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Superfund Proposed Plan 2

MS. RYCHLENSKI: Good evening, ladies angé
gentlemen, and thank vou for coming out this
evening to this meeting hosted by Region II of
the Environmental Protection Agency. The purpose
of this meeting is to outline the agency's
proposed plan to clean up groundwater contamina-
tion at the Kentucky Avenue Wellfield Superfund
Site in the town of Horseheads. I want to
introduce the peovle up here at the table from
EPA and the contractor of Ebasco that will be
givina the nresentation tonight, and I just want
to let you know that there is indeed a
stenographer present here this evening to provide
an accurate record of this meeting because vour
comments are very important to us in the decision
that will be made on how to deal with this site,
and I'm going to ask you to please hold your
questions to the very end of the meeting. When
you do decide to ask a guestion, will you please
stand and speak your name clearly and just exactly
where it is that you live. We don't need your
address, but Jjust the town or village that you
do live in.

The people up here with me, starting right

here to my extreme right, Mr. Kevin &¥?6?J§3§%l+
4
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Superfund Proposed Plan 3

EPA, Kevin 1is the chief of our Western New York
Compliance Branch, Region II, and what he's going
to be giving you tonicght is a brief history of
the Kentucky Avenue Wellfield Site, and he's
going to give you an idea of exactly how it is
that the Superfund process works. Next to him
is Mr. Jeff Josephson. He is the Remedial Project
Manager for the site, and he's going to be talking
to you about two things tonight. He's going to
be giving you the results of the studies that
were completed at the site, and he's also going to
be talking to you about the proposed vlan for
cleanup, which is the main purpose of this
meeting this evening. Next to Mr. Josevohson is
Mr. K. Subbaramu. He is with our contractor,
Ebasco. He's the Site Manager over at the Kentucky
Avenue Wellfield Site, and he's going to be talking
about the Feasibility Study, which is the process
by which we come to the decision about how we're
going to handle the site ultimatelv. And also
here to answer questions later on this
evening is Mr. James Doyle, and Mr. Doyle is
with our Office of Regional Counsel.

"I just want to talk to you a little bit

about community relations. I am a PuRR§ BLEBHS
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Superfund Proposed Plan 4

Specialist with EPA, Region II, and I'm the
community relations liaison to this particular
site. What my job is is to be your in into EPA.
If you have guestions about this site, if there
are needs that you have regarding how this site
is handled, if you need information, I'm the
person you contact and I can get to the proper
sources to answer your guestions for you.

I just want to let you know that something
that is very important to us and so that you know
that what we talk about here and when we talk
about public communication and citizen
participation, EPA dcoes indeed take that very,

very seriously, and your commentary is extremely

important to us. This is not a one-way monologue
from EPA to you. This is a dialogue from you to
us as well. One thing that we do want you to know

is that you can comment on this plan, and your
comments on our plan to handle groundwater
contamination are very important in how we render
our ultimate decision. And those comments can

be addressed to Mr. Josephson in writing and

they will also go on the record tonight through
our stenographer.

Here we have information repositories. _Yo

ARO0L666
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Superfund Proposed Plan 5

see these documents that are sitting on the table?
Those are all the documents -- of the documents
those are not all, they're just some -- that
pertain to this site, and those documents are
available for your review in information
repositories that have been swmecifically established
for public review of those documents, and the
repositories are at the New York State

Department of Environmental Conservation, Region
VIII and also here at the town of Horseheads Town
Hall so that you can review the documents and
comment on them.

We have a public comment period which goes
until August 19th, so all of your comments must be
postmarked by that date, and again, if you will
please send them on to Mr. Josephson.

Before I oven this program up this evening, I
just want to acknowledge some people that are here
this evening. Mr. George Harris and Mr. Gardner
Cross, New York State DEC, Division of Hazardous
Waste and Remediation; Andy Norton, New York State
DEC; James Barr, Chemung County Health Department;
and Ed Considine, Elmira Water Board. 1Is there
anyone else that's here this evening from a state

or local agency or elected official Eﬁ ﬁlbe&rss7

representative that we may have missed? Okay.
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Superfund Proposed Plan 6

In that case I'm going to throw the meetina open.
Mr. Lynch?

MR. LYNCH: Tonight I'd like to explain the
Superfund process we use for addressing a site and
give a short history of the site. The site was
nominated to the National Priorities List
by the state that closed the Kentucky Avenue
Well cdue to contamination with trichlorcethylene,

a common solvent used for deagreasing. When a

site is nominated, we gather information on the
site and plug this information into a math-
ematical model in an attempt to rank the site

to see if it poses a risk to human health or the
envircnment. If it ranks above a certain score,

it gets on the list and then we can spend Superfund
money to clean up the site. The analysis of the
well in this case caused it to be included on

the National Priorities List.

This site is different from those we
normally address with Superfund. We usually have
a hazardous waste facility, and we have to determine
what is in the site, is anything leave the site, and
if so, what is happening to it. What we're basically

looking for is, what are the problems associated with

the site. In this instance, we had a prohRf) f50615182 and




PENGAD/INDY, MUNCIE, IN 47302

SF-SMI-25

1S}

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

18

i9

20

21

22

23

24

25

Superfund Proposed Plan 7

L

what we had to do was go out and find out how
widespread the problem was and also try to

attempt to find out what the sources of the
problem were. We take the information that we
gather and then form a Feasibility Study, which is td
identify various alternative solutions to the
problem and to determine what the best sclution

is. We then publish a Proposed Plan, hold a
public meeting as we're doing tonight to get

input from you, the community, as to what you

think of our plan. We'll then make our decision,
and we then publish this decision in what we call a
Record of Decision. It's a legal document that
allows us to go forward with the remedial design
and the remedial implementation.

We also have a process for dealing with
emergencies. If we discover a dangerous
situation, we can take an emergency action,
called a removal, at a site without doing a
lengthy remedial investigation. At this site,
in January of '86 we took a removal action to
hook 49 homes whose wells were - contaminated, to
the public water supply.

As some of you may know, this is the second

AROOLEBS
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Superfund Propecsed Plan 8

Remedial Investigation /Feasibility Study that we
have done at the site. This is not rare,
unfortunately. At the end of the study we may
need additional information to choose a final
remedy or a solution for the entire site, but we
do have enough information to take an action.

We call these partial remedies operable units.

In November of 1985 the State Department of
Environmental Conservation performed a Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study to discover the
extent of the groundwater contamination. As a
result of that study we have hooked up additional
residences to the public water supply, installed
monitoring wells north of the Sullivan Street
public water supply well, and have also performed
this additional Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study to attempt to identify sources
of the contamination. We have completed that
study, and tonight we are presenting our proposed
plan. One thing I'd also like to mention on the
actions we took tu hook up people who are in the
affected area of the plume to the public water
supply. If there is anyone out there that you

know of or if any of you are still on private

wells, if anyone is in the affected aﬁéﬁlodﬁ gof‘o
T




PENGAD/INDY. MUMNCIE. IN 47302

SF-SMI1-25

10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

- 21

22

23

24

25

Superfund Proposed Plan 9

would contact either us, the health department,
or the DEC, the offer to hook up in the
contaminated area to the public water supply
still stands so just identify yourself at any
time. Now I'd like to introduce Jeff Josephson
who will give us the result of the Remedial
Investigation.

MR. JOSEPHSON: I will now present the
results of the Remedial Investigation conducted
for the Kentucky Avenue Wellfield Site. EPA
conducted this investigation in order to
determine the sources of the TCE contamination
at the Kentucky Avenue well. The study area
which we were involved is bordered on the east by
the Newtown Creek, the south by Elmira, on the west
by Route 14, and to the north by Horseheads. In
addition to determining the sources of contamina-
tion to the Kentucky Avenue well, we also wanted
to determine the extent to which this contamina-
tion extends throughout the aguifer, in other
words the groundwater.

Our investigation consisted of a soil boring
investigation, a surface water and sediment
investigation, and a groundwater investigation.

The purpose of the soil boring investﬁﬁa@ﬂ)k 631
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Superfund Proposed Plan 10

to go to areas that have been identified as
potential sources of contamination to the

Kentucky Avenue Well, collect samples from the sub-
surface, and to have these samples sent to our
laboratory for analysis. The areas that we had
investigated had been determined to be potential
sources from previous investigations or other
information obtaineé by EPA. These include the
Chemung County Department of Highways Garage, the
0ld Horseheads Landfill, three properties

formerly owned by the Koppers Company, the sand and
gravel pit, and a small fill area north of Route
17. 1In addition to these areas, some private
‘parties, including Westinghouse Facility, the
Facet Enterprises Facility, and the LRC
Electronics Facility are conducting their own
investigations with EPA or New York Department

of Environmental Conservation for this site.

EPA went to each of these areas, and with
the drill rig we actually drilled into the ground
to collect our samples. The distribution of the
samples that we collected was based on the Soil Gas
Survey. We collected a total of one hundred

forty-seven samples from these areas and had them

sent to our laboratory for analysiﬂ.R G‘Oq‘_,672
1)
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Superfund Proposed Plan 11

samples were analyzed for a long list of
potential contaminants. The results of the
analysis indicated that none of these areas that
were investigated by EPA contributed to the
groundwater contamination at the Kentucky Avenue
Wellfield Site. 1In addition, EPA conducted a
limited surface water and sediment investigation
along a drainayge way that includes south of the
Westinghouse Facility along the east margin of
the Chemung County Department of Highways Garage
into a pond south of the 0ld Horseheads Landfill
and then continues south and eventually
discharges into the Newtown Creek. The results
cf this investigation, which included collecting
sediment samples from the bottoms of these streams
and sending these sedimentsamples for analysis,
indicated there is accumulation of heavy metals
to above background levels in this drainage way.
Our groundwater investigation involved the
installation of monitoring wells at areas that
we thought would indicate to us the extent to
which contamination exists throughout the Newtown
Creek agquifer, that is, groundwater aquifer

within this valley. The results of our investiga-

tion indicate TCE contamination iﬂ‘?tF09&8§F3t
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Superfund Proposed Plan 12

at the facilities that have been identified in
the past as contributors to aquifer contamination.
Throughout the rest of the aguifer the contamina-
tion is at lower levels, but exceeds drinking |
water standards.

Information obtained by EPA from the New
York State Department of Environmental
Conservation indicates also that there is some
TCE contamination at the LRC Electronics Facility.
Information that the DEC has provided to us,
however, indicates that they may not be
contributing to the contamination of the Kentucky
Avenue Wellfield. Information provided to us
from Facet Enterprises and information gathered
by our investigation indicates that the Facet
Enterprises Site also does not contribute to the
contamination at the Kentucky Avenue Well itself,
but does contribute to contamination within the
Newtown Creek aguifer.

To summarize the results of our investiga-

tion, contributing sources of groundwater

contamination, both organic and inorganic within the
site, included Westinghouse Electric Cornoration,
Facet Enterprises and LRC Electronics. The Chemung
County Department of Highwavs Garage,n B}QO&(@ 7 L‘

Horseheads Landfill, the sand and gravel
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Superfund Proposed Plan 13

pit, and the Koppers Company do have inorganics at
elevated levels but they do not appear to be
contributing to the groundwater contamination. Our
surface water and sediment investigation indicates
that there is an accumulation of heavy metals in the
sediments in the drainageway and pond that we
investigated. Finally, our groundwater investication
has indicated that there 1is widepread contamination
of groundwater by TCE, and there is also
contamination of groundwater by some heavy metals.
Contamination of groundwater by the heavy metals

has been identified as primarily a particular

phase. That's to say that the metals are absorbed
to small particulars within the aquifer material.
There was one detection of metals that was

actually dissolved metals with the aquifer.

Now I turn the meeting over to Mr. Subburamu
to discuss the Feasibility Study.

MR. SUBBURAMU: From the Remedial Investigation
it was found that the groundwater is more
contaminated compared to other media, so this
Feasibility Study is mainly focused to remediate
the groundwater contamination. The cleanup
alternatives that were considered to restore the
groundwater are: Restoration of KefifiRy) BGTU$

Well, minimization of site migration, and the third one
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Superfund Proposed Plan 14

is restoration of Newtown Creek aquifer as a
future groundwater source. To achieve that
alternative for groundwater, these alternatives
fall into three categories . The first one is

no action, the second one is water restriction and
permit reguirements, and the third one is

recover the groundwater and treat it and

discharge.

This involves three components as you see
here. The recovery of groundwater can be
achieved by one of these options here. We can
extract the groundwater from Kentucky Avenue Well
or extract groundwater from portions of the
aquifer, and the third one is remediation of the
entire agquifer. The groundwater is contaminated
with two types of contaminants. The first type
is metal contamination that are attached to
suspended particles which can be easily treated
by filtration, and the second type is volatile
organics, mainly TCE, which can be treated by
one of these processes: That's air stripping,
carbon adsorption, or UV ozone oxidation. This

treatment system would be designed to meet all

the federal and state standards and RéGQ{}Edeqts .
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Superfund Proposed Plan 15

The discharge options that were evaluated
for the site are these three: After
treatment, it will be discharged to a drinking
water supply, or it can be discharged to surface
water, or it can be put back to the ground by
re-injection. The treatmenﬁ alternatives can be
formulated by a combinaticn of these three
categories of groundwater extraction, treatment,
and discharge so there are a number of possible
alternatives.

Now I invite Jeff to present the Remedial
Alternative Evaluation.

MR. JOSEPHSON: As a part of the Remecdial
Investigation process, EPA conducted a risk
assessment. A risk assessment uses all the data
collected during the Remedial Investigation and
looks at the exposure pathways to this contamina-
tion and then estimates in a very conservative
sense the risk that these contaminants may pose
to the public. A risk assessment looks
at, for example, ingestion of groundwater that's
contaminated or ingestion of sediments.

Based on the results of our assessment, the

largest risk posed by the site is ingestion of

unfiltered groundwater, or untreated ﬂ?fb%?ﬁﬁ§3f7




PENGAD/INDY. MUNCIE. IN 47302

SF-SMI-29

()

14

15

16

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Superfund Proposed Plan 16

EPA looked at a large number of alternatives
which dealt with the remediation of the entire
agquifer, remediation of a portion of the aguifer,
restoration of the Kentucky Avenue Well as a
public water supply well, no action alternative,
and a water use restriction alternative which
would be an admi~‘istrative alternative that would
put requirements on putting in a well and
requires no active remediation.

The conditions imposed by the Kentucky
Avenue Wellfield Site are complex. This is due
tc the fact that the contamination is widespread
throughout the aquifer. It extends well beyond
the Kentucky Avenue Well. 1In addition, another
NPL site downgradient of the Kentucky Avenue Well
Site contributes to this groundwater contamina-
tion.

When EPA looks at remediation efforts for
groundwater, we look. to our classification of the
groundwater or aquifer. EPA has classified this
aguifer as a d.inking water source. Therefore
it i1s our policy to restore this aquifer to the
drinking water standards. However, EPA has gathered
data on restoration of agquifers and it's found

that pump and treat systems are very effective

AROCLET7B
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Superfund Proposed Plan 17

at preventing contaminant migration, but
predicting the ultimate concentration as to
which we can achieve remediation was very
difficult. But, this is due to the complex
hydogeologic conditions that may exist, or
this may be due to sources that have not been
identified which continue to contribute to the
aguifer contamination. For these reasons, for
the agquifer remediation, EPA is proposing an
interim action. We are proposing to install a
minimum number of pumping wells downgradient of

the Westinghouse Facility. The groundwater
will be recovered and treated and we

believe could be redistributed to the public

water supply. This would involve installation

in this area right here. This action would be

an interim action for the aquifer. That's to

say that we may come back and we will re-evaluate
the effectiveness of this remediation measure.

If this remediation measure does appear to

be successful in reducinyg contaminant levels to
the amount that we expect, we may propose a final
remedy for aquifer remediation.

As a second part of the remedial alternatives

selected, EPA is proposing to restore Eﬁﬁ[fﬁqufyg
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Superfund Proposed Plan 18

Avenue Well to a public water supply, building a
treatment plant for this well, and distributing
this water to the public water supply.

I'll now open up the session to guestions
or comments.

MR. MANGES: I'm Richard Manges. I live in
the village of Elmira Heights and I work for
the County Health Department. Mr. Lynch, you
said that if we knew of anyone within this area
who was not hooked up, is that map the one that
we're talking about?

MR. LYNCH: Yes.

MR. MANGES: That map extends considerably

8]

farther than we originally looked at.

MR. LYNCH: Yes.

MR. KEEFE: John Keefe, South Hampton Ioad,
Elmira, New York. How deep do you consider so-
called ground water?

MR. JOSEPHSON: When you say deep, you mean
how far below the surface?

MR. KEEFE: How far below the surface do you
consider qgroundwater?

MR. JOSEPHSON: The data that we collected
indicates it was anproximatelyv fifteen to twenty-

five feet below the ground surface.

MR. KEEFE: The deepest you weh B QL &80
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Superfund Proposed Plan 19

you say?

MR. JOSEPHSON: No. The deepest we went
was -- well, the monitoring wells that were
installed go down fifty or sixty feet in some
locaticns. In other locations we're at twenty
feet, thirty feet. I can show you --

MR. KEEFE: That's all right. If you find
it, I'll see it later on. '

MR. JOSEPHSON: Here it is. I can just
show you an example of the types of investigation
we did. This is the monitoring wells that we
installed that were closest to the Westinghouse
Facility. We had put in a shallow well, a deeper
well, and a very deep well. This is the water
table right here. This is the ground surface
right here, so this well would be at approximately
fifteen to twenty feet. This well would be at
thirty or forty feet. This well would be at
sixty or seventy feet.

MR. KEEFE: The only other guestion I have
for you is, how old would you say the material
that you found in the intakes, how recent would
those materials be? Do you have any idea of th
age of the materials that you found in the

AROOLE8I

intakes at all?
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Superfund Proposed Plan 20

MR. JOSEPHSON: I'm not sure which intakes.

MR. KEEFE: Well, you were talking about
you found materials.

MR. JOSEPHSON: At the outfalls.

MR. KEEFE: Okay. How old would you say
they were, how recent or whatever?

MR. JOSEPHSON: We recently collected data
within the last few years with the Remedial
Investigation report that we provided the public.
We've incorporated other data that's been
collected. Some of that data was collected by
the Westinghouse Corporation during their
investigation, and other data was collected by
EPA approximately five years ago.

MR. KEEFE: I know it was collected from
you, but did you investigate the fact that the
actual material -- did you put an age analysis
on the material?

MR. JOSEPHSON: No.

MR. KEEFE: Okay. Thank you.

MR. FAGAN: Dennis Fagan, Fagan Engineers,
Elmira, New York. Just a question on sort of an
overview. 1It's my understanding that the
Sullivan Street Well has trace contamination

also. How does this plan tie into your views on

ARO0LE82
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the Sullivan Street Well contamination and on

the situation with the Facet potential contribution
which is downstream of this project but possibly
impacting Sullivan Street?

MR. JOSEPHSON: One thing that wasn't
mentioned earlier, this spring EPA issued in the
local paper a public notice which explained a
difference to the original remedy that we
selected in 1986. This public notice indicated
that EPA has committed to building an air stripper
or treatment system at the Sullivan Street
Wellfield. That will reduce the level of
contamination at the wellfield to below federally
and state mandated drinking water levels.

At this point we haven't exactly begun
design, but we're in the process of obtaining
the money and the funds and the resources to

{
build or to design that air stripper.

MR. FAGAN: What sort of time-frame are we looking at
in the implementation of this Proposed Plan?

MR. JOSEPHSON: Approximately three years
to design and construct, and then the actual
remediation effort will take a long time; thirty

years.

MP.. DOYLE: The second half oﬁ Rcﬁ:é nge8s§ion
b
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Superfund Proposed Plan 22

with regard to Facet Facility, there is an
on-going RI/FS, or Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study, which, just as we've concluded
here, Facet Enterprises is conducting it on its
own with our oversight, and as a result of that
study, we should have a better idea of just to
what extent Facet is contributing to the
contamination of the Newtown Creek aguifer.

MR. FAGAN: So there may be additional
corrective work recommended in the future?

MR. JOSEPHSON: There almost definitely
will. This is an interim action.

MR. SCARINGE: Dominic Scaringe, Elmira
Water Board, ﬁlmira, New York. Is there any
action going on at Westinghouse as to actually
cleaning up the source on the facility other
than you barrier pumping that you've proposed?

MR. JOSEPHSON: Not to actually clean up
the sediments.

MR. SCARINGE: You're just thinking pumping
until you get the groundwater down to an
acceptable level?

MR. JOSEPHSON: They're conducting an
investigation and at some point EPA will determine

the proper clean-up methods at thafilfi€{J4 58




PENGAD/INDY., MUNCIE. iN 47302

SF-SMi-28

10

11

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

23
24

25

Superfund Proposed Plan 23

MR. SCARINGE: So that will be something
done in the future. Also, what would be the
pumping rate?

MR. JOSEPHSON: We've inaicated in the
proposed plan that we expect that to occur within
the next two years.

MR. SCARINGE: But what would be the pumping
rate at the barrier?

MR. JOSEPHSON: Approximately a total
pumping rate of one hundred and forty gallons per
minute.

MR. SCARINGE: Now there is a couple
alternatives putting into the public water
supply that treated water. That's a maybe?

Where does that say?

MR. JOSEPHSON: We're here tonight to
solicit public comments. We feel that the
treatment systems that can be developed, designed,
and constructed can easily treat groundwater
to drinking water standards, and that's what we
would like to do, that's our proposal.

MR. SCARINGE: Looking at your proposal I
wasn't too sure of what system are you talking
about; the village of Horseheads water system or

the Elmira Water Board system? n R U U l:. 6 8 5
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MR. JOSEPHSON: The Elmira Water Board
system.

MR. CAPARULO: Joseph Caparulo from Elmira
Heights. You've mentioned that the most likely
way for a resident to be contaminated is through
actual drinking of the water, or you cited
something about a child eating the soil. Those
are the only two ways? In other words, if you
don't have a well and your child does not eat
dirt, you're considered to be in a safe area?
I'm thinking about kack yard gardens for
vegetables. 1Is there any possibility of toxicity
through eating of vegetables grown in the soil?

MR. LYNCH: Not that we've identified
through this site, so it would be nothing from
the groundwater that would be contributing to
that up by --

MR. CAPARULO: Contaminants of such are not
the type that would be -~

MR. LYNCH: 1It's where they are. 1It's in
the groundwater. The groundwater is deep enough
underneath the soil that ﬁhat is not the water
that feeds the vegetables or feeds whatever is
growing.

MR. CAPARULO: So the comment abo@tD{P€L 5686
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soil, the child eating --

MR. LYNCH: That was just -- we're trying
to give you an example of when we take the data
what we do with it to try to determine what the
risks are, and what we've determined on this 1is
that the risk is due to the drinking of any
untreated groundwater. That's why we encourage
anyone who doesn't have a private well 1in the
area that the water is indeed treated from, that
they do get hooked up to public water supply.

MR. DOYLE: We have pointed out that in some
cf the areas we looked at, the green areas as
you see on that chart, 1like the landfill itself,
unless you have a garden in the landfill, you're
all right. 1If the child were to go or anyone,
it's just children are more likely to play
around dirt, that would be a potential risk.
It's not nearly as likely since people don't
ingest soil that much, so it's a low risk.

MS. MCKINLEY: Teresa McKinley, State
Engineer, Elmira, New York. In conjunction with
that gentleman's question, the focus of this
study was TCE contamination, but you've also
found that there are organics in the soil

and groundwater. Did you consider tA{{QQ}§%§EF7
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risk of toxicity of the uptake of metals
both through the groundwater or through the
people growing gardens on contaminated soils?

MR. JOSEPHSON: We did consider it. That's
why we're proposing construction of a filtration
plant that would eliminate the metals from the
groundwater in the public water supply system.
As far as uptake of metals by plants, the ground-
water 1s twenty feet below the surface so there
wouldn't be a root mass that would extend that
far down.

MS. MCKINLEY: No, but root mass does extend
into the soil that's contaminated.

MR. JOSEPHSON: Well, the soils are
contaminated at the actual industrial sites.
In general, in the neighborhood, they're not
going to be contaminated unless there had been scome
kind of dumping of industrial outfall at that
place.

MS. MCKINLEY: pid you do soil sampling in
residential neighborhoods to ascertain that fact?

MR. JOSEPHSON: We did not for this
investigation. There is no indication -- we

went to the areas where we had indication that

some kind of activity involving dWW"OSSS
(59
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industrial activity may have occurred in the past.
We wouldn't just co into a neighborhood and
take a sample for no reason.

MR. DOYLE: We looked at instead historical
photographs to determine in the past where industriaﬂ
activity took place. So if housing were not nlaced
on what was once an industrial facility, then we
would have. Judging from the information we had
and in terms of the vractices in the valley, we
locked at those sources. We didn't canvass the
entire valley.

MR. LYNCH: We did identify the problem being
TCE contamination, but when we do go out to do a
study, we look at a full range of both organic and
inorganic and we identify the problem. But we also
want to find out why all the problems are associated.
We did look at a wider range of chemicals than just
the solvent.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I live close to the
dump area, and when the dump was being operated and
I've been over there, on numerous occasions dump
stuff, and the barrels of stuff would be brought in
from Eclipse Natural Glass and even down from Corning

and dump there. Now there were barrels sealed with

ligquids. What's going to be done abpRJ{k3  Bsgthat

y
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stuff goina to be excavated and removed or what?
MR. JOSEPHSON: The information that we

collected did not indicate that there was
contamination in the soils at that area.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Well, I disagree
with you.

MR. LYNCH: The focus of this investigation
was to determine the groundwater problem and
what was there, if these were sources to the
groundwater, so there was not a full characterization
done at every single site to determine all the
problems. The information that we have gathered,
however, I know on this landfill, we have given to
the state DEC and I don't know what their plans
are in their landfill closure program, but they
may be addressing that. But we did not address
it as part of this.

MR. HARRIS: 1I'd like to speak to that just
briefly. We would like to take your name and
get that information from you. Basically, what
is planned at this point for the landfill, there
will be a Phase II study conducted for that
plant.

MR. CROSS: We're right at the point in the

investigation now. There are peoplenl@@'@f_l‘9690
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UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I do know there are
things, barrels, from different factories. They
were dumped in that area.

MR. HARRIS: We'll get your name, &and we'd
like to speak to you briefly.

MR. FAGAN: Dennis Fagan again. Since you're going
to conduct a Phase II investigation, do you have a
time schedule in actually completing that work
and starting that work? One of the concerns
we have locally is being onto a list and not
seeing projects implemented in a timely manner.
Is there a specific time frame that DEC has to
conduct these Phase II investigations?

MR. HARRIS: We don't actually conduct the
Phase II study. We work with a bureau that does
that. I would say, generally speaking, a Phase II
study on this site would probably start in a
year. It's possible that the town could conduct
the study themselves if they wanted to. They'd
have to contact our bureau to make those
arrangements, but it is possible.

MS. MCKINLEY: Teresa McKinley again. I
have a guestion regarding LRC, and you spoke,
and in the report you talked about TCE contamina-

tion in the groundwater. Did you evernﬁ$5kjyou

569
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know, sink wells and take groundwater samples heading
out past Agway to the aguifer, because the last

I got from that was you found contamination in the
well by Agway, and you assumed that they were
contaminated also. Did you do follow-up samples?

MR. JOSEPHSOM: The investigation at LRC is
beinag overseen by the New York State DEC. They
can probably address that question.

MR. CROSS: Gardner Cross with DEC, Albany.
We have done some limited sampling of existinc wells,
and there have been some monitoring wells installed
in the area that you're speakina of, but the
progress in getting those wells installed has not
been very rapid. It apoears that we shall be
making some progress, probably in the next few
months in getting more wells installed to see
how far the plume at LRC has progressed.

Right now the contamination that's left on
the LRC site appears to be relatively low-level.
That's not to say if we look a little farther
away from the site, some of the stuff that was
disposed of a few years ago may not be a little
stronger, but that investigation is ongoing and
in a relatively short time I should have some

AROOJLGS2

more information for you.
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MS. MCKINLEY: Have you done any water
sampling at the high school to see if that area
is contaminated?

MR. CROSS: The high school 1is way
upgradient. The upgradient wells at the LRC
Facility itself are quite clean. The problem
appears to be in the immediate area south and
east of the LRC Facility.

MS. RYCHLENSKI: Any ot:aer guestions or
comments?

MR. SCARINGE: One more clarification on the
progress of putting an air stripper in Sullivan
Street. Where are we in that phase? Like
Dennis Fagan has said, these things seem to be
ongoing, but nothing ever seems to be a concrete
benefit that would actually start benefiting the
public drinking supply.

MR. JOSEPHSON: As I indicated, we're in
the process of obtaining the money to do it.
That's going to involve -- what we basically
have to do is write out a budget and have it
approved through the region, and we're working
on it. 1It's going to take a little bit of time.
We believe that once it's approved, we can

design the air stripper, with your help,

RR004693




PENGAD/INDY, MUNCIE. IN 47302

SF-8M1.28

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

15

20

2]

22

23

24

25

Superfund Proposed Plan 32

approximately six weeks. We think that's how
long it will take at this time. Then we believe
it may take approximately three months to
actually construct this.

MR. SCARINGE: 1Is there any possibility of
1991 being a target?

MR. JOSEPHSON: Yes, sir, there is a
possibility.

MR. KEEFE: John Keefe again. Can you see
a budget being worked up with any different
figures than what you've already presented in
this report?

MR. LYNCH: This is outside of the report.
This is based on the earlier work. This is just
the unfortunate bureaucratic way we have to go
about doing things.

MS. RYCHLENSKI: Anyone else?

MR. KEEFE: I think, for the record, we
should expediate this with the highest speed
that we possibly can and get going on this thing.
The dearest thing we have in the area, any area,
is the water. Can't waste it, can't lose it.

MS. RYCHLENSKI: Okay. If there are no more
guestions or comments, we will end this meeting

and we thank you very much. If you want to mak
ARCOLBIL
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any written comments, they go to Mr. Josephson
by the 19th, and if you haven't signed in,
please do so so that we can add you to our
mailing list and keep you abreast of what we'ré

doing with this site. Thanks again. Good night.

AR0OCLG9S
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IN THE MATTER OF:

HELD AT:

HELD ON:

BEFORE:

CERTIFICATE

Public Meeting

Kentucky Avenue Wellfield Superfund Site
Town of Horseheads Town Hall

Town of Horseheads, New York

August 1, 1990

Pamela A. Morley

Shorthand Reporter

Notary Public

This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct

transcript, to the best of my ability, of the verbatim

stenographic minutes of the public meeting held in the above-

entitled matter,

at the above-mentioned place, on the above-

mentioned date, and of the whole thereof, taken by Pamela A.

Morley.

;)
S Gt vy
PAMELA A. MORLEY / J7——

Shorthand Reporter

Notary Public

VERBATIM COURT REPORTING SERVICE
402 West Church Street
Elmira, New York 14901

Telephone 607-733-1262
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