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5 ':_R Port Angeles Harbor/Proposal by Lowe1 Elwha Klallam Tnb

» ,Dear Members of the Smence Adv1sory Board

i The Clty of Port Angeles Port of Port Angeles, and Nlppon Paper Industrles USA all,
. share concernis about a proposal presented to you for evaluation by the Lower Elwha =
- Klallam Tribe (LEKT) ~As we linderstand it, this ploposal was first presented in .-
December, 2007 ‘was discussed durlng your meetlng 1n Malch 2008 and W111 be" |
dlscussed agam at yom meetmg on June 2 : S S

. On May 28 we met Wlth Rebecca Lawson Cynthla Erlckson and Marlan Abbett all of o
the Toxics Cleanup- Section, to explain our concerns about the LEKT proposal. At that

A presentanon ‘For the same reason, this single letter plesents to you the concerms atid

‘ and 1equests 1nade in tlns letter

~ may be made by the. Science Adv1sory Board (SAB) at the meeting to be held June 2,
2008. These conclusmns could have far-reaching 1mp11cat10ns for pohcy in the State of B
- Washmgton and a direct 11npact on assessment and cleanup efforts in the Port Angeles '

- _consumption issues cunently under consideration by the SAB warrant further‘comment
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- time, the Port, Nippon, and the Crty found it most efﬁc1ent to nlake a single, combmed R

.- mutual requests of the C1ty, Port and Nlppon All thlee _]011’1 and coneur in the comments. T

Just yestelday we Were 1nade aware that s1g1nﬁeanl conclusmns about the LEKT pr oposal S

Haibor, Sc1entlsts who are, knowledgeable about the detalls and analyses inherent in the A
- ten quesuons DOE propounded 1o you have advised us.that the LEKT seafood '~ .

‘._‘(ﬂ_a‘nd 1nput Although our formal con‘nnents are currently bemg plepared 1t is not p0551b]e L
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| to finalize those comments in the four days between now and the SAB meeting. " The B

“unexpectedly advanced timeline on which the SAB is operating means Board members’

.' ‘will not have the benefit of reviewing important information, data and analyses that .
- would better inform their scientific decision-making process.  Thus, we are requesting the

"~ SAB postpone issuing recommendations on the 10 questions posed by Ecology relating to. - -

"LEKT seafood consumption issues until our formal comments are received. In addition,
we ask that you arrange a time in the future, when we might make that presentation.
. Again, as a matter of efficiency we would plan 1o mal(e a single presentatmn to you on’

- behalf of all three entities, : : : '

The City has been working collaboratively with Ecology to address the -environmentel'
_and public health issues associated with evaluation and cleanup of the harbor. SeafOOd'_
“harvest and- consumption is important to both the Tribe and te the residents of Port

Angeles and thus, comprises a significant element of the evaluation underway for the, : Lo
harbor. Recommendations made regarding seafood consumption from the site can have. .. .~ .~ -

direct‘andpractiéal implications for the development of sediment and water cleanup

~ levels, public perception of risk, and resource evaluation. Scientifically rigorous metheds - : -‘ "
- should be-used to evaluate conditions and set cleanup levels that protect public health and -

. this important tesource, and we look forward to pr0v1dmg you important mformatmn and -

analy31s as you, proceed with your sc1ent1ﬁc evaluat1on and adv1ce

The specific i issues on wlnch we w1ll be commentmg 1nclude data gaps that should be :

~ * addressed by both Ecology and the SAB in order to make a fully informed scientific R

\ + - decision regarding the proposed LEKT changes to MTCA default values. Some of tllese'

~ . data gaps are outlmed below

‘_' . Add1t1onal data W1ll be forthcommg from the Ecology Sednnent Invest1gat1on o

) '(Sedlment Invesugauon) slated for Summer 2008 and this information should be - - i

provided to the SAB once it is available. A decision should not be made without -

~ information ﬁom this study, as it will .contain relevant. chemical data from Port . . 7 ‘
‘Angeles Harbor. The -Sediment Investigation i$ a multi-million dollar study, and', RN R

" important regulatory ¢ de01510ns should con51del and 1nco1p01a1e the. 1nos1: relevant up- o
~ to-date data o - : ) -

- e The site boundanes (as 1eferenced in MTCA) are currenlly undeﬁned because the” )

extent. of comammanon has not been determmed Results of the Sednnent,

Invesugauon will be used to define that boundary and to resolve numerous “site” o

1ssues (e.g., dete1m111at1011 of ﬂle ﬁsh d1et ﬁactlon palameter)

. T11e1e isa need for a eurrent 111dependent shellﬁsh hab1tat assessment to be |

conducted to evaluate the locations and quanhty of shellfish beds in Port Angeles o |

‘Harbor Tl‘llS 111f01mat10n Would be used to. dete1m111e Whether a ha1vestable and
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sustainable shellfish resource exists to support the ploposed LEKT fish consumptlon |

rate.
!

. o There are no Sediment Maltagelﬁellt Standard (SMS) criteria for dioxins. Site-

specific Biota-Sediment Accumulation Factors (BSAFs) need to be determined in
order to calculate sediment dioxin cleanup levels associated with the MTCA- =~ .
calculated fish/shellfish tissue concentration. Site-specific BSAF values would be

calculated from data collected from the Sediment Investigation planned for Summer S
2008. - Incorporation of the LEKT proposed changes to MTCA default values would o o

result in sediment and water cleanup levels below reference conditions. - "

Aeeurate measurement of usual food intake is a difficult undertaking. As with all di_etary :

- survey studies, the Suquamish study has limitations that should be assessed. All of the |

- standard dietary survey study designs are subject to llrmtattons Results can be highly
o mﬂuenced by participants’ perceptions of the how the data will be used, whether the food

- is “good for you™ or not, and the expectations of the surveyor. Other important issues .~
' that must be assessed are survey method, number of survey days, and timing of the - .

. survey periodrelative to,reiated events (e.g., harvest seasons and festivals), Therefore, it

" - is extremely important that studies are peer-reviewed and that the limitations ‘are” ~ :° .

--evaluated in the context of how the results will be used. This is particularly importznt

" when the study will be used to set practical public health pohcy The Suquaumsh study

o has not received the benefit of a formal, external peer- rev1ew process

e The LEKT proposes use of data from the Suquarmsh seafood consumptlon survey ;
~ that has been reanalyzed (but not peer reviewed) by EPA. This assumes that the

quality of the resource available to the LEKT and their proximity and access to that - -

resource is equivalent to the Suquamish, -and that their eating and cultyral habits *~
" would result-in-the same level of resource usage. There are curlently no scientific .~ .

“data avallable that address these issues. A rigorous scientific " evaluation of the

relevancy of the Suquamlsh data to the LEKT is necessary S -

- .. The EPA Flamework wh10h has not recelved formal peer review or pubhc eomment _
‘recommended a 95" percentﬂe consumption rate from the Suqualmsh data set. The -
Suquamish study itself neither presents nor recommends the use of a 95t pelcentﬂe_”

" value. The appropriate percentile value selected to represent typical dally seafood R
_ consumptm_n over-a lifetime should be ca:tefu}ly consldeled :The data from the " o
~ . Suquamish study represents the extreme upper-end of reported consumption rates = -

~ from. a study group that only 1nc]udes the hlghest end of subsistence seafood y
B _consumptlon o : : :

. Some of these gaps W111 be ﬁlled by data colleeted duung the summer 2008 Sedunent. . B
+ ' Investigation. (All of these issues will be addressed in deta:ll in our formal ertten TR
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_commients currently being prepared. By postponing recommendations until this study has
~ been completed, the SAB will have the benefit of incorporating this information in their
scientific decision-making process, thereby nnprovmg the q_uahty and strength of thelr

R recormnendattons

For these reasons we respectfully request that you take no action and make no dCCISIOIl
. with regard to the LEKT proposal until we are afforded an opportunlty to present
- information to you in a more detailed fashlon PR

‘ Agmn this 1ette1 represents the Jomt 0p1n10n and request of the Port NlppOIl and the 'l
Clty L S . L TR

 “Thank you for your attention to this.

e

U Mark E,'Madsen o

“City Manager *
_ e Rebecca Lawson ‘
o Jim Pendowslq DR 5
- Port of Port Angeles RN .

o N1ppon Paper Industrles, USA'



