
The TxHEA organization, the 
environmental watchdog for the 
San Jacinto River Waste Pits, held 
their regular monthly meetings 
last week in Highlands and Mc-
Nair.

Executive Director Jackie 
Young reported on develop-
ments in the review process that 
is now ongoing, according to 
David Gray of the EPA.

Young said that the PRP, or Po-
tential Responsible Parties, have 
asked for a further extension of 
the comment perior, but that has 
been denied by EPA, indicating 
they are moving ahead with their 
review process. Young said that 
a total of 57,000 comments had 
been received, but these include 
signatures on petitions, as well 
as individually written remarks. 
The comment period ran for 105 
days, from Sept. 28, 2016 thru Jan. 
28, 2017. Since the typical public 
comment period is 30 days, EPA 
responded to the request from 
MIMC “EPA has determined 
that a further extension... is not 
appropriate.”MIMC is McGinnes 
Industrial Maintenance Corpora-
tion, one of the two PRPs.

In their request for a further 
extension, MIMC stated that they 
were conducting work at the site 
for aesthetic reasons, and that 
the stone and membrane “cap” 
on the pits has not required as 
much maintenance as EPA pro-
jected.

To counter this argument, 
Young presented a slide that de-
tailed erosion or damage, and 
repairs that were required, from 
July 2012 until June 2016 total-
ling seven different events. She 
termed these episodes “The Re-
pair Sage Continues.”

Next Young presented a re-
port on 101 wells that were test-
ed by Harris County’s contractor, 
InControl Technologies. She not-
ed that all the wells had dioxins 
and metals below the allowble 
safe threshhold, but questioned 
whether this limit should be 
lowered for safe water use. She 

said that Harris County Polllution 
Control would be at the March 7 
meeting of TxHEA to discuss this 
further.

In discussing the public com-
ments that were submitted to 
EPA by TxHEA, Young noted that 
one of the requests was to lower 
the allowable dioxin threshhold 
on the treated site from 300 ng/
kg, to 30 ng/kg. This material 
is termed the Principal Threat 
Waste, and the threshhold will 
determine how much of the pol-
luted material is removed.

TxHEA also asked for a 
guarantee that CAC meetings 
(Community Advisory Commit-
tee) would continue through the 
construction period. In relation 
to this, TxHEA has requested a 
new TAG (Technical Assistance 
Grant) be funded since the pre-
vious one has expired.

It was noted in the discus-

sion that construction time for 
Proposed Plan 6N would be 19 
months, and for 4S it would be 
7 months. TxHEA is asking that 
EPA schedule an early start on 
6N, so that the public would not 
have to wait as long.

Young reviewed some of the 
submitted comments, includ-
ing those from the Galveston 
Bay Foundation. She noted that 
they had requested the thresh-
hold for Principal Threat Waste 
be lowered to 30 ng/kg; that EPA 
consider sediments outside the 
waste pits area that may also be 
poluted; and that a third party be 
assigned to the project to over-
see the clean-up work done by 
the PRPs. The reference by GBF 
to other areas was specifically 
directed toward an adjacent 
area known as the Upland Sand 
Separation Area, where sand 
was dredged in 2004-2005 for 
a period of several years. GBF 

Progress Report: 57,000 Comments now 
being read by EPA and responded to

US EPA
The federal 
Environmental Protection 
Agency is the lead 
in dealing with the 
Superfund site. Congress 
has designated them with 
the responsibility to solve 
the problem.

PRP
Potential Responsible 
Parties include 
successors to the 
perpetrators of the Waste 
Pits. These include 
International Paper, and 
Waste Management.

US CONGRESS
Most legislators whose 
district includes the 
San Jacinto River, have 
expressed the need 
to remove the Waste 
Pits. This includes 
Congressmen Gene 
Green, Brian Babin, Ted 
Poe and others.

HARRIS COUNTY
County Attorney Vince 
Ryan led a lawsuit to 
make the Responsible 
Parties pay for 
remediation of the site. 
He won a $29.2 million 
dollar judgement to be 
spent on environmental 
improvements in the area.

SJRC/THEA
A Citizens movement, led by 
previous Highlands resident 
Jackie Young, has been the 
leading voice to have the 
Waste Pits totally removed. 
She heads San Jacinto River 
Coalition, and the new Texas 
Health and Environmental 
Alliance, Inc.

KEEPITCAPPED
A Citizens Group named 
San Jacinto Citizens 
Against Pollution located 
in Baytown has a web 
site espousing its belief 
that a permanent cap 
is the best solution. 
Thomas Knickerboker 
is their attorney, but the 
leadership is anonymous.
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noted that this area of potential 
pollution was called out in the 
Proposed Plan, page 11.

Young expressed disap-
pointment in the comments from 
TCEQ, the Texas Commission on 
Environmental Quality. In their 
submittal, they stated that they 
“need further information to sup-
port the (proposed) plan.”

She also noted TCEQ said the 
ultimate goal was the removal of 
the fish advisory, which she said 
was short-sighted and that goals 
of restoring the site for commu-
nity use were much broader.

TCEQ also asked for more 
information on the cost of all pos-
sible remedies, and details of re-
mediation such as truck routes, 
final disposal facility name, addi-
tional sampling for dioxin in the 
Upland Sand Separation area, 
and information on backfill mate-

JACKIE YOUNG, Executive Director of the Texas Health and Environment Alliance, and the San 
Jacinto River Coalition, speaks at a recent EPA meeting in Highlands. Young has been the leading 
advocate for complete removal of the Waste Pits. She was originally a resident of Highlands, and 
suffered severe health complications due to contaminated water, she says.
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Who is involved in the San Jacinto River Waste Pits Superfund?
, 

USArmy COE
The Army Corps of 
Engineers has completed 
Technical Studies on the 
Environmental impact of 6+ 
strategies to Cap or Remove 
the toxic wastes.
Their recommendations 
are included in a 237 page 
report, favoring a modified 
cap over removal, but 
stating either is possible.

TPWD
Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department 
was designted by the 
Legislature, with the help 
of Representative Wayne 
Smith, to administer $10 
million of the lawsuit 
settlement funds for 
environmental projects 
along the River.

HC PCT 2
Pct. 2 received $10 
million of the $29.2 million 
settlement, and plans to 
use it for environmental 
projects within 5 miles of 
the Waste Pits, according 
to Commissioner 
Morman.

HARRIS COUNTY
Various departments 
are involved, including 
Grants Administration, 
Polution Control, and 
Public Health.

GBF
Galveston Bay Foundation 
maintains a website 
with information on all 
of the Waste Pits parties 
actions, and other 
matters of interest to the 
environmental health of 
the River and Galveston 
Bay.

OTHERS
-- TCEQ
-- US Coast Guard
-- Private Attorneys
-- Houston Chronicle
-- City of Baytown
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rial and methods.
Young said that a number of 

new entities had surfaced that 
were opposed to the removal 
plan in addition to the first group, 
San Jacinto Citizens Against 
Pollution (KeepItCapped.org). 
These include Sediment Man-
agement Work Group, Winstead 
PC law firm working for MIMC, 
Galveston Maritime Business 
Association, Zach Vaugh John 
Doner & Associates, and Crys-
tal Laramore or Laramore Media 
Group. Young thought some or 
all of these might be paid repre-
sentatives for the PRPs.

The Sediment Group, from 
Detroit, Michigan, compared the 
existing cap with the proposed 
removal plan, and pointed out 
what they considered to be faulty 

analysis of costs and effective-
ness. Other criticisms from Paul 
Chrostowski, PhD who wrote “A 
Scientific Peer Review,” and CPF 
Associated pointed out deficien-
cies in the EPA proposal.

Young also showed a short 
video on the subject, prepared 
by a student  class at Furr High 
School, titled “Jackie’s River” 
which won a film festival award.

The audience at the meet-
ing was asked to help by send-
ing a letter to Texas Senator John 
Cornyn, expressing thanks for 
his support and asking for con-
tinued help to have the waste 
pits removed. (SEE BELOW)

It is expected that the EPA 
will prepare a “Responsiveness 
Summary” for issuance before 
June.

Opinion Comments from the 
KeepItCapped group:

TELL THE EPA:
NO TO DIG AND HAUL

In the 1960s, a site along the 
San Jacinto river was used 
for waste disposal by a paper 
mill. At the time, no one knew 
this waste material contained 
dioxin. In 2008, this site was 
identified for cleanup by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency and an armored cap of 
protective material was placed 
on top.
Dioxins are insoluble. They bind 
to sediment and soil rather than 
dissolving in water. That’s why 
the cap is a better solution than 
digging up the site and hauling 
the material away. That process 
would put the San Jacinto river 
in real danger.
In August 2016, the US 
Army Corps of Engineers 
final assessment of the 
proposed remediation options 
demonstrates that a permanent 
cap solution is the best 
remediation alternative.
Yet, the Environmental 
Protection Agency has ignored 
these warnings and wants 
to move forward with the 
dangerous “dig and haul” 
process. We are deeply 

concerned and urging them to 
reconsider -- but we need your 
help.

The San Jacinto River is in 
danger. Take Action Now

WHY DOES THE ARMY 
CORP OF ENGINEERS 
SUGGEST KEEPING THE 
PIT CAPPED?

In August 2016, the US 
Army Corps of Engineers 
final assessment of the 
proposed remediation options 
demonstrates that a permanent 
cap solution is the best 
remediation alternative. 
Toxins will be released in the 
riverbeds and dramatically 
increase the toxicity levels of 
local fish.
The lengthy two-year excavation 
period could release 400,000 
times more waste than a 
permanent cap.
Dioxin levels will increase in the 
river to pre-remediation levels 
in only a two-year excavation 
period, equal to that of 500 years 
of potential releases from a 
permanent cap. 

Statement From McGinnes 
Industrial Maintenance Corp. 
Regarding the U.S. EPA’s Proposed 
Plan For The San Jacinto River 
Waste Pits

“We strongly disagree with the 
proposed remedy put forth by 
the EPA. We are looking for the 
solution that best protects the 
environment and public health. 
We do not understand why the 
EPA would completely ignore their 
own consultant’s report, prepared 
by the Army Corp of Engineers, 
that concludes that removal of 
the wastes could significantly 
damage the environment and 
public health. It is disappointing 
that the EPA has apparently 
decided to ignore science and 
technical data. Excavation will 
result in resuspension of the 
material, worsening the river and 
putting nearby communities at 
risk for years to come. The Army 

Statement from McGinnes 
regarding the Waste Pits:

Corps report and subsequent 
EPA-required testing around the 
site make clear that retaining and 
fortifying the cap – making it even 
stronger and permanent – is the 
best way to protect the river and 
surrounding communities. The 
sampling results demonstrate 
that no dioxin from waste is 
moving from the waste pits into 
groundwater below the pits or 
into surface water above the pits. 
We’ll carefully review the EPA’s 
proposed remedy and maintain 
our focus on ensuring that the 
ultimate remedy fully protects 
public health and the environment. 
Together with the potentially 
affected communities and other 
groups interested in protecting 
the environment, we will work 
to make sure that the ultimate 
remedy follows the best science 
and technical data to protect 
the environment and citizens of 
Texas.”

TxHEA Suggests you write this 
letter to Senator Cornyn:


