffey, at the 

15 end, from the Massachusetts Department of Environmental 

16 Protection. He's the Project Manager for them. 

17 At this point, I will turn it over to Gayie. 

18 Gayie will give you a short synopsis of what the proposed plan 

19 i s. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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1 

2 MS. GAPMAN: Thani­ you, Paula. 

3 I thinl­ I'll try ]t without the microphone, it's 

much easier for me. 

As F'aula mentioned, comments that we receive; from 

you either tonight or ones that are postmarked ana mailed to 

7 ne rir -co Jim Sebastian by i-'ne 13th of July, w i l l be crinsidered 

8 in our record of decision. And we will publish as an -addendum 

9 to the record of decision what we call a responsiveness 

10 summary. Theit would be our answers to your questions and that 

11 will also go into the administrative record. There is a 

12 complete record at the library in New Bedford, there's a 

13 3art;ia] record at the Millicent Library in Fairhaven and 

14 there's a complete record also at the EPA offices in Boston, 

15 that is available for public review. 

16 Before I describe the areas of contamination and 

17 ar cleanup proposals, I thought I would briefly review for 

18 you tne nine criteria that EPA uses in developing its record 

19 of decision, and these are what are listed on the first sign. 

20 The first two criteria, overall protection of 

21 human health and the environment and compliance with what we 

22 call ALAPS, are threshold criteria for us. That means that 

23 any remedy that we propose must meet those conditions, it must 

24 overall be protective of human health in the environment ?nd 

25 IT; niur>t comply with environmental Jaws of the State of 
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Massachusetts and of the United States. 

The remainder of the criteria we call balancing 

criteria. Uie tai-e those remedies that have passed that 

threshold set by those first two criteria and we balance them 

one against the other using the remaining seven standards: 

long term effectiveness, will the proposed remedy remain in 

place and remain protected over a long period of time, at a 

minimum thirty years; reduction of toxicity, mobility or 

trie* I ihouiu stay through treatment, there i <3 a 

10 preference for treatment in the National Contingency Plan, 

11 these standards are given to us by the National Contingency 

12 Plan, they are not something that EPA made up; short term 

13 effectiveness, that deals with whether we can implement the 

14 remedy, the construction of the remedy without harming the 

15 health of the community or the environment; impiementabi1ity, 

16 is it doable, is the equipment we need available, can we 

17 transport whatever we might need to the site, are the 

18 materials available; cost I thint­ is self-explanatory; and 

19 then the last two criteria are state and community acceptance, 

20 we loot­ forward to receiving comments from Massachusetts and 

21 from the communities affected by the remediation, and chose 

22 are very seriously considered in our decision. 

23 So I would 1 i 1-e you to i-eep these criteria in mind 

24 when ynu are preparing your comments because These are the? 

25 standards we sre required tu u^-c­ in mating our decision. An-i 
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as T mentioned earlier, only those comments that are 

nri by rhe 13th of July w i l l be ronsidere-d in 

deve1 op i ng our decisi on. 

4 So, let's move on. 

5 It's kind of a strange place to start, the 

rutterhead dredge. This is the dredge that we found to be 

most effective when we did our pilot study in the harbor. In 

8 fact, l h i » j ii the cover just north of Sawyer Street. But the 

9 reason I started off with this was this w^s, this pilot stud/ 

10 vat done in respon?^ to pub!ic comments received on ^ pi^n 

11 that EPA proposed in 1984. So it's a way of demonstrating 

12 what happens when we receive comments. In this case, we 

13 undertook a pilot study to see if we could dredge effectively 

14 within the harbor without spreading the contamination. And we 

15 also tested two ways of disposing of the dredge sediment 

16 i.-n-sibe. One way was under water and you can't see it, the 

17 o'chec way is in a confined disposal facility and you can <E(?f3 

18 the cove on the left hand side, just south of that on the 

19 shoreline, you'll see, that's the CDF constructive part of the 

20 pilot study. Those of you who have driven by the area no 

21 doubt can see it. There is additional construction going on 

22 i".here now as part of the hot spot remediation. 

23 This is an overview of the site, what is the 

24 New Bedford Harbor Super fund site"' Initially it began in 

25 197':), the Massachusetts Department of Public Health institutr-d 
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the fishing closure areas that you see on this map, you 

Drobabiy can't read the writing, the first area is north of 

the hurricane barrier. That is closed to the taking of ail 

seafoud for human consumption while fishing area closure two 

is closed to the taking of lobsters and biota eating fish and 

fishing closure area three is closed to the tal-'ing of lobsters 

for hurru-tn consumption. Those fishing closure areas were 

] nsli t ute-d to protect individuals who might consume these 

9 materials -^nd PCBs are shown to cause cancer in laboratory 

10 animal? and they are strongly suspected to be a car <-i nogpn in 

11 humans. 

12 So, when EF'A went cut to investigate the 

13 contamination in the harbor that was causing the contamination 

14 of the fi eh and food chain, they locked first at the most 

15 contaminated areas. This is a map of the estuary from the 

16 Wood Street Bridge on the north to Coggeshal1 Street Bridge on 

17 the south. You will see that cove area on the right. And the 

18 areas of highest contamination are «>hown in orange, that's the 

19 hot spot areas, as Paul mentioned, we already have a record of 

20 decision for the hot spot signed in April of 1990 and 

21 remediation is under way. The green — you probably can't 

22 read it — are areas of contamination greater than fifty parts 

23 per million. All of the areas except the gray are proposed 

24 for r t-'dieui at i on under the estuary, lower harbor and bay 

25 proposed plan that wt? issued in January of this year. 
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This is the area of the site from the 

Street Bridge just south of the hurricane barrier. 

This area was also handled in the proposed plan of January. 

The darker colored areas are the areas with PCB contamination 

greater than fifty parts per million. Under our proposed plan 

for the estuary, lower harbor and bay, these areas would be 

Jredged *s would the c<reas over fifty parts per million in the 

es'cuary. Those sediments would be disposed in confined 

9 dispc"=-ii facilities 1 i i-e the one I showed you — Jim pointed 

10 :n.it on thr-> side earlier, thai we constructed for the pilot 

11 > tud y. 

12 The dredged sediments would be allowed to settle 

13 oy gravity settling in the confined disposal facility. The 

14 water on top of the sediments will be drained off, it would go 

15 througn a waste water treatment plant. The waste water 

16 treatment plant would remove most of the PCBs and the metals. 

17 The water would then be discharged bac^ into the estuary. 

18 After that, the settled sediments will be covered Mith an 

19 impermeable cap. This would include a plastic membrane and 

20 over that membrane there would be layers of soil of at least 

21 two feet in depth and, finally, a vegetative cover. So, you 

22 create a new permeable membrane over your de-watered 

23 sedi ments. 

24 This slide shows the overall process for the 

25 proposed plan that was issued in January. The reason, I'll 
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tell you in a minute why we're reviewing once again the plan 

that was issued in January. The areas shown in yellow are the 

areas to be dredged. The areas shown in green are the areas 

where the confined disposal facilities will be constructed. 

Two things 1 would 1 i i-e you bo note are the areas 

in green, why did we put the confined disposal facilities in 

those areas"' First off, there is very little boat t r a f f i c 

norrh of the Coggeshail Street E-iriilyt?. It'£ also a low energy 

area so that there is very little wave 1 energy there co impact 

10 the confined disposal facilities and probably most 

11 importantly, these areas are areas that are contaminated and 

12 would require remediation or dredging if we were not already 

13 planning to construct a CDF there. 

14 I would also iif-e to draw your attention to, if 

15 you can see them, the two litble spots south of the hurricane 

16 barrier, that line across the bottom of the sign that says 

17 hurricane barrier. These two areas exceed fifty parts per 

18 million in the sediments and these areas also are proposed for 

19 dredging in the January plan and also would be disposed of in 

20 the confined disposal facilities. 

21 This slide outlines the sequence for construction 

22 of the proposal we made in January and we estimate that it 

23 would taKe eight years from the record of decision to complete 

24 this construct i on plan. In particular, I would 1i \ t­ you to 

25 note that there is a monitoring program planned. We are 
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required to continue monitoring the site to see if in fact our 

remedy has been effective and that uat=i is- evaluated every 

five years. We also expect to have to maintain the fishing 

Dan^, in other words those fish enclosure areas. We don't 

.now by how much there will be a reduction in bhe PCB content 

DT" the biota or how soon we will see a reduction in the F'CB 

levels of the biota and bne fish enclosure areas would need to 

8 je maintained until there was a safe level of reduction in 

9 hose pi'Bs so that people could eab those fish without h-svimj 

10 .indue r i c-i­ of an adverse health effect. 

11 This slide, I'm not going to go over. It's just 

12 for you, will show you that we looked at a number of other 

13 alternatives, nine, in fact. If you can see the numoers, it 

14 also gives you the range of costs. The first one is a 

15 limited/no action alternative. Actually we never really 

16 seriously considered implementing a limited /no action 

17 alternative, but we hav^ to evaluate it, it gives us a 

18 baseline for evaluating other alternatives. So the costs 

19 range from 327 million to 33 million for remedies that were 

20 evaluated for the estuary, lower harbor and bay. Again, this 

21 proposal was made in January. 

22 We have a biant here because this is the breal­ . 

23 What I will describe For you now is what is described in the 

24 addendum proposed plan and it was issued in May. This is an 

25 add on to what I have already described. In other woru=, lln 3 
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wort described in the addendum proposed plan would not be done 

ail by itself, it w i l l be dent?, If it is done^ at ail, as part 

of bhe remedial action For the estuary, lower harbor and bay. 

The trustees of Natural Resources requested that 

we do a joint evaluation with them of the contamination soubh 

of the hurricane barrier and the practicality of doing 

remediation above and beyond the two areas that were already 

'.ihown rin the map, the l i t t l e >eilow dobs south of bhe 

9 hur "i c-trie barrier that we proposed to dredge bacl­ in January. 

10 ~hfc>y came to u<=, they said we­ really thi^ it would be 

11 worthwhile to do additional, expanded remediation south of the 

12 hurricane barrier because of the value of the resources in 

13 Buzzard's Bay. 

14 So our initial step was to take a look at ail the 

15 data we had on PCS contamination in the sediments. And the 

16 iittie red dots you see are areas where at one time or another 

17 since 1576 we have had maybe only one sample that indicated 

18 the F'CB contamination, where ail those red dots are, may be 

19 mor f=> than ten parts per million. 

20 So the first agreement we came to was we really 

21 thought we ought to go bact, at a minimum, and re-sample these 

22 areas and see if in fact this contamination was still in the 

23 Af'S'S, i f these were real numbers because there's some question 

24 about that on some of the older data as well. Our methods of 

25 analyzing bhe sediment have- greatly improved and some of this 
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data is somewhat questionataie. 

NOAA also pointed out to us that they would l i t e 

us to i oc4- not only at the two are-^s south of tne hurricane 

carrier, but at the area where the New Bedford City Waste 

Water Treatment Plant has its outfall. And this area, they 

gave u=> information indicating that this area may be 

Darbiculariy significant to contamination of the food chain. 

8 And the way that wor i- s is illustrated by the slide which is my 

9 favorite slide. The little worm which 1 oc4 s more 1 i i-e -sn 

10 eerfhworm than a sea i-'orm, i i ve>s in the sediment and pic is up 

11 the contamination from the sediment. It's then ingested by 

12 the fith. There are a lot of sea worms living at the outfall 

13 even though the area is degraded from the input from the 

14 outfall, those worms are resistent to that type of 

15 i ont ami nat i on. And the fish 1 i (• e the sea worms, it's fish 

16 juni f'lod, I guess. And so we have studies that demonstrate 

17 that the fish congregate and feed in these areas and they feod 

18 on these contaminated sea worms. And in that way, a 

19 disproportionate amount of RGBs may be entering the food 

20 chai n. 

21 The trustees also gave us information indicating 

22 that the younger members of the lobster and winter flounder, 

23 which we found populations, populations that are particularly 

24 interesting and tend to spend bhe greater part of their time 

25 in the near shore ftreas. And if I we>r e to go bact to that 
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sign with the vent bo/,F you'll see that most of those are 

located Y ighl shore. Co bhese areas may be contributing 

disproportionately to the effects on these populations because 

the younger individuals are spending a greater portion of 

their time there and these young individuals in the population 

are more sensitive to contamination probably than are adults. 

So we now focused our attention on the two areas 

south of the hurricane barrier and the area of the outfall 

9 which is what that red dot is at the hot bom of thi = slide. 

10 This slide is not drawn to scale, but it does gi /CT you the 

11 location of the three areas that we are proposing to remediate 

12 as part of the addendum proposed plan. The two areas near the 

13 hurricane barrier are expanded areas from the two that we had 

14 previously identified in January. In January we said we would 

15 dredge the sediments that were contaminated above fifty parts 

16 per million. We are now saying we would expand those areas bo 

17 include the sediment contaminated above ten parts per million. 

18 So it's a bigger area. 

19 Those dredged sediments will be put on a barge and 

20 transported to the Thousand Street Bridge. From there they 

21 would be moved by hydraulic pipe, hydraulic pipeline to CDF-1, 

22 which is the largest CDF-1 in the cove area that is proposed 

23 for construction as part of the January plan. Besides the 

24 CDF, there need to be constructed two feet higher in order to 

25 accommodate this additional sediment. We wmld use the ^an>M 
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:utterhead dredge that was found during the pilot study to be 

the best dredge to use for this type of purpose. It does not 

re-suspend the sedimenbs and spread the contamination around. 

At the outfall area, and actually I have a diagram 

:>f chat which I forgot to get you. So here you see the dredge 

and the hydraulic pipeline going from the dredge to the CDF 

that is being filled with very watery sediment. I'm not ^ure 

what ihe next step is, but then it's supposed to go to the 

water Treatment facility. The next step could be, sometimes 

10 ,'e tii-'in'e the CDF into several different sediments. 

11 And this slide shows how we would do the capping 

12 jecause we are proposing capping the outfall area because the 

13 water is deeper, that would be difficult to dredge in that 

14 area. However, we can tat-e the same sand, transport it on a 

15 barge to the outfall area. This is a special kind of barge 

16 that has a bottom that will slowly open. You open the bottom 

17 of the barge a slight amount and the b<*rge moves baci­ and 

18 forth over the outfall area and the sand it deposited ami 

19 covers those contaminated sediments. 

20 It's important to remember that there is a large 

21 volume of clean material required to do this. The Corps of 

22 Engineers has recommended to us L'nat we use a volume of 

23 material that would equal si \ feet in depth over this arraa. 

24 In order to ensure that we have it capped, it will not be — 

25 that would bo impermeable to t'm-2 transport of the F'CBs through 
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it and that organisms that burrow in the sediment will not be
 

able to disturb.
 

Si"', I have described to you, granted, very
 

briefly, our preferred alternative for the estuary, lower
 

•larbor and bay and our preferred addendum alternative or add
 

on which is bay four on this list. It's a combination of
 

dredging and capping. We cu so evaluated a proposal to dredge
 

only, in other words dredg'? all three areas, that would
 

require constructing anr.ther CDF. He 1 c<f>\- ed at a propo?^]
 

10 that WHS capping only. That requires a gre^t volume of
 

11 material to cover the contaminated areas. It also creates
 

12 problems in shallow water because you end up decreasing the
 

13 depth of the water significantly. Bay four is our preferred
 

14 alternative. Bay five involved dredging all of the sediments,
 

15 treating the sediments by solvent extraction and then tai-ing
 

16 the treated sediments and depositing them in the CDF. Again,
 

17 because of the volume of sediment generated by thi^, we would
 

18 need to construct another CDF. Bay 1 is our limited'no
 

19 action. Again, we are required to include a no action
 

20 alternative as a baseline for evaluating our other
 

ai ter nat i ves.
 

22 We have as^ed for comments from you on two
 

23 specific areas related to the addendum proposed plan. One of
 

24 rho'-t- issues is the use of a marine sediment for capping. Tf
 

25 we were able to do this, it would greatly reduce the C'->-;t of
 

21
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:apping. There are questions about whether the sediment will 

available and whether it will be clean enough if it came 

from another harbor. So we are locking for comments on that. 

The other issue we are particularly looting for 

:omments on are the use of institutional controls to maintain 

the safety of the consuming healing population. In other 

word's, are the fish enclosure areas affected, are there otner 

v?,j s xhal we could accomplish what we are trying to accompl 3 th 

with th'? fish enclosure area. M'rt-»t does the community­ thiru 

10 about i he- fi=-h nnclo^ure"' And, again, I thinl­ that what we 

11 would really 1 iI- e to see is i f there's a better alternative 

12 out there. 

13 The implementa t ion of Bay four would reduce the 

14 amount of time that would be required to bring the biota 

15 concentration of PCBs to an acceptable level. In other wordr-, 

16 by removing the additional PCBs from the sediments, we expect 

17 to be able to lift the fish enclosure areas sooner. We don't 

18 I new, however, how soon that would be. But we do believe l\i-\'. 

19 by removing these additional contaminants, we will be reduciny 

20 the full contaminants into the food chain and we will also be 

21 improving the ecological protectiveness of the remedy by 

22 removing the contaminants from the near shore areas th-3t are 

23 frequented by the younger members of the lobster and wintf.^r 

24 f i ounder populat i ons. 

25 So I thinl' I've probably said more than you w-.mt*>d 
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to hear. We look forward to receiving your comments. Again,
 

please get your comments, to us by July 13th if you want them
 

to be considered and try to keep in mind the criteria that I
 

outlined initially, the nine, when you make those comments.
 

5 Thank you.
 

6
 

7
 

8
 

9
 

10
 

11
 

12
 

13
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18
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21
 

22
 

23
 

24
 

25
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ubi_i.c_Commen£s
 

MS. FITZ9IMMONS: We will now ta^ questions into
 

;he record. I have two cards here. After I go through the
 

two ppopj e who have said they do want to mai-e comments into
 

:he record, we'll see if there's anyone in the audience wno
 

also wants to make comments.
 

7 The first commenter is David Dow. 

8 MP. DOW: I'm David Dow and I'm representing the 

9 H Sierra Club. 

10 The addendum proposed plan recognir.cn the cleanup 

11 strategy for PCB contaminated sediments in the upper bay in 

12 which sediments with a total PCB level exceeding ten parts per
 

13 million be dredged and then placed in CDFs in the New Bedford
 

14 Harbor Estuarian area or a cap will be placed over the
 

15 contaminated sediments near the waste water treatment plant.
 

16 EPA proposes institutional controls to probect the
 

17 public from PCB concami nabed seafood, clams, lobsters, scup,
 

18 totog winter flounder, et cetera, which will continue to
 

19 reside in the upper bay area in the fish enclosure areas two
 

20 and three.
 

21 A long term monitoring program is proposed in
 

22 order to see whether the model predicted decreases in PCB
 

23 levels in the water, sediment and shellfish and fish will
 

24 actually occur as a consequence of the remedial cleanup action
 

25 chosen.
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The Sierra Club feels that the target PCB cleanup 

level fur the botai PCBs should not exceed five parts per 

million and should be closer to one part per million. We also 

feel that the CDFs do not provide a secure long term storage 

option for the dredged, more highly contaminated PCB 

contaminated sediments ranging from ten to five hundred parts 

per million of total PCBs. We prefer either an up land 

disposal option or disposal in a PCPA certified hazardous 

waste 1 and fi11. 

10 Institutional controls without adequate 

11 enforcement are unlikely to prevent the harvesting of PCB 

12 contaminated seafood. The implementation of fishing effort 

13 controls to help rebuild the offshore fish stocks would place 

14 greater harvesting pressure on the in—shore fish stocts. 

15 Also, since winter flounder and lobsters move from the 

16 in—shore feeding nursery areas to the offshore on either a 

17 seasonal basis or as part of a life cycle pattern, there's a 

18 distinct possibility that PCB contaminated seafood could be 

19 harvested outside of the fish enclosure areas. 

20 For example, Dr. John Stegman of the Woods Hole 

21 Oceanographic Institution studied the mixed function oxidase 

22 activity in winter flounder from the Butler Flats area of 

23 Buzzard's Bay and compai-ed it with the activity of fish 

24 collected in Nantuct-et Bound near Mantuclet Island. Mi ',e'd 

25 function oxidase activity i'.- induced in fish by exposure to 
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organic contaminants such as FCBs and is used by the fish as a. 

mechanism to metabolize these foreign compounds. Dr. Stegman 

found that both the mixed function oxidase activity and the 

zontent of mixed function oxidase enzyme were higher in the 

winter flounder from Nantucl-et Sound than those in Bu^card's 

Bay in spite of the fact that the PCB level in the sediments 

was 250 times higher in Buzzard's Bay than it was in Nantucl- nt 

8 Sound. The migratory nabure of fish ma'h e it d i f f i c u l t to 

9 correlate their physical location with their exposure to to ic 

10 )ol 1 ut ants. 

11 Another example of potential foreign field impacts 

12 nf the PCB contaminated sediments from New Bedford Harbor is 

13 that the Posiette and Common Terns from the Massachusetts 

14 Audobon Bird Refuge at Eiard Island exhibit heavy metal and 

15 organic chemical contamination as a consequence of feeding in 

16 New Bedford Harbor. Studies in the Great Lai-es have related 

17 PCB" contamination to reproducti\e impairment in Foster's: Terr,, 

18 a fish eating bird. Marine studies have shown tnat fish 

19 fating birds and cetaceans are quite sensitive to low levels 

20 o f PCB c on t ami nat i on. 

21 Cape Cod is an important breeding area for 

22 endangered birds such as the Lise Tern and is a feeding arr-,.j 

23 for endangered cetaceans such as the North Atlantic Right 

24 Whale. 

25 "hu1 .,, in i-irdf=r t<~i protect both human health ^rid tu 
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promote wildlife survival, it is important ti_> mitigate the PCB 

levels of the sediments left in place to i he lowest practiced 

levels. We do not feel that EFA's preferred cleanup option 

achieves this goal. 

5 Than I" you. 

6 MS. FITZSIMMONS: Thank you. 

7 The next questioner I have here is Georgo h^mp'=:-n. 

8 MR. HAMPSQIM: My name is George Hampson. I'm with 

9 the Coalition of Buzzard's Bay. 

10 The point I would l i t e to ast iv that presently, 

11 from my experience in transiting through Buzzard's Bay going 

12 through the hurricane barrier, there's little or no 

13 enforcement that I could see at several occasions bo prevent 

14 people from fishing both just outside the hurricane barrier or 

15 inside the hurricane barrier. It seems that when the urge 

16 comes for people to survive, for them to obtain a fish 

17 resource in order to eifc, it ii done. 

18 My question would be, what general enforcement 

19 would be imposed in order to prevent this from happening in 

20 the future which does not exist at present""* 

21 Also, I would 1 i 1- e to say that on several 

22 occasions I have seen menhaden schools swimming around the 

23 present outfall, and as you are well aware, the menhaden would 

24 then migrate in different are^s. They were herded as if bt^ing 

25 preyed upon by bluefish, which is, bhose of you who have don.-
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;his before have seen the herding concept. They herd in order
 

bo protect themselves from bluefish attaching the school.
 

So, in any way, no matter what's done in this
 

area, I would expect an increase in police activity, whatever
 

it tal-es, in order to prevent people who don't understand bhat
 

the fish that they eat from this area is presently
 

:ontaminated and will be contaminated in the future for some
 

8 time to '_"_'iiie; how do you enforce""' 

9 Than I you. 

10 MS. FIT7BIMMONS: Thant }•-„_,. 

11 Is there anyone in the audience who did not give 

12 us a card who would like to make a comment on the addendum 

13 aroposed plan, into bhe record7' 

14 The gentleman in front. 

15 MR. RUSINOWSKI: My name is Roman RusinowsPi. I 

16 come from Fairhaven. 

17 I've been following this project for about nine 

18 years now and I was watching the girl give the film ^iide 

19 there. I questioned her at one time, maybe a few months ago, 

20 but she refers to the fish going to eat the sea worms, but she 

21 doesn't refer to the sea birds that are going to eat bhe 

22 byproduct that that dredge will dredge up into that pool to 

23 mak e it. 

24 Now, I've brought this subject up before3 and ?he> 

25 has nothing on it so I bring ib up again. They put an orange 
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aed around that cesspool they made at the end of Saw>t?r SI reel 

and I guess that's for the public not to see what'?- going on 

there, but I haven't seen no cover over that cesspool yet . 

You people going to go to the dredging, it's time you pub a 

rover over it to \ eep all the birds out of there because if 

there's any food there, they're going to come in there. 

You're going to have -iwan-s in b'nere, geese, ducl-s in the 

8 winter, gulls will be there ail the time on the way from the 

9 e.̂ n to the dump, they come down there, they ^̂ e there, 

10 they'll feed. Later on their droppings will be spread '~ut 

11 throughout southeastern Massachusetts and sure enough 

12 something will come up with cancer or some other death 

13 sickness and the doctor never diagnoses it for the si-.it ness 

14 where it originates, they just go what's the matter with the 

15 person at that specific time. 

16 Where you ever dredge, cover that thing up, 1 1 i- e 7 

17 say, and I eep the birds out because what you're doing is 

18 illegal, but I I- now you can't stop a government agency ever, 

19 which, according to Ihe_WalLl_Str.eet_ Journal., has 70,000 

20 employees, it wastes six billion dollars a year. There's no 

21 way to stop the budget money, just listen to it and give your 

22 opi ni ons. 

23 Than I- you. 

24 MS. FITZSIMMQNS: Is there anyone else who would 

25 l i t e to put a comment into the record"' 
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('No response'*
 

MS. FITZSIMMONS: If there is no other comments,
 

hen we will close the public hearing.
 

As I said, we will be around for a little while if
 

anybody would like to asl any other questions of the panel and
 

we can provide some answers at that time.
 

Thant you very much, all of you, for coming.
 

»'The> public hearing concluded vt 3:20 p.m.'
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