From: Peard. John

To: andrei.burghelea@gmail.com; johnkaye47@hotmail.com; june.kaye@gmail.com; pegaysaundersl@yahoo.com;
juliegoettsch@gmail.com; sksforbes@gmail.com; bware51@yahoo.com; ewhansen@hawaii.edu;
sadhul01@yahoo.com; gr@hawaii.rr.com; billyspeidel@amail.com; henry.lifeoftheland@gmail.com;
psberezney@hotmail.com; justin.yamashiro@gmail.com; emt1066@yahoo.com

Cc: Steve Shropshire; Grange, Fenix; William Cutler; Dennis Poma; asurprenant@co.hawaii.hi.us;
vpoindexter@co.hawaii.hi.us

Subject: Update on Proposed Removal Action for the former Hakalau Pesticide Mixing site

Date: Monday, December 23, 2013 11:57:00 AM

Attachments: Hakalau PM site revised removal plan request 12-19-13.pdf

To: Interested Parties .... former Hakalau pesticide mixing site,

It has been some time now since the HEER Office conducted a public meeting on a proposed
cleanup plan for the former Hakalau pesticide mixing site, and a final decision has been delayed
due to an issue that came up after the public meeting. Consequently, wanted to provide an update
on the site to those who had expressed interest by coming to the public meeting or sending in
comments. Please see the attached letter which describes comment on proposed cleanup
alternatives from the public meeting, how the HEER Office was thinking to address those
comments, the cliff stability issues that came up after the public meeting, and our recent request
of the landowner for further analysis of alternative cleanup options in light of this issue. As further
information and alternatives analysis is available, | will provide updates to you, and make a decision
whether an additional public meeting may be appropriate before a final determination is made for
the site.

Thanks again very much for your interest and participation regarding the environmental issues at
this site , and Happy Holidays. John

John Peard, Remediation Project Manager

Hawai'i Dept. of Health, Hazard Evaluation & Emergency Response Office (HEER Office)
Hawai'i District Health Office

1582 Kamehameha Ave., Hilo, HI 96720-4623

john.peard@doh.hawaii.gov

(808) 933-9921 (office)

(808) 960-0080 (cell)
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NEIL ABERCROMBIE

LORETTA J. FUDDY, A.C.SW., M.P.H.
GOVERNOR OF HAWAII

DIRECTOR OF HEALTH

STATE OF HAWAI In reply, please refer
to:
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH .
P. 0. BOX 3378 13-651-JP

HONOLULU, HI 96801-3378

December 19, 2013

To: Steve Shropshire, Shropshire Group, LLC
PO Box 1146
Hilo, Hawai‘i 96721
steve@alohagreen.com

Facility/Site: Hakalau Sugar Plantation (former Pepe‘ekeo Sugar Company property), TMK:
(3) 2-9-02:79881

Subject: Revised Removal Action Plan requested for the Hakalau pesticide mixing area,
based on cliff stability issues raised by the County and Geohazards Consultant.

Dear Mr. Shropshire,

The Hawai‘i Department of Health (HDOH) Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response
Office (HEER Office) conducted a public meeting on a proposed cleanup plan for the former
Hakalau pesticide mixing site in late May 2013 to gather public input and make a final
decision on a cleanup plan for this site. The proposed cleanup plan included the
Department’s preferred option which was to remove high concentration arsenic-
contaminated soil (referred to as “Category D soils” in the Draft RAR) from the site (to a
landfill) and manage the balance of lower concentration arsenic-contaminated soil in a
specially designed and capped containment cell on commercial-industrial zoned property
adjacent to the proposed residential properties to be developed on the majority of the site.

The public comment, which included input on removal actions from 15 people, included
support for the Department’s preferred option noted above (5 of the 15), one suggested
removal of all soils to the landfill, and the balance (9 of 15) suggested the Department
consider a consolidation and capping approach to limit any potential dust exposures during
removal, and to keep any contaminated soils the farthest distance away from existing
homes adjacent to the site. Based on this public input, the HEER Office continued to support
Alternative 4 that included excavation and landfill disposal of the Category D soils to ensure
long-term protectiveness, with a provision requiring more stringent management practices to
limit any dust exposures to the neighbors. In addition, HDOH supports the community
suggestion to move the planned containment cell for lower-concentration arsenic soils to the
makai side of the warehouse. Though not required by HDOH, this option addresses
concerns of nearby residents (this was suggested as a good option by most who provided
comments, and you indicated that it could work during discussion at the public meeting).

After the public meeting, HDOH received new information about the feasibility of the
proposed cleanup that has caused us to delay a formal cleanup decision on the site until
further information is provided. as described below. During a meeting to review the





Mr. Steve Shropshire, Shropshire Group, LLC
December 19, 2013

proposed cleanup action, County of Hawai'i planning staff raised a concern regarding cliff
stability at the site if soils were excavated up to 8-10 feet deep close to a portion of the cliff
on the coast at the site. The planning staff indicated that before making a final decision on
development plans for the site, the planning commission would want to see testimony from a
professional geologist with knowledge of cliff stability hazards that the removal action plan
could be conducted successfully without causing significant cliff erosion/instability concerns.
Based on this input from the County planning staff, you initiated contact with a professional
geologist to provide input on the cliff stability issue associated with the proposed
contaminated soil removal action. On your behalf, Dr. John Lockwood of Geohazards
Consultants International provided the HEER Office with a letter on November 6, 2013
indicating that in his professional opinion, excavation of large volumes of contaminated soil
near the cliff face could create cliff instability issues.

In light of this development, your environmental consultant should provide the HEER Office
a recommendation and supporting evidence for revised remediation options that would
acknowledge and address cliff stability hazards, and to the extent feasible or possible, also
incorporate protective elements found in the Department’s preferred removal action (as
described above). This would involve further consideration and analysis of issues such as
(but not limited to):

Review and revision of the proposed consolidation and capping Alternative #5 included in

the Draft RAR:

¢ |s the excavation/consolidation work proposed in this option feasible now considering cliff
instability issues?

¢ Please evaluate feasibility of an impervious cap (vs soil cap) as suggested during public
meeting discussion and by Geohazards Consuitants to provide longer term
protectiveness for high-arsenic concentration Category D soils that would remain on
site. How will you ensure stability of a selected capping remedy give the proximity of the
cliff?

+ s a2-3ft. raised cap (or higher if all soils consolidated?) technically and structurally
feasible given the cliff face?

o Would the capped area be restricted to commercial-industrial use as proposed in this
Draft RAR alternative?

Review and revision of preferred Alternative #4: Potential for partial removal of soils, without

causing cliff instability:

* At what distance from the cliff-face are cliff instability issues from soil excavations a
significant concern? Does this correspond to the reported 40 ft. building setback
requirement along the coast?

¢ Could high-arsenic concentration soils be removed at a certain distance from the cliff
face, or to just a limited depth within a certain distance of the cliff face?

¢ Could the top 1-2 feet of high arsenic concentration surface soils be safely removed with
deeper soils capped in place?

e Are there readily implemented engineering or excavation and fill procedures that could
avoid creating the potential for cliff instability hazards?






Mr. Steve Shropshire, Shropshire Group, LLC
December 19, 2013

e [f a containment cell is still proposed, can it be located on the makai side of the
warehouse?

Please have your site environmental consultant carefully consider these issues, confer with
the Geohazards Consultants as necessary, and provide a revised Draft Removal Action
Plan to the HEER Office for review and consideration. | am available to participate in
discussions with you and/or your environmental consultant to assist in the development of a
revised Draft plan, and can be reached in the Hilo HEER Office at 933-9921, or by cell at

960-0080.

Sincerely,

e é,,(

John Peard, Remediation Project Manager
Hazard Evaluation and Emergency Response Office, Hilo
State of Hawai‘i, Department of Health

e-cc: April Surprenant, Hawai‘i County planning, asurprenant@co.hawaii.hi.us







