
 
 

 

 

EPA Announces Proposed Plan  
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (the EPA) invites comments on the Proposed Plan 
to address contaminated soil, sediment, surface water and biota in Operable Unit 4 (OU4, Choccolocco 
Creek) of the Anniston PCB Site (the Site), located in Anniston, Calhoun County, Alabama (Figure 1). 
OU4 includes Snow Creek and its floodplain downstream of Highway 78 to the confluence of Snow and 
Choccolocco Creeks, and Choccolocco Creek from the backwater area upstream of Snow Creek to the 
embayment of Lake Logan Martin on the Coosa River.  
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WE WANT YOUR INPUT! 
Public comment period: June 1, 2024, to July 30, 2024 

During the comment period, the EPA is accepting comments on this Proposed Plan, as well as the 
supporting documents, including the Remedial Investigation, the Feasibility Study, and human health 
and ecological risk assessments. Mail or email comments to: 

Pam Scully    Angela Miller 
U.S.EPA Region 4    U.S.EPA Region 4 
61 Forsyth Street, SW   61 Forsyth Street, SW 
Atlanta. Georgia 30303   Atlanta. Georgia 30303 
scully.pam@epa.gov   miller.angela@epa.gov 

Mark your calendars! 

The EPA is hosting two public meetings to present this  
Proposed Plan and accept public comment: 

6-8 pm Tuesday, June 18, 2024, Oxford Civic Center, 401 McCullars Lane, Oxford, Alabama 
6-8 pm Tuesday, July 23, 2024, Oxford Civic Center, 401 McCullars Lane, Oxford, Alabama 

 
The EPA will also host public availability sessions to help  

the community understand the Proposed Plan: 
 

10am - 2 pm Saturday, June 22, 2024, Anniston Meeting Center, 1615 Noble St, Anniston, Alabama 
10am – 2 pm Saturday, July 20, 2024, Lincoln City Center, 140 Jones Street, Lincoln, Alabama 
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Choccolocco Creek. The selected RAL does not achieve protection of human health at the completion 
of construction. Rather, a risk management decision was made to select a RAL and rely on MNR after 
remedy construction to achieve protective levels in sediment and fish tissue.   

To be protective of aquatic and semi-aquatic ecological receptors (mink and otter), a sediment PRG of 
0.1 mg/kg should be met for each of the 10 creek reaches. This sediment PRG is protective of human 
health and ecological exposure pathways, as discussed in RAOs 4 and 7. This PRG also contributes to 
the achievement of RAO 9 to reduce transport of PCB contaminated sediment to downstream areas. 
Compliance will be achieved when the 95% UCL of the measured sediment SWAC is less than or 
equal to the 0.1 mg/kg total PCB SWAC in each creek reach.  
 
Surface Water PRGs 
 
The PRGs for contaminants in surface water are established by chemical specific ARARs and satisfy 
RAO 10. Nationally recommended water quality criteria for aquatic life and for human consumption of 
fish are ARARs for the highest concentration of specific pollutants or parameters in water that are not 
expected to pose a significant risk to most species in a given environment. AWQC for total PCBs in 
surface water are 0.014 µg/L (for wildlife) and 0.000064 µg/L (for human consumption of fish).  
 
Biota PRGs 
 
Meeting the PCB PRGs for fish tissue upstream and downstream of Jackson Shoals will satisfy RAO 5. 
The human health PCB PRGs for fish tissue ares based on the RME value.    
 
Meeting the PRG for whole body fish will satisfy RAO 8. The PRGs for piscivorous wildlife and fish 
were developed based on a range of measured PCB concentrations in fish. The one difference in 
approach is PCB concentrations in fish for ecological purposes are assessed on a whole-body basis in 
contrast to fish tissue PCB concentrations that are used to quantify human health exposure conditions. A 
PCB concentration of 1.3 mg/kg dry weight in whole-body fish is proposed as the target PRG range for 
fish and receptors that consume fish (from LOAEL-Based Remedial Goal Options for the otter evaluated 
in the BERA). 
 

Description of Alternatives 

General response actions and remedial technologies for reducing unacceptable risks to contamination in 
soil, sediment, surface water, and biota at OU4 were developed and screened. The potential technologies 
were first screened based on effectiveness, implementability, and cost. The technologies that were not 
feasible or had limitations that might prevent achievement of RAOs were eliminated in the screening 
process, with the remaining technologies considered to be better suited for further consideration in 
developing remedial alternatives. 

Treatment alternatives for PCB contamination in soil and sediment have previously relied on 
incineration or thermal desorption of PCBs as the most effective treatment. The Anniston community is 
particularly sensitive to the use of thermal technologies due to activities at the Anniston Chemical Agent 
Disposal Facility (ANCDF) at the Anniston Army Depot.  
Thermal desorption of PCB contaminated soil was included in RODs for OU1/OU2 and OU3 but were 
not selected because of concerns that onsite thermal desorption could create addition air pollution; 
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The duration to implement the field construction components of SED-4 and meet RAO 6 is 3 to 4 years. 
The time to achieve MNR following remedy implementation and meet RAOs 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, and 10 is 
projected to be 30 to 35 years. 
 
ALTERNATIVE SED -5: Creek Bank Soil Source Control for Contaminated Areas with Minor, 

Moderate, and Severe Erosion; Dredging of Sediment in High-energy Areas; Backfill 
Dredged Areas; Offsite Disposal for Excavated Soil and Dredged Sediment; Capping for 
Low-energy Areas; MNR of Sediment; Long-term Monitoring; ICs; and Implementation of 
Soil Management Plan 

 
Estimated Capital Cost: $37,100,000 
Estimated Annual O&M Cost: $13,500,000  
Estimated Present Worth Cost: $50,600,000 
 
SED-5 would include the same source control actions for creek bank soil as SED-3 (i.e., creek bank 
areas with minor, moderate, and severe erosion). SED-5 would also include sediment removal with 
offsite disposal for materials from the high-energy portions of the creeks and capping sediment in the 
low-energy areas (Figure 28). Dredging in the high-energy areas would be conducted using 2.6 mg/kg as 
an PCB NTE value. 
 
The low-energy portions of sediment targeted for capping include the braided stream network portion of 
the backwater area. Capping the 4.1 acres of the low-energy areas would include removing the upper 1 
foot of sediment and replacing it with a 1-foot layer of clean capping materials (e.g., sand). The 1-foot-
thick sand cap would provide an effective chemical isolation barrier to prevent PCBs from moving 
upward and impacting exposure conditions for biota that might otherwise contact sediment in the BAZ 
that is assumed for this Site to be the 0–6-inches horizon. Removing a 1-foot layer of existing sediment 
prior to placing the cap would be necessary because placing the cap directly over the existing sediment 
would change the hydraulic characteristics of this braided stream network and could potentially 
contribute to local flooding. 
 
The estimated quantity of sediment to be dredged under this remedial alternative is 44,200 cubic yards, 
and the area to be capped is 4.1 acres. The estimated quantities of sediment for offsite disposal of 
materials with PCB concentrations greater than or equal to 50 mg/kg is 37,200 tons, and the estimated 
quantity of sediment for offsite disposal with PCB concentrations less than 50 mg/kg is 39,200 tons. 
 
Consistent with other remedial alternatives, up to a 1-foot layer of clean backfill materials would be 
placed in the areas that are dredged and not capped. The combined quantities estimated for clean backfill 
and cap materials for this remedial alternative is 40,400 cubic yards. 
 
Once the construction of the remedial alternative is complete, MNR would be relied upon to achieve 
further reductions of PCB concentrations in sediment, surface water, and biota over time (see PRG 
Table 8). Monitoring would be conducted to track the remedy effectiveness trends and implement a 
range of short- and long-term remedy monitoring and metrics, including traditional approaches (e.g., 
assessing PCB concentration trends in sediment, surface water, and biota) to document concentration 
reductions over time. Optimization including performance of additional dredging and/or in-place 
treatment of areas within Snow Creek and Choccolocco Creek would be implemented if determined 
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