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        Hey Bill,

        Forgot one element of sediment sampling under the pier. WDFW recommends this sampling include an adequate number sediment cores to confirm that surface sediments adequately characterize sediment. If analysis of these cores reveals that   surface sediments do not accurately represent toxic chemicals in sediments under and around the pier, additional analysis of core samples will be needed. Please feel free to contact Randy and myself if you need to discuss core sample size in more detail. JAS

        Hello Bill,

        Randy Carman and I have looked over the draft RI briefly and offer the following comments, which are consistent with WDFW input over the last three plus years. Again WDFW places a strong emphasis on steps that WDFW understood were agreed to in our 29 January 2002 meeting and summarized in  my 1 February 2001 letter to Garin Shrieve (another copy attached). We feel these elements, which WDFW has repeatedly raised, are significant impacts to fish habitat and resource impact at the site

.

        The draft RI  must  address these adequately prior to publishing.

        The first is the lack of adequate sampling to adequately characterize the sediments under and around the pier. This is the most basic of information critical to ongoing use of the site. For example Rayonier is proposing to repair approximately 1100 piles associated with the structure. This activity will disturb sediments, the impact of which is unknown, but of high concern for fish habitat. This is a significant flaw in the RI, and should be corrected before publication. We recommend that no fewer than five sediment samples, focusing on metals and organics, and in particular PAH's, including those associated with creosote, be taken from under and throughout the length of the pier.

        WDFW also feels that the role of the pier as a source needs to be adequately defined. Since it is within the MTCA site it's role in the contamination of the site is at a minimum necessary to define priorities for short and long term clean up priorities,  NRDA role.

        WDFW has repeatedly expressed a continuing concern about the role of

remaining creosote piles throughout the 'upland' portion of the site.  Adequate sampling to define the role of these in ongoing site contamination should be provided for in appropriate detail in upland site plans.

        In our earliest scoping comments WDFW recommended that shrimp be included in the marine biota sampling. Our recommendation was based on the popular recreational shrimp fishery in Port Angeles Harbor . For example, 20,000 pounds of shrimp were harvested by sport and commercial shrimpers during the 1988 fishery.  Shrimp landed were mostly spot and coonstripe shrimp.  the state commercial fishery is presently prohibited from fishing in that shrimp district. During the 2001 season, the sport fishery landed  700 pounds of spot shrimp and 600 pounds of coonstripe shrimp in the harbor, using about 650 and 1200 pot ådays of effort, respectively.

        Since large (>30 mm)  spot shrimp are rarely caught in P.A. Harbor, it is possible that the harbor functions as a nursery area for that species.  DoE has not provided justification for NOT sampling shrimp. We therefore still support this recommendation.

        In addition, WDFW supports the additional recommendations by the OEC, including:

        1. The work plan needs to state how this work will provide information on the exposure to site derived contaminants for bald eagles, peregrine falcons, other birds, killer whales and large migratory fish (salmon). Salmon sampling and toxicity testing needs to be conducted on adults and larvae, respectively.

        2) Sampling of marine biota needs to be expanded from large crabs, clams and fish to include a larger number and greater diversity of animals in order to protect  all  marine resources.   Other groups of marine animals may be more illuminative of conditions on the site and have a more prominent role in the trophic ecosystem.  The following need to be added: small fish, small crabs, shrimp, infaunal invertebrates, deposit-feeding clams.

        4. Sampling needs to be conducted in the intertidal zone and not rely on modeling (BSAF's) to determine if the sediments and biota are contaminated.

        5. Sampling in the harbor is too intensive, and seemingly at the expense of sampling at the dock, in the intertidal zone, and east of the outfall pipe towards Dungeness spit.

        6.  A survey of the species that defines the ecological diversity and abundance of this area and comparison with other areas outside of the site to better define the site's current health specific to the Rayonier mill structures and operations.

        Additional comments may follow during the public comment period. Let us know how DoE intends to proceed with the draft workplan and our 'show stopper' comments.

        Many thanks in advance for your continued consideration. JAS.

‹Ï
à¡±
á

Attachment converted: Macintosh HD:raypier.wpd (.WP5/WPC2) (00043C87)

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="shaffjas.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Anne Shaffer

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="shaffjas.vcf"

Attachment converted: Macintosh HD:shaffjas.vcf 24 (TEXT/ttxt) (00043C88)

