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Although I’m sure that some of you have these rules memorized from previous 
CLU-IN events, let’s run through them quickly for our new participants. 

Please mute your phone lines during the seminar to minimize disruption and 
background noise. If you do not have a mute button, press *6 to mute #6 to unmute 
your lines at anytime. Also, please do NOT put this call on hold as this may bring 
delightful, but unwanted background music over the lines and interupt the seminar. 

You should note that throughout the seminar, we will ask for your feedback. You do 
not need to wait for Q&A breaks to ask questions or provide comments. To submit 
comments/questions and report technical problems, please use the ? Icon at the top 
of your screen. You can move forward/backward in the slides by using the single 
arrow buttons (left moves back 1 slide, right moves advances 1 slide). The double 
arrowed buttons will take you to 1st and last slides respectively. You may also 
advance to any slide using the numbered links that appear on the left side of your 
screen. The button with a house icon will take you back to main seminar page 
which displays our agenda, speaker information, links to the slides and additional 
resources. Lastly, the button with a computer disc can be used to download and 
save today’s presentation materials. 

With that, please move to slide 3. 

2 



             
          

       
              

            
            

              
        

         
    

         
        

          
    

     

In today’s seminar we will cover a few topics. First, I’ll provide a brief explanation of 
the motivations behind today’s seminar, along with an overview of the CLUIN 
website and its relationship to the EPA’s Technology Innovation Program for those 
who are new to the website and our services. Next I will highlight recent updates to 
CLUIN with a break to discuss users’ opinions of these changes. We’ll then take a 
sneak peak at a few planned updates to the site, pausing of course to hear what 
you think of these ideas. We will then move onto a similar review of the existing 
CLUIN internet seminar platform (that’s what we are using today) and talk about our 
vision for future seminars. Finally we’ll take a few moments to hear additional 
comments and wrap things up. 

Most importantly, there will be a series of very specific questions on changes to 
CLUIN and our internet seminar platforms included in the feedback form at the very 
end of our talk. Please take a few moments to complete this form as this information 
is one of primary reasons for hosting today’s seminar. 

Lets move to the next slide. 
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Louisiana, Idaho, and Montana all are having budget problems and cannot field 
personnel for this effort. DC has minimal hazardous waste problems. 

20 States had problems traveling personnel to the ITRC Spring meeting, and 
traveled fewer personnel in total, due to budget isses. 
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            Source, the ITRC project proposal see the planning tab at www.itrcweb.org 
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http:www.itrcweb.org
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These are the areas of interest expressed by the team and the States at the time 
the project proposal was prepared. Again, see the project proposal and the team 
statement at www.itrcweb.org , planning and teams tab respectively. 
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For each phase on the right hand side, one of the three levels of GSR evaluation is 
conducted as identified by the stakeholders. A corresponding table for each of these 
phases is included in the document to highlight the respective evaluations at each 
phase for each level of complexity. 

The process on the left hand side is The GSR planning and assessment approach 
which includes a series of planning and scoping steps to gather and evaluate pertinent 
information used to select the GSR assessment method. This is followed by performing the 
GSR assessment, integrating the results into the rest of site activities, and conducting 
follow-up to verify and communicate the impact of the GSR remedy over time. The 
importance of planning and stakeholder involvement in all the steps in the process is 
indicated by the stakeholder involvement at the core of the figure. Also, the figure indicates 
that the scope and outcome of the GSR assessment can be refined through iteration. 
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Training will go on into the project implementation phase which will end in 2013. 

ITRC Project Lifecycle Model: 
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     The team has a well balanced membership 
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Remediation, in the context of this document, is the abatement, cleanup, or use of a 
variety of other methods to contain, remove, and/or destroy hazardous substances 
from the environment to protect human health and the environment. A remediation 
project typically consists of multiple stages, including: planning, investigation, 
assessment of remedial alternatives, remedy selection, remedy design, and 
construction and implementation of the chosen remedy, often followed by years of 
operation and maintenance. A remediation project may also require subsequent 
site restoration and redevelopment to support a meaningful end use. Remediation 
projects are typically subject to an array of regulatory and other stakeholder 
requirements. Traditionally, these requirements have focused on 
human health and a limited number of different environmental risks to inform the 
remedy selection process. A more holistic approach is increasingly being applied 
during the remediation lifecycle, namely the integration of “green and sustainable 
remediation” (GSR). 
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Some items that may be considered in the Tech Reg: 
The integration and implementation of GSR practices into the site remediation
process requires an understanding of the following key elements: 
Applicable programs and requirements given the location of the project site. An 
increasing number of states have GSR guidance or programs that identify how to 
integrate GSR concepts. 
Metrics that best fit the particular project given the GSR activities being considered. 
Tools that enable a user to evaluate the applicability and benefits resulting from a
particulate GSR practice, considering the environmental, social and economic 
aspects. 
Options available to ‘link’ a GSR activity with a program that provides financial
incentives resulting from such activities as: the use of renewable energy; energy 
conservation measures; or the creation of open space or protected habitats. 
The consideration of GSR throughout the site remediation process requires 
‘Balanced Decision Making Process’ in which all reasonable GSR options are 
considered and the net benefits are defined in the context of the environmental, 
social and economic aspects of the project. 
GSR options should be considered throughout the site remediation process during 
the planning of each of the primary phases, including: 
Site Investigation 
Feasibility Study/Response Action Plan 
Remedial Design 
Remedial Action Implementation/Construction Management 
Remedial Process Optimization 
Site Closure 
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So now we’ll talk about the Duwamish and how the SF law is being applied
 
there.
 
Study area is from S end of Harbor Island to just S of dredged channel
 
Green line is the area that drains to Duwamish.
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So once we have calculated the risks, we have to figure out how much sediment 
needs to be cleaned up to reduce concentrations in fish, invertebrates, etc to “safe” 
levels. We now know that contamiants are cycling through the system and ending 
up in lots of different organisms. 
We do something called a food web model – a computer model that simulates how 
contaminants move through a system. But it’s a very crude tool. 
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Phase 1 HHRA put us in a good position to develop our CSM for Phase 2.
 
Similar to what was used in Phase 1 but with some changes.
 
So, these were the scenarios we will use in Phase 2 HHRA and guided
 
selection of spp
 

for Phase 2 sampling.
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Thank you again for your attention and comments. I want to remind each of you that 
we are looking for your specific responses to many of the issues discussed today in 
our feedback form following this session. 
Also, there are several resources and related documents included in the links to 
more resources on this page. 

If you have any additional questions or comments, please feel free to contact myself 
or fill out a comment form on CLUIN. 

Thank you and have a great afternoon. 
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