Lower Chain Lakes/Harrison/Exterior Reservation  SIG Recommendations

Presented to the Coeur d'Alene Basin CCC:  January 27, 2003

1.     We recommend that Idaho Fish and Game (IFG) be the lead agency overseeing Streambank Protection and Riparian Habitat Restoration projects along the lower Coeur d'Alene River, because IFG already manages this entire area under their Wildlife Management auspices.  The Army Corps of Engineers, along with Idaho Department of Lands, could serve as consultants on these projects.


2.     We recommend that the Kootenai-Shoshone Soil and Water Conservation District be used to inventory all existing bank stabilization projects along the lower Coeur d'Alene River, as well as along the St. Joe River.  The information gathered will be used for designing and constructing the stream bank protection project, using the Clean Water Act (CWA) grant monies.   (Copies of the District's Report on local "on the ground" and completed Stream Bank Stabilization projects can be obtained from Frank Frutchey, Mike Schlepp, or Shallan Dawson.)


3.     We recommend that bank and biostabilizaton accomplishments and expertise gained by Region 8 EPA in the Butte/Anaconda/Missoula Superfund along the Clark Fork River need to be explored for any applicable designs that can be used "on the ground" here.


4.     Regarding human health and recreational area projects, some SIG members propose that the Idaho Department of Fish and Game, along with Idaho Parks and Recreation, collaborate with the EPA et.al. on this PFT to take the lead with projects.  


For further information or data about local stream bank stabilization projects, to view the Kootenai-Shoshone Soil Conservation District video documenting local efforts, or to arrange to visit these in person, please contact: Mike and Brenda Schlepp
Frank and Rose Frutchey
Shallan Dawson
Lower Chain Lakes/Harrison/Exterior Reservation  SIG 
(Exterior Reservation Minority Voice Questions:)
Submitted to Connie Fudge, CCC Human Health Representative:  January 27, 2003
From:  Rog and Toni Hardy

1.  What will the Human Health PFT do to obtain statistics for and discussion about causes of death for persons in the Basin (including those currently and formerly living along the Union Pacific right-of-way) that appear to have been excluded from any data?  If no such statistics are anticipated, please explain why not.

2.  What does the Human Health PFT anticipate doing to develop statistics about illnesses and conditions (thyroid disease/disorders, lupus, fibromylgia, cancers, depression, learning difficulties) that appear to cluster around the Union Pacific right-of-way, but for which no studies have been done?  If no such studies are anticipated, please explain why.

3.  What does the Human Health PFT anticipate doing to create a human health database that will follow Basin residents (including those living along the Union Pacific right-of-way) from possible pre-natal exposure to potential contaminants,  through death?  If no such database is anticipated, please explain why not.

4.  Does the Human Health PFT anticipate doing any study of the low reading and math scores (which can be associated with lead exposure) that are attributed to Harrison Elementary students, in spite of remedial classes?  If so, would the plans include some kind of outreach efforts for blood-lead testing?  If not, why will there not be studies or outreach efforts to possibly affected children?

5.  Since no testing has been done for any of the (formerly) private landowner beaches along the Union Pacific right-of-way, does the Human Health PFT anticipate revisitng the possibility of testing these areas as a step toward delisting Lake Coeur d'Alene?  If there are no plans, please explain why.
Lower Chain Lakes/Harrison/Exterior Reservation SIG 
Questions regarding UPRR Partial Completion Certification
Submitted by:  Rog and Toni Hardy (Exterior Res. Minority Voice Questions)
January 27, 2003


Before the partially completed, precedent UPRR CERCLA Response can be certified, we request see a complete record of the Certification Process.  Specifically, (but not limited to):
--What are the steps and dates involved in the process?
--What has already been done?  What remains to be done?
--Since much of the UPRR precedent process has been "secret and confidential," how will the process insure for the public that all NEPA and CERCLA compliances have been met?
--How will EPA certify human health is protected, since no human health or disease studies for persons living along the abandoned right-of-way have been done?
--How will EPA certify ecological health and risk for the precedent UPRR CERCLA Response, since none has been done?
--How will certification encompass the blow-outs, flooding, sedimentation, redistribution of contaminants, damage to private land that occurred during last Spring's runoff?
--How will certification show that private property lines (beyond the 12 feet of the trail:  10 feet of asphalt, plus one foot "shoulder" on each side) have been respected?
--How will certification verify that the trail is on the historic right-of-way, rather than outside?
--How will certification verify the SOW stated thickness of the asphalt for the 72 mile length?
--How will EPA certify that beaches used by private landowners south of Harrison for nearly one hundred years (now owned by the Tribe?) are free of railroad waste, when no testing has been done due to barriers negotiated in the Consent Decree?  How will the south Lake qualify for delisting without this necessary testing to protect human and ecological health?
Comments to the Proposed Work Plan for Monitoring and Evaluation of Coeur d’Alene Lake

Under Questions and Issues (page 4)

Lake Coeur d’Alene is a significant contributor (via the Spokane River) of re-charge water to the Spokane-Rathdrum Prairie Aquifer.

A study will soon begin to determine the re-charge quantity for various sources to the aquifer.

Because the Spokane River is an important source of water during certain times of the year, some monitoring should be done in conjunction with the aquifer study, as to potential of contamination to this important source of drinking water.

User Sampling Stations (page 6)

One additional sampling station may be advisable to know what contamination is flowing along the Spokane River, between the outlet of Coeur d’Alene Lake and the Post Falls Dam.

Comment to the Lake Education and Information Proposal

I generally like the proposal.

In the goals – creation of a “message” or “branding” is listed (page 2)


A “SLOGAN” or “LOGO” may be appropriate as it will be around for at least 30 years.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Charles Miller

CCC Member

Labor’s Comments on the preliminary
2003 Basin Commission workplan recommendations developed by the TLG’s PFTs
January 27, 2003
It has been the position of workers and labor leaders involved in monitoring activities sur-rounding the cleanup that: Whatever government entity performs the cleanup, to whatever extent, the interests of workers should be protected.  In keeping with that policy, Labor makes the following comments to all of the workplan recommendations:
1) The workplans should call for a “local hire” policy encouraging the hiring of local workers.

2) The workplans should call for the payment of federal prevailing wage to all workers working on cleanup work controlled, contracted or monitored by the Basin Commission - no matter the source of the funds.

3) The workplans should call for the money surveyed and identified by the U.S. Department of Labor as that part of the prevailing wage that pays for benefits to be used for that purpose by all construction contractors performing cleanup work.  
Explanation:

Prevailing wage is established by a local survey conducted by the Department of Labor.  The prevailing wage is determined by adding the worker’s hourly rate to the hourly amount of money paid for health care and to the hourly amount of money paid for a pension plan and training.  For example, if the hourly rate paid to a worker is $15, the hourly rate paid into the worker’s health plan is $3.00, the hourly rate paid into the worker’s pension plan is $1.75 and the hourly rate paid into a training program is $.25, then the prevailing wage is $20 per hour ($15 + $5 benefit package).  The law requires that an employer without a health plan, pension plan or training program must pay the benefits in cash to the worker or $20 an hour.  However, benefit money should be used for benefits!  There would be no additional cost to the contractor and all workers would receive benefits.

4) The workplans should call for workers to be protected against “unjust” discharge and that they have recourse to address grievances through an equitable grievance procedure.

5) The workplans should call on the Basin Commission to adopt apprenticeship and training standards consistent with standards set by joint Labor-Management Taft-Hartley Trust Funds.  The training of the local workforce and the availability of apprenticeship opportunities is a necessary component of career development

“The Commissioners generally supported in concept the need for local hire, livable wages and benefits for workers working on basin remediation projects.” 

“We believe our region can reclaim its pristine heritage while our citizens realize the economic benefits the cleanup promises.  To achieve these goals a COMMUNITY PROTECTION AGREEMENT requiring local hire, local contractor preference, the payment of living family wages (including family health insurance and a benefit for a dignified retirement), decent working conditions, training and apprenticeship must be implemented before any work begins.  All these things will provide a trained, sustainable local workforce, stable local economies and opportunities for future development…” 

The Northeastern Washington – Northern Idaho Building & Construction Trades Council

509- 939-2048
� Superfund monies already require the payment of “prevailing wage” to workers engaged in performing cleanup work; however, state and other funding sources do not.


� Meeting notes, Basin Environmental Improvement Project Commission, September 27, 2002, pg. 7


� Petition In Support of Local Workers, signed by over 1,000 local residents and presented to the September meeting of the Basin Environmental Improvement Project Commission.





